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FREDERIK WILLEM DE KLERK Thirteenth Respondent 

JOHAN VELDE VAN DER MERWE Fourteenth Respondent 

LUKAS DANIEL BARNARD Fifteenth Respondent 

DANIEL JACOBUS LOUIS NEL Sixteenth Respondent 

SAMUEL JOHANNES DE BEER Seventeenth Respondent 

NOTICE OF MOTION 

KINDLY TAKE NOTICE THAT on a date and time to be arranged with the Registrar, 

the applicants intend to apply to this Honourable Court for an order in the following 

terms: 

1 . Declaring that: 

1.1 the unreasonable delay by the third respondent (National 

Commissioner of the South African Police Service or the NCSAPS) 

in finalising the investigation into the kidnapping, torture and murder of 

Fort Calata, Matthew Goniwe, Sicelo Mhlauli and Sparrow Mkonto on 27 

June 1985 ("the Cradock Four"), 
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1.2 the unreasonable delay by the NCSAPS in finalising the investigation 

into the theft of the investigation docket dealing with the kidnapping, 

torture, and murder of the Cradock Four, 

1.3 the ongoing failure or refusal of the first respondent (National Director 

of Public Prosecutions or NDPP) to take a decision whether to 

prosecute, or not to prosecute the known suspects for the crimes 

committed against the Cradock Four, 

1.4 the ongoing failure or refusal of the fourth respondent (Minister of 

Police) to exercise effective final responsibility in ensuring that the 

NCSAPS complies with his constitutional and legal responsibilities in 

respect of the Cradock Four case, 

are unlawful, inconsistent with the Constitution and invalid. 

2. Reviewing and setting aside the failure or refusal of the NDPP to take a

decision whether to prosecute, or not to prosecute the known suspects for

the crimes committed against the Cradock Four.

3. Directing:

3.1 the NCSAPS to finalize the investigations into the kidnapping, torture, 

and murder of the Cradock Four and the missing investigation docket 

referred to above within 30 days of the granting of this order. 

3.2 the NCSAPS to finalize the criminal investigation into the disappearance 

of the original Cradock Four investigation docket from the head office of 

03



4 

the National Prosecution Authority within 30 days of the granting of this 

order.-

3.3 the NDPP to take a prosecutorial decision in the kidnapping, torture, and 

murder of the Cradock Four within 60 days of the date of this order. 

4. Ordering the first to fourth respondents to pay the costs of this application,

and those of the other respondents who may oppose this matter, to pay the

applicant's costs.

5. Granting the applicant further and/or alternative relief.

KINDLY TAKE NOTICE FURTHER that the affidavits of the APPLICANT, SINDISWA 

ELIZABETH MKONTO, NOMBUYISELO NOLITHA MHLAULI, NOMONDE LIZA 

CALATA, DOROTHY CALATA-DOMBO, TUMANI PAULINE CALATA, 

CHRISTOPHER REGINALD CLIFFORD MARION, VUSUMZI PATRICK PIKOLI, 

DUMISA BUHLE NTSEBEZA SC, TIMOTHY SEAN FLETCHER, TIMOTHY 

PATRICK SMIT and HAMILTON HEATH WENDE and the annexures thereto will be 

used in support of this application. 

TAKE NOTICE FURTHER THAT the applicant has appointed CLIFFE DEKKER 

HOFMEYR INC as its attorneys of record at whose address the Applicant will accept 

service of all process in these proceedings. 

TAKE FURTHER NOTICE that: 

a) The first respondent is called upon in terms of Rule 53(1 )(a), to show cause

why her failure or refusal to make a prosecutorial decision should not be

reviewed and set aside.
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TO: 

AND TO: 

6 

CLIFFE DEKKER HOFMEYR INC. 
Applicants' Attorneys 
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Private Bag X40 
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Tel: +27 11 562 1061 / 1085 
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C/0 MACROBERT ATTORNEYS 

MacRobert Building 
1062 Jan S hoba Street 

Brooklyn, Pretoria, 0011 
Private Bag X18 
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Tel: +27 12 425 3400 
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Ref: Gustaf Dreyer 

THE REGISTRAR OF THE ABOVE 

HONOURABLE COURT, PRETORIA 

THE NATIONAL DIRECTOR OF 

PUBLIC PROSECUTIONS 

First Respondent 

c/o The State Attorney 

SALU Building 
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Pretoria 

Gauteng 

THE MINISTER OF JUSTICE 

SERVICE PER SHERIFF 
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SALU Building 
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Gauteng 
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POLICE 

Third Respondent 
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Pretoria 

Gauteng 

THE NATIONAL MINISTER OF 

POLICE 

Fourth Respondent 
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Gauteng 

CHRISTOFFEL PIERRE VAN DER 
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Fifth Respondent 
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Gauteng 
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I, the undersigned, 

LUKHANYO BRUCE MATTHEWS CALATA 

do hereby make oath and state that: 

INTRODUCTION 

1 I am an adult male journalist, filmmaker and author currently employed as the 

Programme Editor at etv news and sport in Cape Town. I am the first applicant 

in these proceedings. 

2 I was born on 18 November 1981 in Cradock in the Eastern Cape. I am the son 

of the late Fort Calata ("Calata") who, along with Matthew Goniwe, Sicelo 

Mhlauli and Sparrow Mkonto, became known posthumously as the Cradock 

Four ("Cradock Four''). On 27 June 1985 they were abducted, assaulted, 

murdered and their bodies burned by the Security Branch of the erstwhile 

South African Police ("the Security Branch"). 

3 More than 35 years later, and notwithstanding countless pleas, my family and I 

are still waiting for the South African Police ("SAPS") to finalise its 

investigations and for the National Prosecuting Authority ("NPA") to take a 

decision whether to prosecute the known suspects or not. I bring this 

application to compel these institutions to carry out their functions in relation to 

the Cradock Four, as they are bound to do under law. 

4 I submit that the failure to finalize the Cradock Four case represents a deep 

betrayal of those who gave their lives for the struggle for freedom and 
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democracy in South Africa. It has also added significantly to the emotional 

trauma and anguish of their families, surviving victims and the wider 

community. I do not know why the South African state has turned its back on 

victims who sacrificed so much, but it appears to me that until recently this 

approach was the product of a policy or decision to abandon or suppress these 

cases. 

5 Save where the context indicates otherwise, the facts deposed to in this 

affidavit are within my personal knowledge and were gained primarily from 

research that I, together with my legal team and private investigator, conducted 

using official records and national archives. The facts to which I have deposed 

are to the best of my belief both true and correct. Where I make submissions of 

a legal nature I do so on the advice of my legal representatives. 

6 Where I rely on the personal knowledge of others, confirmatory or supporting 

affidavits from those individuals have been attached. These include: 

6.1 The confirmatory affidavit of Clifford Marion, a private investigator, 

annexed hereto marked "LC1 ", confirms the inquiries he carried out on 

behalf of my family, including the search for documents and the 

considerable support he provided to the investigators from the 

Directorate for Priority Crime Investigation ("DPCI"). These efforts are 

outlined in this affidavit. 

6.2 The affidavit of Advocate Dumisa Ntsebeza SC, former TRC 

Commissioner and Investigation Unit Head, annexed hereto marked 

"LC2", confirms the findings made by the TRC in respect of the Cradock 
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Four case, as well findings made against the State Security Council 

(SSC) and its structures. These findings are outlined in this affidavit. 

6.3 The supporting affidavit of Advocate Vusumzi Patrick Pikoli, former 

National Director of Public Prosecutions ("NDPP"), annexed hereto 

marked "LC3", confirms the political interference that brought an end to 

the investigation and prosecution of TRC cases. 

ORGANISATION OF THIS AFFIDAVIT 

7 The scheme of this affidavit necessitates me setting out -

7.1 An overview of the Cradock Four story. 

7 .2 The relief sought. 

7.3 A full description of the applicants and respondents. 

7.4 A description of other role players connected to the Cradock Four case, 

including: 

7.4.1 deceased persons, 

7.4.2 those granted amnesty, 

7.4.3 those with unknown status, and 

7.4.4 members of the State Security Council. 

7.5 An account of my quest for justice and the impact on me and my family. 

7.6 A description of the four murdered persons. 
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7. 7 The events leading up to the murders. 

7.8 The abduction and murder of the Cradock Four. 

7 .9 The role of the police in the murders. 

7.10 Official inquiries into the murders including: 

7 .10.1 the first and second inquests, 

7.10.2 the investigations of the TRC, and 

7 .10.3 the amnesty applications and decisions. 

7 .11 An examination of the role of the State Security Council and its 

structures. 

7 .12 A description of how the state security system dealt with the Cradock 

Four, relying on official documents. 

7.13 An examination of how the TRC cases, including the Cradock Four 

case, was suppressed by political interference. 

7 .14 A description of the efforts by my legal team and private investigator to 

support the SAPS and NPA, which was all to no avail. 

7.15 An overview of how the investigation docket went missing and the 

failure to investigate the theft of the docket. 

7 .16 An explanation as to why the delay in finalizing the investigation and 

taking a prosecutorial decision is unreasonable. 
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7.17 A summary of the legal obligations on the SAPS and NPA to investigate 

and prosecute, and how they have not complied with their legal duties. 

7.18 The grounds for relief which include: 

7 .18.1 The constitutional obligation to act without delay, 

7.18.2 Requirements under the rule of law, 

7 .18.3 The constitutional guarantee of the independence of the NPA, 

7 .18.4 Bill of Rights infringements, which include violations of the 

rights to dignity, life, freedom and security of the person and 

equality, 

7 .18.5 Obligations arising from South Africa's transition and the TRC 

process, 

7 .18.6 South Africa's international law obligations. 

7.19 The grounds for a final interdict compelling the SAPS to finalize their 

investigations and the NPA to take a prosecutorial decision. 

7.20 The grounds for shortened timeframes. 

OVERVIEW OF THE CRADOCK FOUR STORY 

8 The Cradock Four' story is rooted in South Africa's bitter and divided past. The 

four activists devoted their lives to resisting the pernicious system of Apartheid. 

Notwithstanding that their sacrifices helped to lay the basis for South Africa's 

democracy with its enshrined freedoms, the new South Africa has turned its 
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back on them. My family and I have been searching for answers for more than 

35 years. We have pleaded with authorities to take the necessary action to 

bring closure to this case. These pleas have fallen on deaf ears. However, we 

have always refused to give up the search for the truth and justice. 

9 My family and I have not rested since the murder of our beloved father and 

husband, Fort Calata. We did not expect the former South African Police 

("SAP") to investigate themselves. However, we firmly believed that the new 

democratic South Africa would take the necessary steps. We were wrong. 

This was a betrayal of the Cradock Four and everything they stood for. This 

betrayal cut the deepest. It deprived me and my family of closure and our right 

to dignity. 

10 We are aware of the basic story behind the murder of the Cradock Four: 

10.1 At a State Security Council ("SSC") meeting on 19 March 1984 Barend 

Du Plessis, then Minister of Black Education, called for the 'removal' of 

Cradock teachers, Matthew Goniwe and Fort Calata. 

10.2 Some 48 hours later, on 21 March 1984, Craig Williamson, former head 

of Security Branch ("SB") Intelligence, sent operatives Jacob Jan 

Hendrick (Jaap) van Jaarsveld and Bassie Bouwer to assess the most 

appropriate way of killing Goniwe and Calata. Van Jaarsveld proposed 

that Goniwe be 'taken out' on deserted road. 

10.3 On 23 May 1985, Brigadier "Joffel" van der Westhuizen, Commanding 

Officer of the South African Defence Force ("SADF") in the Eastern 

Cape ("Van der Westhuizen"), sent a signal to the SSC Secretariat 
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("SSCS") recommending that Calata and Goniwe should never be 

appointed to any post ever again . 

10.4 On 6 June 1985 at the SSC's Joint Security Action Committee (known 

by its Afrikaans acronym "GVS") meeting chaired by Adriaan Vlok, 

Deputy Minister of Law and Order, sought recommendations on what to 

do about Goniwe. A sub-committee was appointed under Brigadier 

Geldenhuys to make recommendations·. 

10.5 On 7 June 1985, Van der Westhuizen ordered Colonel Lourens du 

Plessis to send a secret signal to Major General Johannes van 

Ransburg at the SSCS recommending the urgent "permanent removal 

from society" of Goniwe, Calata and Mbulelo Goniwe (nephew of 

Matthew Goniwe ). 

10.6 Those at the Local Joint Management Committee ("LJMC") level 

involved in the planning of the murders included Van der Westhuizen, 

Colonel Lourens Du Plessis, Colonel Harold Snyman (head of the Port 

Elizabeth SB), Colonel Col Nick Johannes Van Ransburg, Major 

Herman Barend Du Plessis (SB Unit Commander for Eastern Cape 

Black Areas) and Eric Winter (head of the Cradock SB). All were denied 

amnesty for their role in the killings. Eric Winter and Colonel Lourens 

Du Plessis did not apply for amnesty. 

10. 7 On 27 June 1985, the Cradock Four were apprehended on a deserted 

road, as recommended by Van Jaarsveld a year earlier, and murdered. 

The killers on the scene were Major Johan Martin "Sakkie" Van Zyl, 

Lieutenant Eric Taylor, Sergeant Gerhardus Lotz, Sergeant Amos Faku, 
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Sergeant Glen Mgoduka and Shepard Shakati. Van Zyl, Taylor and 

Lotz were denied amnesty. All the killers on the scene have since died. 

10.8 According to the autopsy reports, Matthew Goniwe and Sicelo Mhlauli 

died from multiple stab wounds. Fort Calata died from a stab wound in 

the heart and Sparrow Mkonto died from a gunshot wound to the head 

and a stab wound to heart. 

10.9 The government and police fabricated a story claiming that the Cradock 

Four had been killed by elements from the Azanian People's 

Organisation ("AZAPO") in a factional dispute. 

11 In 1987 the first inquest presided over by Magistrate De Beer concluded that 

there was no evidence that any member of the security forces had anything to 

do with the killings, and that the deaths were brought about by persons or a 

group of persons unknown. This inquest in my considered view amounted to 

nothing more than a cover-up. 

12 In 1994, the second inquest under Judge Zietsman found that it has been 

established prima facie that the murderers were members of the security 

forces; and that a case of suspicion has been made out against SAP officers 

Colonel Snyman and Colonel Winter and against SADF members Brigadier van 

der Westhuizen, Colonel du Plessis and Major General van Rensburg. 

Notwithstanding these findings, no steps were taken against these members. 

13 The Truth and Reconciliation Commission ("TRC") found that the plot to murder 

Goniwe had been hatched a year before in 1984 and that the attempt by 

government to lay the crime at the door of AZAPO was not only a case of 

disinformation, but a deliberate attempt to stoke conflict. The TRC Amnesty 
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Committee denied amnesty to Taylor, Lotz, Van Rensburg, Snyman, Van Zyl 

and Du Plessis and held them responsible for the murders. Notwithstanding 

this finding, no steps were taken against those denied amnesty for the murders 

of the Cradock Four. 

14 The new police service, the South African Police Service ("SAPS") and the 

NPA could have pursued this case. Following the winding up of the TRC's 

Amnesty Committee in 2002, the Cradock Four case was one of approximately 

300 cases referred by the NPA to the TRC ("the TRC cases"). Not only were 

these cases not taken forward, but the government took active steps to ensure 

that perpetrators of apartheid-era crimes were protected from prosecution. 

15 One of the machinations devised by the authorities was to amend the NPA's 

Prosecution Policy to shield perpetrators of apartheid crimes from justice. 

Pending the development of a new policy to deal with the 'political cases' from 

the past, an effective moratorium was placed on the pursuit of the TRC cases. 

When the amendments to the NPA's Prosecution Policy emerged in late 2005 it 

essentially created a backdoor amnesty for perpetrators of so-called political 

crimes. It gave such perpetrators, like my father's killers, another opportunity to 

escape justice. 

16 The widows of the Cradock Four, together with the sister of Nokuthula 

Simelane, a young freedom fighter murdered by the SB in 1983, went to court 

to challenge the amended policy in the matter of Nkadimeng & Others v The 

National Director of Public Prosecutions & Others (TPD case no 32709/07) (the 

Nkadimeng case). In 2008 the High Court in Pretoria struck down the 
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amendments to the Prosecution Policy, declaring it to be absurd and 

unconstitutional. 

17 During this case the National Director of Public Prosecutions disclosed a secret 

2004 government report titled "Report of the Amnesty Task Team". This report, 

to be discussed below, explored ways of promoting impunity for perpetrators of 

apartheid-era crimes. This report is one of the clearest reflections of the 

unstated policy of the Government to suppress the apartheid era cases. 

18 We thought that the striking down of the amendments to the Prosecution Policy 

meant that the path was eventually cleared for justice to take its course. Again, 

we were wrong. The NPA and SAPS continued to drag their feet. 

19 To publicise my father's case, I made a short documentary film titled 

"Unfinished Business" about the Cradock Four in 2010 which is available on 

YouTube. In 2018, together with my wife, Abigail Calata, we published a book 

titled "My Father Died for This" in which we explored why the State had failed to 

pursue justice, notwithstanding two high profile inquests and the findings of the 

TRC. 

20 More than 35 years have passed since the Cradock Four were abducted, 

tortured murdered and their bodies desecrated and burned beyond recognition. 

More than 25 years have elapsed since South Africa became a constitutional 

democracy yet not a single person has been indicted for these crimes. 

21 Despite being refused amnesty by the TRC's Amnesty Committee in December 

1999, some former security policemen and military personnel who were 

involved in the murders of the Cradock Four remain at large. One must assume 

that they are free men enjoying their State pensions, living normal lives without 
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ever having had to account for our fathers' murders. Given the total inaction on 

the part of the SAPS and NPA since the early 1990s I assume they do not have 

the slightest concern that they will have to face the consequences of their 

brutality. 

22 No persons in the chain of command, who were involved in the decision 

making, planning and who gave the orders to murder the Cradock Four, have 

been prosecuted. This is notwithstanding clear evidence that in June 1985 a 

military signal was sent to the State Security Council Secretariate 

recommending that my father, Matthew Goniwe and Mbulelo Goniwe be 

"permanently removed from society". I will expand on this chilling fact later in 

this affidavit. 

23 To date the SAPS have failed, refused or neglected to finalise their 

investigations, and the NPA has failed to make a prosecutorial decision in 

respect of the kidnapping and murder of the Cradock Four. Indeed, it appeared 

that the investigation docket went missing from the offices of the NPA during 

2017. Typically, missing dockets are an indication of a cover-up or an attempt 

to sabotage the investigation. Since it was apparent that no investigation was 

launched into its disappearance, I was forced to open a case of theft in 2020. 

am also not aware of any progress in this investigation. 

24 On 29 August 2020, Nyameka Goniwe, wife of Matthew Goniwe, passed away. 

She died before seeing justice done in her husband's brutal murder. The cruel 

indifference of the post-apartheid South African State robbed her of justice, 

peace, and closure. My mother, now elderly and unwell, fears that she will die 

without reaching closure and being afforded the dignity she deserves. 
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25 My family and I do not believe that the SAPS and NPA are acting in good faith. 

Indeed, we have lost all confidence in the prosecutors and police. They have 

betrayed our trust. Given their past idleness such investigations could drag on 

indefinitely while witnesses and suspects grow old and die. My lawyers and I 

have engaged in extensive communications with the police and prosecutors to 

persuade them to finalize their investigations and decide whether to prosecute 

or not. These efforts have come to naught. 

26 The historic compromise which gave birth to the new South Africa demanded 

that those perpetrators denied amnesty, or who did not apply for amnesty, 

would face follow-up. This has not happened. The state has instead 

systematically and deliberately dragged its feet or blocked justice in this case 

and many others. We know who abducted, tortured, and murdered the 

Cradock Four. They were meant to face justice. 

27 More than 36 years have passed since the torture and murder of the Cradock 

Four. We, the family members, can find no peace. The betrayal of Fort Calata, 

Matthew Goniwe, Sicelo Mhlauli and Sparrow Mkonto, and what they stood for, 

is almost complete. 

THE PURPOSE OF THIS APPLICATION 

28 The primary purpose of this application is to establish the unlawfulness and 

unconstitutionality of: 

28.1 the unreasonable delay by the third respondent (National 

Commissioner of the South African Police Service or the NCSAPS) 

in finalising the investigation into the kidnapping, torture and murder of 
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Fort Calata, Matthew Goniwe, Sicelo Mhlauli and Sparrow Mkonto on 

27 June 1985 ("the deceased" or "the Cradock Four''), 

28.2 the unreasonable delay by the NCSAPS in finalising the investigation 

into the theft of the investigation docket dealing with the kidnapping, 

torture, and murder of the Cradock Four, 

28.3 the ongoing failure or refusal of the fourth respondent (Minister of 

Police) to exercise effective final responsibility in ensuring that the 

NCSAPS complies with his constitutional and legal responsibilities in 

respect of the Cradock Four case, and 

28.4 the ongoing failure or refusal of the first respondent (National Director 

of Public Prosecutions or NDPP) to take a decision whether to 

prosecute, or not to prosecute ("a prosecutorial decision") the known 

suspects in the crimes committed against the Cradock Four, 

29 Flowing from the primary relief, orders are sought 

29.1 reviewing and setting aside the failure or refusal of the NDPP to take a 

prosecutorial decision in the kidnapping, torture, and murder of the 

Cradock Four, 

29.2 compelling the NCSAPS to finalize the investigations into the 

kidnapping, torture, and murder of the Cradock Four and the missing 

investigation docket referred to above within 30 days of the granting of 

this relief, and 
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29.3 compelling the NDPP to take a prosecutorial decision in the kidnapping, 

torture, and murder of the Cradock Four within 60 days of the date of 

this order. 

THE PARTIES 

Applicants 

30 I am the first applicant. I bring this application in my capacity as the son of Fort 

Calata, one of the Cradock Four. I also bring this application on behalf of all 

South Africans who respect the rule of law and who seek justice for those 

murdered and harmed during the apartheid era. I also bring these proceedings 

on behalf of my mother NOMONDE LIZA CALA TA, and my sisters DOROTHY 

CALATA-DOMBO and TUMANI PAULINE CALATA. Their confirmatory 

affidavits are annexed hereto marked "LC4", "LC5" and "LC6" respectively. 

31 The Second Applicant is SINDISWA ELIZABETH MKONTO, an adult female 

and former teacher at Masizame Creche in Lingelihle, and widow of Sparrow 

Thomas Mkonto ("Mkonto"). Her confirmatory affidavit is annexed hereto 

marked "LC7". 

32 The Third Applicant is NOMBUYISELO NOLITHA MHLAULI, an adult female 

former manager at the South African Social Security Agency and widow of 

Sicelo Mhlauli ("Mhlauli"). Her confirmatory affidavit is annexed hereto marked 

"LC8". 

33 The applicants act in their own interests and in the public interest in terms of 

sections 38 (a) and (d) of the Constitution. 
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Respondents 

34 The first respondent is the NATIONAL DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC 

PROSECUTIONS ("NDPP") appointed as such by the President in terms of 

section 10 of the National Prosecution Authority Act 32 of 1996 ("the NPA Act") 

and who, in terms of section 5 of the NPA Act is the head of the office of the 

National Director of Public Prosecutions and the National Prosecuting Authority 

("NPA") which is establish in terms of section 179 of the Constitution. The 

NDPP's address for purposes of service is State Attorney, SALU Building, 316 

Thabo Sehume Street, Pretoria, Gauteng Province. 

35 The second respondent is the MINISTER OF JUSTICE AND CORRECTIONAL 

SERVICES, the cabinet member in the government responsible for the 

administration of justice, who, in terms of section 179(6) of the Constitution, 

exercises final responsibility over the prosecuting authority, including the 

NDPP, whose address for purposes of service is situated at 316 Thabo 

Sehume Street, SALU Building, 28th floor, Pretoria, Gauteng Province. 

36 The third respondent is the NATIONAL COMMISSIONER OF POLICE ("the 

Commissioner") acting in his official capacity as head of the South African 

Police Service (SAPS), whose address for purposes of service is situated at 

Wachthuis, Seventh floor, 229 Pretorius Street, Pretoria, Gauteng Province. 

37 The fourth respondent is the MINISTER OF POLICE, the cabinet member in 

the government responsible for the police, who exercises final responsibility 

over the South African Police Service (SAPS), including over the 

Commissioner, whose address for purposes of service is situated at Wachthuis, 

Seventh floor, 231 Pretorius Street, Pretoria, Gauteng Province. 
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38 The fifth respondent is CHRISTOFFEL PIERRE "JOFFEL" VAN DER 

WESTHUIZEN (Van der Westhuizen) a retired adult male former member of 

the South African Defence Force holding the position of Lieutenant General 

with ID number 4202075011088 whose address is 496 Barend Spies Street, 

Constantia Park, 030181, Pretoria. He was the Officer Commanding Eastern 

Province Command and was the chairperson of the Local Joint Management 

Committee (LJMC) of the SSC. On 23 May 1985, Van der Westhuizen sent a 

signal to the SSC Secretariat (SSC$) recommending that Calata and Goniwe 

should never be appointed to any post ever again. He also ordered the sending 

of the signal to urgently "permanently remove" the Cradock Four "from society" 

on 7 June 1985. The second inquest into the death of the Cradock Four, 

(hereinafter referred to as the "Zietsman Inquest"), found that a case of 

suspicion for the murders of the Cradock Four had been made out against him. 

He did not apply for amnesty for the murder of the Cradock Four. He was 

granted amnesty (AM6499/97) for crimes committed in connection with 

Operation "Katzen". 

39 The sixth respondent is HERMANUS BAREND DU PLESSIS ("H B Du 

Plessis"), an adult male with identity number 4409295129000 and a former 

member of the Security Branch of the South African Police residing at Riverina 

Plaas, Hobhouse, Free State. He was the SB Unit Commander for Black Areas 

in the Eastern Cape. He served on the LJMC. He was involved in the planning 

of the murders and reported back to his superiors after the operation. The 

TRC's Amnesty Committee found him responsible for the murders. He was 

denied amnesty for the murder of the Cradock Four. Together with Nicolaas 

Janse van Rensburg, Gerrit Nicholas Erasmus and another he was granted 
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amnesty for the kidnapping and murder of Gcinisizwe Kwesi Kondile in 1981 . 

He was refused amnesty (AM 4384 /96) for conspiring and ordering the 

abduction and murder of Sipho Charles Hashe, Qaqawuli Godolozi and 

Champion Galela ("the Pebco 3") in May 1985. 

40 The seventh respondent is ERIC WINTER, ("Winter") an adult male with ID 

number 4708085018087 who was a former head of the Security Branch in 

Cradock, and who resides at 21 Weltevreden Sun, 1130 Cornelius Street, 

Weltevreden Park Roodepoort. He served on the LJMC. He did not apply for 

amnesty for the murder of the Cradock Four. The late Johan Martin (Sakkie) 

Van Zyl in his amnesty testimony on 23rd February 1998 stated Winter was "in 

charge of the mechanical means of spying on Mr Goniwe's home." The 

Zietsman Inquest found that a case of suspicion for the murders of the Cradock 

Four had been made out against him. He played a leadership role in Special 

Operations K Unit of the Security Branch known as Koevoet (Crowbar). Winter 

is currently in hospital at the Flora Clinic, William Nicol St, Florida Park, 

Roodepoort. 

41 The eighth respondent is CRAIG MICHAEL WILLIAMSON ("Williamson") an 

adult male and former head of Security Branch Intelligence, with ID number 

4904235577086 who resides at 96A Percheron Road Beau Willoway, Midrand. 

On 21 March 1984, just two days after the SSC meeting which called for the 

removal of two Cradock teachers, Williamson sent operatives, Jaap van 

Jaarsveld and Bassie Bouwer to Cradock, to stake out Goniwe and Calata and 

to advise on the best way of killing them. Williamson did not apply for amnesty 

for the Cradock Four. Williamson was granted amnesty (AM 5181/97) for the 

murders of Ruth First on 17 August 1982 in Maputo and of Jeanette and Katryn 
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Schoon on 28 June 1984 in Angola. Together with Johannes P. Coetzee, 

Eugene de Kock, and others he was granted amnesty for the bombing of the 

ANC offices in London and the conspiracy to bomb the Communist Party office 

in London in 1982. 

42 The ninth respondent is ADRIAAN JOHANNES VLOK ("Vlok") an adult male 

and former Deputy Minister of Law and Order and Defence, and later Minister 

of Law and Order, with ID number 3712115063080 residing at 52 Henri Rd, 

Centurion. He was a member of the State Security Council and attended the 

SSC meeting on 19 March 1984 where a call was made for the removal of 

Goniwe and Calata. Vlok visited Cradock on 5 June 1985. He led the GVS­

Advieskomitee meeting on 6 June 1985 which considered what to do with 

Goniwe. He sought advice from a subcommittee on what steps to take against 

Goniwe. On the next day, 7 June 1985, the signal to the Secretariat of the State 

Security Council ("SSSC") recommending the "permanent removal from 

society' was sent. He did not apply for amnesty for the murder of the Cradock 

Four. In an interview on an Al Jazeera documentary titled "My Father Died for 

This" broadcast in early May 2021, Vlok admitted that the words "permanent 

removal from society" were probably an instruction to murder (at minute 13). At 

a meeting of the SSC on 10 June 1985, less than 3 days after the aforesaid 

signal was sent to the SSC Secretariat, Vlok called for the JMCs to be given 

authorisation to act on their own initiative. Just over 2 weeks later the Cradock 

Four were murdered in an official police operation. Several of the key 

masterminds behind the murders served on the Eastern Province JMC. Vlok 

together with Johan Velde van der Merwe, Gerrit Nicholas Erasmus, Eugene de 

Kock, and several others were granted amnesty for the bombings of Cosatu 
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House on 7 May 1987 and Khotso House on 31 August 1988. Together with 

Johan Velde van der Merwe and several others he was granted amnesty (AM 

4399/96) for planning the bombing of cinema theatres screening the film "Cry 

Freedom" in July 1988. On 17 August 2007, Vlok together with Johan Velde 

van der Merwe and others, were convicted of the attempted murder of the Rev. 

Frank Chikane, and following a plea and sentence agreement, were given 

suspended sentences. 

43 The tenth respondent is GERRIT NICHOLAS ERASMUS ("Erasmus"), an 

adult male, retired Lieutenant General in the SAP with ID number 

3608285012081, residing at 202 Kastaaingstraat, Weltevredenpark. In 1984 he 

was head of the Security Branch in Port Elizabeth. He was a member. of the 

Joint Management Committee (JMC). Jaap Van Jaarsveld and Bassie Bouwer 

reported to him before and after conducting surveillance on Goniwe in Cradock 

for the purpose of advising on the most appropriate means of killing him. He 

did not apply for amnesty in respect of the Cradock Four. Together with 

Nicolaas Janse van Rensburg, Herman Barend du Plessis and another he was 

granted amnesty for the kidnapping and murder of Gcinisizwe Kwesi Kondile in 

1981. Together with Nicolaas Janse van Rensburg, Hermanus Jacobus du 

Plessis and Gideon Johannes Niewoudt he was granted amnesty for the 

abduction and murder of Sipiwo Maxwell Mtimkhulu and Topsy Madaka in April 

1982. He was granted amnesty for the bombings of Cosatu House on 7 May 

1987 and Khotso House on 31 August 1988. He was also granted amnesty for 

the bombing of the Why Not Club in Hillbrow, Johannesburg on 22 September 

1988. Together with Johan Velde van der Merwe he was granted amnesty for 

the cover up of the murder of Maisha Johannes "Stanza" Bopape. 
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44 The eleventh respondent is IZAK JOHANNES 'KRAPPIES' ENGELBRECHT, 

an adult male, former Major General in the SAP, Commander of the SB's 

Group C and head of the department of Counter Intelligence of the SAP. with 

ID number 4002225077082 and residing at 253 Carelsberg Street, Pretoria. He 

served on the JMC and took control of the investigation of the Cradock Four 

case, allegedly for purposes of covering up the real facts behind the murders. 

He did not apply for amnesty in respect of any crime committed in connection 

with the Cradock Four. Eugene de Kock has implicated him in the authorisation 

of the murder of askari Goodwill Neville Sikhakane [KZN/MR/011/DN] who was 

killed near Greytown on 21 January 1991. 

45 The twelfth respondent is BAREND JACOBUS DU PLESSIS, an adult male 

with ID number 4001195028083 and a former Minister of Black Education, 

residing at Unit 135, The Retreat, Topflight Avenue, Tyger Valley. At a meeting 

of the State Security Council on 19 March 1984, dealing with an item titled 

"Unrest in black schools", he stated that there were two former teachers in 

Cradock acting as agitators who should be "removed". The 2 teachers were 

Goniwe and Calata. They were subsequently detained in 1984 and murdered 

the following year. He also attended the SSC meeting on 10 June 1985, less 

than 3 days after the "permanent removal" recommendation was made to the 

Secretariat of the SSC. At this meeting Vlok called for the JMCs to be given 

the necessary orders or delegations to act on their own initiative. Just over 2 

weeks later the Cradock Four were murdered in an official police operation. 

The key masterminds behind the murders sat on the Eastern Province JMC. 

46 The thirteenth respondent is FREDERIK WILLEM DE KLERK, an adult male 

and former State President of South Africa ( 1989 to 1994 ), Deputy President 

24



25 

(1994 to 1996), National Minister of Education (1984 to 1989) with ID number 

3603185032081 residing at 34 Fresnaye Lane, Fresnaye, Cape Town. De Klerk 

was at all material times a permanent member of the SSC. He attended the 

SSC meeting on 19 March 1984 where a call was made for the removal of 

Goniwe and Calata. They were subsequently detained during 1984 and 

murdered the following year. He also attended the SSC meeting on 10 June 

1985, less than 3 days after the "permanent removal" recommendation was 

made to the Secretariat of the SSC. At this meeting Vlok called for the JMCs to 

be given the necessary orders or delegations to act on their own initiative. Just 

over 2 weeks later the Cradock Four were murdered in an official police 

operation. The key masterminds behind the murders sat on the Eastern 

Province JMC. 

47 The fourteenth respondent is JOHAN VELDE VAN DER MERWE, an adult 

male and former Commanding Officer of the Security Branch and 

Commissioner of the SAP with ID number 3608255044080 and residing at 781 

Enkeldoorn Street, Montana, Pretoria. He attended the 19 March 1984 meeting 

at which a call was made for the removal of Calata and Goniwe. The murders 

were carried out by a SB team while he was commanding officer of the SB. He 

was denied amnesty for murders carried out in Lesotho on 19 December 1985 

and for facilitating the escape from prison of 2 Transkei police officers. 

Together with Adriaan Vlok, Gerrit Erasmus, Eugene de Kock and several 

others he was granted amnesty for the bombings of Cosatu House on 7 May 

1987 and Khotso House on 31 August 1988. Together with Adriaan Vlok and 

several others he was granted amnesty for the bombings of cinema theatres 

screening the film "Cry Freedom" in July 1988. Together with Gerrit Erasmus 
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and others he was granted amnesty (AM 4157/96) for the cover up of the 

murder of Maisha Johannes "Stanza" Bopape. He was granted amnesty for the 

murder of 8 persons in the "Zero Zero Hand grenade" incident and the bombing 

of a vehicle in Gaborone in 1987. On 17 August 2007, together with Adriaan 

Vlok and others, he was convicted of the attempted murder of Rev. Frank 

Chikane and following a plea and sentence agreement was given a suspended 

sentence. 

48 The fifteenth respondent is LUKAS DANIEL ("NEIL") BARNARD, an adult 

male and Director of the National Intelligence Service (NIS) between 1980 and 

1992 with ID number 4906145152082 and residing at Duikersingel, 33 

Duikersfontein, Gansbaai, 7220. He attended the SSC meeting on 19 March 

1984 where a call was made for the removal of Goniwe and Calata. They were 

subsequently detained during 1984 and then murdered the following year. He 

also attended the SSC meeting on 10 June 1985, less than 3 days after the 

"permanent removal" recommendation was made to the Secretariat of the SSC. 

At this meeting Vlok called for the JMCs to be given the necessary orders or 

delegations to act on their own initiative. Just over 2 weeks later the Cradock 

Four were murdered in an official police operation. The key masterminds 

behind the murders sat on the Eastern Province JMC. The TRC found that 

intelligence supplied by the NIS to the SAP and SADF was used in the 

commission of crimes. 

49 The sixteenth respondent is DANIEL JACOBUS LOUIS NEL, an adult male 

and former Deputy Minister of Internal Affairs, with ID number 3709185046086 

residing at 369 Heldeberg Village, Somerset West. He attended the SSC 

meeting on 10 June 1985, less than 3 days after the "permanent removal" 
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recommendation was made to the Secretariat of the SSC. At this meeting Vlok 

called for the JMCs to be given the necessary orders or delegations to act on 

their own initiative. Just over 2 weeks later the Cradock Four were murdered in 

an official police operation. The key masterminds behind the murders sat on 

the Eastern Province JMC. 

50 The seventeenth respondent is SAMUEL JOHANNES DE BEER, an adult 

male and former Deputy Minister of Education and Development Aid, with ID 

number 4408195023081 residing at 116 Sixth Street, Linden, Johannesburg. 

He attended the 19 March 1984 SSC meeting at which a call was made for the 

removal of Calata and Goniwe. 

51 No relief is sought against fifth to seventeenth respondents and they are only 

cited since they have an interest in these proceedings because of their possible 

role in relation to the murders of the Cradock Four. I am advised that these 

respondents will not necessarily be suspects or accused in any subsequent 

criminal proceedings, which decisions rest solely with the Director for Public 

Prosecutions for the Eastern Cape. Costs will only be sought against fifth to 

seventeenth respondents to the extent they oppose this application. 

OTHER ROLEPLA YERS 

52 Several other persons played a role in or are connected to the crimes 

committed against the Cradock Four. They have not been cited as they are 

either deceased or cannot be located or they have been granted amnesty for 

their crimes. 
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53 Had the post-apartheid authorities acted in terms of their legal obligations then 

several or most of the perpetrators could have faced justice in a court of law. 

The failure to do so in my view is unforgivable. I hold South Africa's post­

apartheid authorities responsible for deliberately shielding the killers of the 

Cradock Four from justice. 

Deceased Persons 

Killers on the scene 

54 All the killers on the scene have died in the intervening years. No attempt was 

made by the authorities to investigate or prosecute these persons post the 

Zietsman Inquest or the TRC. Our families have been denied the opportunity of 

seeing these killers face justice. The deceased murderers are: 

54.1 Major Johan Martin "Sakkie" Van Zyl, former SB with ID number 

5002075016080. According to the TRC Final Report he was also an 

operative of the CCB (Civil Cooperation Bureau). He died of natural 

causes on 20 August 2011 in Centurion. He was the leader of the 

death squad that murdered the Cradock Four. The TRC's Amnesty 

Committee found him responsible for the murders. He was denied 

amnesty for the murder of the Cradock Four. He was denied amnesty 

(AM 5637/97) for his role in the torture of Sipho Charles Hashe and 

Qaqawuli Godolozi in May 1985 (part of the Pebco Three). 

54.2 Lieutenant Eric Alexander Taylor, former member of the Security 

Branch of the South African Police with identity number 561202 5024 

008. Taylor was one of the killers on the scene of the murders. The 
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TRC's Amnesty Committee found him responsible for the murders. He 

was denied amnesty for the murder of the Cradock Four. He died in 

November 2016. 

54.3 Sergeant Gerhardus Jacobus Lotz, former SB member with ID 

number 6012255035080. He committed suicide by shooting himself at 

his Port Elizabeth home in March 2016 at the age of 56. The TRC's 

Amnesty Committee found him responsible for the murders. He was 

denied amnesty. He was also denied amnesty for his role in the murder 

of three of the killers on the ground in the Motherwell Bombing, to be 

described below. He was denied amnesty (AM 3921 /96) for his role in 

the torture of Sipho Charles Hashe and Qaqawuli Godolozi in May 1985 

(part of the Pebco Three). 

54.4 Warrant Officer Mbalala Glen Mgoduka ("Mgoduka"), Sergeant 

Amos Temba Faku ("Faku") and Mr. Xolile Shepard Sakati, aka 

Charles Jack ("Sakati"), who was a former Askari. All 3 were part of a 

group of 4 who were killed in an explosion in their vehicle in Motherwell, 

Port Elizabeth on 14 December 1989 ("the Motherwell Bombing"). 

Nine former members of the SB applied for amnesty for their murders, 

some of whom were also connected to the murders of the Cradock 

Four, including Gerhardus Jacobus Lotz, Nicolaas Janse van Rensburg 

and Eugene De Kock. 

55 Major General Nicolaas Jacobus Janse van Rensburg testified in his amnesty 

hearing (AM 3919/96 and AC/99/350) that Gideon Nieuwoudt, who was also 

refused amnesty for his role in the Motherwell Bombing, was concerned that 
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the policemen could divulge details of their involvement in the murders of the 

Cradock Four. 

Deceased Masterminds 

56 Deceased masterminds and planners include: 

56.1 Colonel Harold Snyman served on the LJMC and was the head of the 

Security Branch in Port Elizabeth with ID number 2804235032086. He 

died of natural causes on 1 November 1998 in Uitenhage. He received 

instructions from Minister of Law and Order, Louis le Grange to "make a 

plan" with the security situation in Cradock. He discussed the plans for 

the murders with Major H B Du Plessis and received his report after the 

murders. The Zietsman Inquest found that a case of suspicion had 

been made out against him. The TRC's Amnesty Committee found that 

he had played a role in the murders. He did not apply for amnesty for 

the murder of the Cradock Four. He was granted amnesty (AM 3918/96) 

for conspiring and ordering the abduction and murder of Sipho Charles 

Hashe, Qaqawuli Godolozi and Champion Galela (the Pebco Three) in 

May 1985. He was refused amnesty for his role in the death in 

detention of the Black Consciousness leader, Mr Steven Bantu Biko at 

Pretoria Central Prison on 12 September 1977. 

56.2 Nicolaas Jacobus Janse Van Rensburg, an adult male and former 

second in command of the Eastern Cape Security Branch with ID 

number 4007235051001. He retired in 1992 as Regional Commissioner 

Northern Transvaal with the rank of Major General. He died on 27 

March 2004. He served on the LJMC. He discussed the planning of the 
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murders with H B Du Plessis. The TRC's Amnesty Committee found 

him responsible for the murders. He was denied amnesty for the murder 

of the Cradock Four (TRC Amnesty Application Number 3919/96). He 

was also denied amnesty for the murder of 4 persons on 14 December 

1989, at or near Motherwell in the district of Port Elizabeth, three of 

whom, Mgoduka, Faku and Sakati were killers on the scene of the 

Cradock Four. He was granted amnesty for the abduction and murder 

of Sipiwo Maxwell Mtimkhulu and Topsy Madaka in April 1982, together 

with Hermanus Jacobus du Plessis, Gerrit Erasmus and Gideon 

Niewoudt. He was also granted amnesty for various murders, 

attempted murders, abductions and false flag operations in Swaziland, 

Botswana, and South Africa. He was granted amnesty for the 

kidnapping and murder of Gcinisizwe Kwesi Kondile in 1981. 

56.3 Pieter Johannes Jacobus "Jannie" Geldenhuys ("Geldenhuys") was 

a former General and head of the South African Defence Force 

("SADF") between 1985 and 1990. Geldenhuys served on the Joint 

Management Committee of the SSC. He died of natural causes on 10 

September 2018. On 6 June 1985, the 'GVS Advieskomitee' chaired by 

Deputy Minister Adriaan Vlok sought a recommendation on the fate of 

Goniwe. A subcommittee was established under Brig Geldenhuys to 

make recommendations. His report was sent to the Head of Strategy 

Branch of the SSCS, Maj-Gen van Rensburg. Geldenhuys, who retired 

as a general, did not apply for amnesty for the murder of the Cradock 

Four. 
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Granted Amnesty 

57 The following persons were granted amnesty: 

57.1 Jacob Jan Hendrick (Jaap) Van Jaarsveld, a former Lieutenant in the 

Intelligence Division of the Security Police stationed at the Security 

Headquarters in Pretoria, applied for amnesty (AM3761/96) for his role 

in advising how the murders should be carried out. He was ordered by 

his superior Major Craig Williamson to investigate the feasibility of 

eliminating Goniwe in Cradock. He visited Goniwe's home to assess 

whether he could be murdered in his house. Van Jaarsveld reported to 

Williamson and General Gerard Erasmus that he could not be killed at 

home because there were too many people living nearby. He 

recommended that Goniwe be followed and be eliminated along a road 

or at some place other than his home. In Van Jaarsveld view, Major 

Williamson received his orders from his superiors in the Security 

Branch. His recommendation was accepted and carried out a year later. 

Since Van Jaarsveld acted under orders of his superior officer, which 

was within the course and scope of employment, and was directly 

associated with the political conflict, he was granted amnesty for his 

part in murders. A copy of his amnesty decision (AC2001/176) is 

annexed hereto marked "LC9" 

57.2 Eugene Alexander de Kock, a former colonel and commanding officer 

of C10, a counter-insurgency unit of the SAP located at Vlakplaas, 

applied for amnesty for his role in advising Major Sakkie van Zyl on how 

to cover up the murders. De Kock advised Major Sakkie van Zyl to 
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dispose of the firearm used to kill Goniwe by throwing it into the sea. 

Van Zyl took this advice and disposed of the gun accordingly. Since the 

act related to a political incident and De Kock had made full disclosure, 

he was granted amnesty for defeating the ends of justice and any 

offence incidental thereto. A copy of his amnesty decision [AC/99/0350] 

is annexed hereto marked "LC10" 

Status unknown 

58 The following persons are regarded as 'status unknown' as it is not known if 

they are alive or deceased, and if alive their whereabouts are not known. 

58.1 Major General Frederick Johannes van Rensburg of the SSC 

Secretariat. He received the 'permanent removal' signal at the SSC 

and liaised with Brigadier "Joffel" van der Westhuizen and Deputy 

Minister Vlok in respect of the action to be taken. Geldenhuys 

consulted with him on 7 June 1985 prior to the 'permanent removal' 

signal being transmitted. He also served on the JMC. The Zietsman 

Inquest found that a case of suspicion had been made out against him. 

The TRC's Amnesty Committee found that he had played a role in the 

murders. He did not apply for amnesty. 

58.2 The seventh respondent is LOURENS DU PLESSIS (L Du Plessis), an 

adult male member of the South African Defence Force who retired with 

the position of Lieutenant Colonel and whose last known address was in 

the suburb of Sunridge Park, Port Elizabeth. Unconfirmed information 

suggests he may have died. He served on the LJMC. Under the 

instruction of Van der Westhuizen, he wrote the signal to "permanently 
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remove" the Cradock Four "from society as a matter of urgency' on 7 

June 1985. He was aware that this was an instruction to murder them. 

He sent the signal to Major General Frederick Johannes van Rensburg 

at the SSCS. Du Plessis did not apply for amnesty. The Zietsman 

Inquest found that a case of suspicion for the murders of the Cradock 

Four had been made out against him. 

58.3 Bassie Bouwer, was a former Captain in SB Intelligence. Together with 

Jaap van Jaarsveld he was sent by Williamson to stake out Goniwe and 

to advise on the best way of killing him. Bouwer did not apply for 

amnesty for the Cradock Four. 

58.4 Henry Fouche was a former head of the SB in Cradock until March or 

April 1985, when Winter was appointed. Fouche oversaw the 

mechanical means to spy on Goniwe. He did not apply for amnesty. 

58.5 Adamus Paulus Stemmet, member of the SSC Secretariat and Head 

of Branch Strategic Communication of the SSC in 1985, also known as 

Stratcom. He was an Under Secretary of Justice and later the Deputy 

Head of the SSC Secretariat. He served on the SSC for more than 10 

years. During the time of the Cradock Four murders he was the Chief 

Coordinator of the SSC Secretariat. He testified for 2 days before the 

Zietsman Inquest. According to the TRC, Stratcom was responsible for 

misinformation campaigns and may have been behind the false claim 

made by the police that the Cradock Four had been murdered by 

AZAPO. 
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Members of the State Security Council 

59 The SSC and its structures carry overall responsibility for the atrocities carried 

out against the Cradock Four and countless other victims. The abduction and 

murder of the Cradock Four and the ensuing cover-up could not have taken 

place without the direct or tacit approval of these persons. 

60 There were at least two SSC meetings that had bearing on the Cradock Four. 

At the 19 March 1984 SSC meeting, a request was made for the "removal" of 

Goniwe and Calata. They were subsequently detained in 1984 and then 

murdered the following year. The SSC meeting on 10 June 1985, took place 

less than 3 days after the "permanent removaf' recommendation was made to 

the Secretariat of the SSC. At this meeting Vlok called for the JMCs to be 

given the necessary orders or delegations to act on their own initiative. Just 

over 2 weeks later the Cradock Four were murdered in an official police 

operation. 

61 In total we have identified 27 persons who attended one or both SSC meetings 

on 19 March 1984 and 10 June 1985. We have confirmed that: 

61.1 12 have died 

61.2 6 are still alive. 

61.3 In respect of 9 persons we are not aware of their status. 

62 Nine members attended both meetings. Four only attended the 19 March 1984 

meeting, and 14 only attended the 10 June 1985 meeting. 
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Attendees at the SSC meetings of 19 March 1984 and 10 June 1985 

63 Attendees at these meetings included: 

63.1 Pieter Willem Botha, State President, attended both SSC meetings -

died on 31 October 2006. 

63.2 Frederick Willem de Klerk, Minister of National Education and Chairman 

of the Minister's Council in the House of Assembly - attended both 

meetings. 

63.3 Louis le Grange, Minister of Law & Order - attended both SSC 

meetings - died on 25 October 1991. 

63.4 Roelf Fredrick "Pik" Botha, Minister of Foreign Affairs - attended both 

SSC meetings - died on 12 October 2018. 

63.5 General Magnus Andre de Merindol Malan, Minister of Defence -

attended both SSC meetings - died on 18 July 2011 . 

63.6 Barend Jacobus du Plessis, Minister of Black Education, and later 

Minister of Finance - attended both SSC meetings. 

63. 7 Adriaan Johannes Vlok, Deputy Minister of Defence and Law and Order 

- attended both SSC meetings. 

63.8 Samuel Johannes de Beer, Deputy Minister of Education and 

Development Aid, attended 19 March 1984 meeting. 

63.9 General Constand Laubscher Viljoen (Chief of the SADF) - attended 

both SSC meetings - died on 3 April 2020. 
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63.10 General Johan Velde van der Merwe, Commanding Officer of the 

Security Branch- attended 19 March 1984 meeting. 

63.11 Lukas Daniel (Neil) Barnard (Director of the National Intelligence 

Service) - attended both meetings. 

63.12 Secretariat General Van Der Merwe - attended 19 March 1984 meeting 

- status unknown. 

63.13 Major General Frederick Johannes Rensburg, Deputy Secretary of the 

SSC Secretariat - attended 19 March 1984 meeting - status unknown. 

63.14 Hendrick Stephanus Johan Schoeman, Minister of Transport, 

chairperson of the meeting on 10 June 1985, died on 12 February 1995. 

63.15 Jan Christiaan "Chris" Heunis, Minister of Constitutional Development 

and Planning, attended meeting on 10 June 1985 - died on 27 January 

2006. 

63.16 Dr Gerrit Van Niekerk Viljoen, Minister of Co-operation and 

Development and Education, attended meeting on 10 June 1985 - died 

on 29 March 2009. 

63.17 Piet T C Du Plessis, Minister of Labour, attended meeting on 10 June 

1985 - died in March 2001 . 

63.18 Hendrik Jacobus Coetsee, Minister of Justice, attended meeting on 10 

June 1985 - died on 29 July 2000. 

63.19 Daniel Jacobus Louis Nel, Deputy Minister of Internal Affairs, attended 

meeting on 10 June 1985. 
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63.20 S S van der Merwe, Director General of Justice, attended meeting on 

10 June 1985 - status unknown. 

63.21 Dr J P "Jannie" Roux, Secretary General, Office of the President, 

attended meeting on 10 June 1985 - status unknown. 

63.22 General Johann Petrus Coetzee, Commissioner of the SAP, attended 

meeting on 10 June 1985 - died on 27 April 2004. 

63.23 Peter Rae Killen, Director General of Internal Affairs, attended meeting 

on 10 June 1985-died on 17 September 1992. 

63.24 Lieutenant General Andre J van Deventer, Secretary of the State 

Security Council, attended meeting on 10 June 1985. He was born in 

1930 and was a SADF officer who served as the Chief of Staff Finance 

from 1976 to 1979 and was the Secretary of the State Security Council 

until 1985 - status unknown. 

63.25 Lieutenant General Pieter W Van der Westhuizen, Chief of Staff 

Intelligence in the SADF (1978-1985) and Designated Secretary of the 

State Security Council, attended meeting on 10 June 1985. Born on 24 

December 1937 - status unknown. 

63.26 Major General Roelof Petrus Janse Van Vuuren - Secretariat of the 

State Security Council, attended meeting on 10 June 1985, with ID 

number 2809285005080 - died on 2 October 2013. 

63.27 Mr P H Viljoen - Secretariat of the State Security Council, attended 

meeting on 10 June 1985 - status unknown. 
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64 The role of the SSC and its different structures is dealt with in detail below. 

MY QUEST FOR JUSTICE 

65 The State-sanctioned abduction, torture, murder, and desecration of my father's 

body has had a profound effect on me and the other family members. 

66 While we had to endure killings of our family members during apartheid, the 

post-apartheid era of cover-ups, ineptitude and denial of justice stands as a 

deep betrayal of the ultimate sacrifices made by my father and his comrades. It 

adds insult to injury and bitterly exacerbates the emotional and psychological 

trauma, pain and suffering we have endured as families. 

67 We are at our wits' end as to why our democratically elected government has 

turned its back, not only on us, but on our fathers, who paid the ultimate price 

for our freedom and our democracy. 

68 The evidence discloses that specific decisions were taken at the highest 

political levels in government to undermine, and ultimately to block the 

investigation and prosecution of the cases referred by the TRC to NPA. 

69 The long-standing silence of the government and ruling party on the question of 

the suppression of the TRC cases is deafening. The pretence of the ANC that 

cases like my father's case "simply fell through the cracks" is deeply insulting to 

our intelligence. It stands as an obvious and wilful attempt to mislead the public 

and protect themselves from scrutiny. 
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70 In many ways the brutal murder of my father has defined me. My choice of 

career as a journalist was motivated by the brutality and injustices visited on my 

family. I have made it my life's calling to search for the truth and to do justice 

to the lives of my father and his comrades, which were so brutally cut short. 

will not rest until the last surviving killer faces justice. 

71 In 2016 I produced a short film called Unfinished Business which details the 

Cradock Four story. It is available on YouTube. 

72 During September 2017, more than 32 years after the murders of the Cradock 

Four, I interviewed Deputy Minister of Justice John Jeffery. I wanted him to 

explain why the ANC-led government had failed to prosecute those responsible 

for the deaths of my father and his comrades. He explained that this "was the 

price that had to be paid for our negotiated settlemenf'. When I asked him 

whether the Cradock Four and the likes of Victoria Mxenge, the Pebco Three 

and Bantu Stephen Biko were used as pawns or tools during the negotiations 

for a democratic South Africa he replied that this "was part of the price that had 

to be paid." 

73 I was astounded at his response. Not only was it callous, but it displayed a 

profound misunderstanding of the nature of our negotiated transition. He 

appeared to lose sight of the fact that blanket impunity was never part of the 

settlement and only those granted amnesty were immunised against 

prosecution. 

74 The Deputy Minister added that there were so many cases to deal with, and 

since government lacked resources, his main priority was to build "a functioning 

justice system that can deal with present-day crimes." I was deeply insulted 
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that he would use lack of resources as an excuse when it was abundantly clear 

that it was lack of political will that explained the inaction. His explanation rung 

particularly hollow given the rampant looting of state coffers by senior 

government and party officials, and the annual reports of the Office of the 

Auditor-General which spoke of the squandering of billions through irregular, 

fruitless, and wasteful expenditure. 

75 On 21 June 2018 I met with the then NDPP, Shaun Abrahams, in Cape Town. 

In this meeting I was briefed on the investigation into the Cradock Four case. 

He agreed to meet me again in a month, but that meeting failed to materialise, 

notwithstanding my communications to his office. Little did I know that by that 

time the Cradock Four Investigation Docket had already gone missing. I 

assume that Mr Abrahams must have known that the docket had disappeared 

and that there was no real investigation taking place. 

76 I have also written a book together with my wife Abigail titled 'My Father Died 

for This' which was published by Tafelberg in 2018. The book details my 

family's struggle for truth, justice, and closure. 

THE CRADOCK FOUR 

77 The Cradock Four were prominent anti-apartheid activists and outspoken critics 

of the apartheid regime. They were targeted by the regime because of their 

success in mobilising opposition to apartheid. 
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Matthew Goniwe 

78 Matthew Goniwe was born on 27 December 1947 in Lingelihle Township on the 

outskirts of Cradock in the Eastern Cape. He came from a politically active 

family. Goniwe was a brilliant mathematics and science teacher. He completed 

his teaching degree at the University of Fort Hare and began teaching in the 

Transkei in the early 1970s before returning to the school he had attended as a 

child, Sam Xhallie Secondary School, to teach and later became principal. 

79 In 1975, Goniwe married Nyameka and they had two children, a daughter, 

Nobuzwe, and a son, Nyaniso. Goniwe was a popular community leader in 

Cradock. In 1976 he was arrested for setting-up political discussion groups or 

"cells". He was convicted under the Suppression of Communism Act 44 of 

1950 and sentenced to four years imprisonment in 1977. He served the 

sentence in Umtata prison and was released on 31 August 1981. 

80 On 1 March 1982 Goniwe took up the post of deputy principal of Nqweba High 

School in Graaff-Reinet. In 1983 he was transferred to Cradock on his request 

and he became deputy principal of Sam Xhalie Secondary School. In July of 

that same year he was appointed principal. To punish him for his political 

activities the Department of Education transferred Goniwe out of Cradock, but 

he refused to go and was dismissed on 27 January 1984. 

81 Goniwe and his nephew Mbulelo Goniwe were approached by Arnold Stofile, 

an ANC underground activist based at Fort Hare University, who asked them to 

build an organisation in Cradock and the Karoo towns. Goniwe and Sparrow 

Mkonto ("Mkonto") were instrumental in the forming of the Cradock Youth 

Association ("CRADOY A") and the Cradock Residents' Association 
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("CRADORA") in 1983. Goniwe became CRADORA's first chairman. Mkonto 

was elected as CRADOYA's first chairperson and served as the Rural 

Organiser for the United Democratic Front ("UDF") in the area. Goniwe had 

been the UDF Rural Organiser at the time of his death. 

82 Nyameka Goniwe died on 30 August 2020 at the age of 69 before seeing 

justice done. At the time she was the speaker of the lnxuba Yethemba 

Municipality in Cradock. 

Fort Calata 

83 My father, Fort Calata, was born on 5 November 1956. He developed an early 

interest in politics as his grandfather, the Reverend Canon James Arthur 

Calata, had been the Secretary-General of the ANC from 1936 to 1949. My 

great-grandfather died in June 1983 and his funeral was one of the first signs of 

the public regeneration of ANC politics in the Eastern Cape. 

84 In 1974, my father met my mother Nomonde. In October 1980 they married and 

together they had three children, my two sisters and me. At the time of his 

death my mother was heavily pregnant with my sister Tumani. Tumani turns 

thirty-six years old in August of 2021 and has a child of her own. 

85 My father was a trained teacher. In 1979 he began teaching in Dimbaza, Ciskei, 

where he was detained for three weeks for speaking out against apartheid. In 

1981, and on my father's request, he was transferred and returned to Cradock 

where he taught at Lingelihle High School, where he became a comrade and 

close friend of Goniwe. 
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86 When Goniwe, my father and their comrades founded CRADOYA, my father 

was elected as its first secretary. He was also an active member of the UDF. 

Sicelo Mhlauli 

87 Sicelo Mhlauli ("Mhlauli") was born on 25 May 1949 in Cradock. He and 

Goniwe were childhood friends. As adults, both men found themselves drawn 

to the same profession - teaching. Mhlauli began his teaching career at the 

Tembalabantu High School in Zwelitsha in 1970, and later became a school 

principal in Oudtshoorn. 

88 In 1980, Mhlauli married Nombuyiselo Zonke and the couple had three children. 

While working as a teacher, Mhlauli had several encounters with the police over 

their abuse of the local community and its school children. He was an active 

member of the Oudtshoorn Youth Organisation and the UDF. 

89 In June 1985, Mhlauli visited friends in Cradock while his wife was attending a 

course in Port Elizabeth. His old friend Goniwe invited him to join him on the trip 

to Port Elizabeth. 

Sparrow Mkonto 

90 Sparrow Mkonto was born on 24 December 1951 in Cradock. Having left 

school after Grade 10, he began working on the railways. In 1972, he married 

Sindiswa, and the couple had one child. Dissatisfied with the working and living 

conditions in his community, Mkonto joined the Railway Workers' Union. 

91 Mkonto was instrumental in the formation of CRADORA and had been its 

chairman at the time of his death. His involvement in political associations 
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brought Mkonto to the attention of the police, and on more than one occasion, 

he was arrested and questioned about his activities in the various 

organisations. 

SITUATION IN CRADOCK LEADING UP TO 1985 

92 According to a summary provided in the TRC file of the Cradock Four ("the 

TRC Dossier") (at A2 of the Dossier, which can be supplied on request) the 

following significant events preceded the murders. 

92.1 The Cradock Residents Association (CRADORA} was formed on 4 

October 1983, primarily to tackle the issue of rent increases in the new 

section of Lingelihle township. Activities included meetings and 

petitions. 

92.2 On 29 November 1983, Matthew Goniwe was notified that he had been 

transferred to Graaff-Reinet. Assuming this to be a politically motivated 

transfer, he refused to accept the move, and the Department of 

Education and Training ("DET") claimed that he had dismissed himself. 

When the DET refused to revoke the transfer, residents decided on 2 

February 1984 to support a school boycott. The boycott began the next 

day which was supported by approximately 7 000 students at all seven 

Lingelihle schools. The students also demanded democratic Students 

Representative Councils, more textbooks, and more qualified teachers. 

This resulted in the longest schools' boycott in South Africa, running for 

over 15 months. 
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92.3 Towards the end of March 1984 all meetings of CRADORA and the 

youth organisation CRADOYA were banned by a magistrate. 

Subsequently a meeting of 2 000 pupils was dispersed by the police, 

who fired teargas into a packed church hall. Pupils responded by 

stoning the police. 

92.4 On 28 March 1984, the head boy of Lingelihle High School, Madoda 

Jacobs, was detained under Section 28 of the Internal Security Act. On 

30 March 1984, Matthew Goniwe, Mbulelo Goniwe and Fort Calata 

were detained under the same law. Matthew and Madoda were held for 

8 months at Pollsmoor Prison in Cape Town while Fort and Mbulelo 

were held at Johannesburg's Diepkloof Prison. 

92.5 On 31 March 1984, the Minister of Law and Order banned all meetings 

in Cradock for 3 months, extended for another three months at the end 

of June. On 27 May, police and SADF cordoned off Lingelihle township 

searching for public violence suspects. From 11 April, conflict in 

Lingelihle escalated, with houses of councillors being stoned. On 26 

April the home of the CRADORA chairman, was petrol bombed. 

92.6 In June 1984 Matthew Goniwe, Fort Calata, Mbulelo Goniwe and 

Madoda Jacobs were listed in terms of the Internal Security Act. 

92.7 On 15 June 1984, police violence against school children galvanised 

residents of Lingelihle to take protest action. On 16 June 1984, 

CRADORA called a successful one-day consumer boycott of local 

shops. On the same day, a commemoration meeting was dispersed by 

the police with sjamboks and teargas, and school children stoned police 
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vehicles. Over 200 people were charged with arson and unlawful 

gathering. 

92.8 On 23 July 1984, the trial of 5 scholars for intimidation relating to the 

schools' boycott began. At the end of July 1984, a successful seven-day 

consumer boycott of white shops in Cradock was called, protesting the 

detention of Goniwe, Calata and Mbulelo Goniwe. On 9 August 11 

scholars were charged with public violence. 

92.9 On 21 August 1984, Fort Calata, Chairman of CRADOYA, was 

dismissed from his teaching post while in detention. 

92.10 Goniwe, Calata and Mbulelo Goniwe were released on 10 October 1984 

to a hero's welcome in Cradock. By the end of November, all but nine 

of those charged with public violence and arson had been acquitted. 

92.11 In December 1984 a boycott of a beerhall led to its closure after four 

months. In January 1985, the whole of the Lingelihle Village Council 

resigned, and were accepted back into the community. They were the 

first of the black local authorities in the Eastern Cape to resign. 

92.12 By early 1985, Lingelihle township had been organised by CRADORA 

into street and area committees. CRADORA and CRADOYA ran 

several community programmes, including a literacy training 

programme and a creche. It also ran an advice centre and supervised 

the payment of pensions. From the perspective of the apartheid state, 

CRADORA had 'seized control of Cradock' and was governing the 

township of Lingelihle. 
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92.13 On 3 March 1985, at the UDF Eastern Cape's first AGM, Matthew 

Goniwe was elected to the UDF Eastern Cape regional executive in the 

newly created position of rural organiser. He then helped establish and 

greatly strengthened civic structures in Adelaide, Fort Beaufort, 

Cookhouse, Kirkwood, Hanover, Colesberg, Alexandria, Kenton-on­

Sea, Steytlerville, Motherwell and Noupoort. In April 1985 the schools 

boycott was called off despite the failure of the DET to reinstate Goniwe 

and Calata. 

ANTECEDENTS TO MURDER 

93 According to the summary of facts supplied in the TRC Dossier (at A2), on 

Monday 24 June 1985 Matthew Goniwe made a telephone call to Derek 

Swartz, the UDF Eastern Cape Secretary in Port Elizabeth. He told Swartz that 

he was unable to attend the usual Wednesday executive meeting but would 

come to the city for a briefing on 27 June instead. He made another call on 27 

June confirming that he was coming to Port Elizabeth from Cradock for the 

meeting. 

94 Before leaving, he told Nyameka that he would not stop for anyone except an 

official roadblock on the way home. It transpired that both conversations were 

recorded by SB, and transcripts were subsequently produced as evidence 

during the second inquest conducted by Judge Zietsman. It was confirmed by 

Col Winter and Col Snyman under cross-examination that his movements were 

monitored on a 24-hour per day basis. Swartz indicated in his evidence that 

Goniwe had left Port Elizabeth for Cradock al around 9 pm on the night of the 

27th, having attended the briefing. 
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Motivation for murder 

95 According to the testimony of the late Nyameka Goniwe before the TRC 

(contained in A3.1 of the TRC Dossier), her husband and the others were 

perceived to be a threat to the then regime. She testified that Goniwe was: 

95.1 seen as a person who was responsible for the collapse of the 

community council system in Lingelihle, 

95.2 held responsible for disrupting schools and for the resignation of all the 

schools' committees in Lingelihle, 

95.3 accused of mobilising the people of Cradock of neighbouring towns 

under the banner of the ANC, 

95.4 hated by the security police for raising the level of political awareness of 

people in rural areas, 

95.5 seen as a communist and a dangerous person who was a threat to the 

state. 

ABDUCTION, TORTURE AND MURDER OF THE CRADOCK FOUR 

96 On 27 June 1985, while driving from Port Elizabeth to Cradock, after attending 

a UDF meeting, the Cradock Four were abducted at a roadblock set up by the 

Security Branch. They were then tortured and murdered. Their bodies were 

then set alight and burned to prevent them from being identified. Their burnt car 

and mutilated bodies were only discovered one week after their disappearance. 
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97 After a series of searches by family members, Goniwe's burnt-out car was 

found near the Scribante Racing Course, outside Port Elizabeth on 2 July 1985. 

Goniwe's body was discovered on 2 July 1985. It had multiple stab wounds and 

had been burned almost beyond recognition. According to the autopsy reports 

of Dr Knobel dated 18 July 1985, (TRC Dossier, Vol 1, part A.5), the causes of 

death were as follows: 

97.1 Matthew Goniwe: Multiple stab wounds and consequences thereof. A 

copy of the post-mortem report is annexed hereto marked "LC11" 

97.2 Fort Calata: Stab wound in heart and consequences thereof. A copy of 

the post-mortem report is annexed hereto marked "LC12" 

97.3 Sparrow Mkonto: Gunshot wound to head & stab wound to heart. A 

copy of the post-mortem report is annexed hereto marked "LC13" 

97.4 Sicelo Mhlauli: Multiple stab wounds & consequences thereof. A copy 

of the post-mortem report is annexed hereto marked "LC14" 

98 According to the summary of facts in the TRC Dossier, the next morning, 28 

June 1985, Nyameka Goniwe began making enquiries. She went to 

Cookhouse, Bedford, and Paterson police stations, making enquiries without 

success. On her return home to Cradock she was informed that the police had 

found Matthew's burnt-out car near the Scribante Race Court outside of Port 

Elizabeth. The next day, Saturday 29 June 1985, the bodies of Sparrow Mkonto 

and Sicelo Mhlauli were found by fishermen at the coast. The bodies of 

Matthew Goniwe and Fort Calata were found on 2 July, in the bushes near 

Bluewater Bay, a coastal suburb of Port Elizabeth. 
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99 All the bodies were seriously mutilated, with multiple stab wounds and burns; 

Sicelo Mhlauli 's body was missing the right hand. According to the testimony 

of Madoda Jacobs, who was detained at Louis le Grange Square, security 

police headquarters in Port Elizabeth, he saw this hand in a jar and was told it 

was a 'baboon's hand'. 

100 On 20 July 1985, the 'Cradock Four' were buried at a massive funeral attended 

by thousands, who came from all over the country to pay their respects. The 

government became alarmed at the mass gathering, and a State of Emergency 

was declared at midnight, with hundreds of mourners arrested. Most of the 

local UDF leadership was detained under emergency regulations and many 

were tortured in detention. On 13 September 1985, 39 AZAPO leaders and 

supporters were arrested at a commemoration meeting for Steve Biko in 

Uitenhage. They were later charged with holding an illegal gathering and some 

were severely assaulted in custody. 

101 Following the deaths of the Cradock Four, our families suffered considerable 

trauma and hardship, and were subjected to years of police surveillance and 

harassment. 

ROLE OF THE POLICE 

102 The role of the police emerged from the proceedings before the second inquest 

and the TRC (dealt with in more detail below). Since Goniwe's telephone in 

Cradock was tapped by the SB they were aware that the four left Cradock on 

27 June 1985 in Goniwe's motor vehicle with registration no: CAT 8479, to 

attend a UDF meeting in Port Elizabeth. 
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103 A plan was devised to abduct and murder them. Major Johan Martin van Zyl, 

(also known as "Sakkie"), was placed in charge of the operation. His 

instructions were to make the murders appear to be the result of a vigilante 

attack, which was a common cover-up tactic of the SB at the time. 

104 Van Zyl was assisted by Lieutenant Eric Alexander Taylor, Sergeant Gerhard us 

Johannes Lotz and Warrant Officer Mbalala Glen Mgoduka, Sergeant Amos 

Temba Faku and Mr. Xolile Shepard Sakati. According to Van Zyl, Taylor and 

Lotz, they acted on the instructions of the late Nicholas Jakobus Janse van 

Ransburg, second in command of the Security Branch Unit and Hermanus Du 

Plessis who authorised the murders. According to Janse van Ransburg, he 

received instructions in this regard from his immediate superior, the late Harold 

Snyman. Snyman in turn claimed that he was ordered by the former Minister of 

Law and Order, the late Mr Le Grange, to murder those in leadership positions 

who were directly responsible for the unrest in the Eastern Cape. 

105 That night, Van Zyl, Taylor and Lotz waited somewhere along the Port 

Elizabeth National Road for the motor vehicle in which the deceased was 

travelling. The motor vehicle was stopped at the Oliphantshoek Pass, and the 

four were kidnapped, taken to different secluded places in the Port Elizabeth 

district where each was brutally murdered. 

106 The post-mortem reports reflect particularly gruesome treatment of the four. 

The deceased were severely beaten and assaulted and stabbed multiple times 

while handcuffed. Apart from Sparrow Mkonto, who was shot, they died from 

stab wounds. 
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107 Goniwe's vehicle was taken to a place on the road to Addo where it was set on 

fire and almost completely destroyed. This was done to prevent the car being 

identified as belonging to Goniwe. Both number plates were removed. A 

severely burnt false number plate, with the number CB 10627 was left lying in 

front of the vehicle. One of the original plates, not damaged or burnt was left in 

the grass behind the vehicle. 

108 The mutilated bodies were found spread out over a wide area in the Redhouse 

and Bluewater Bay areas, on the outskirts of Port Elizabeth. The bodies, and 

especially the faces, were doused with petrol and set on fire with the intention 

of rendering them unrecognisable and therefore not identifiable. It was 

apparent that the SB went to great lengths to prevent identification of the 

bodies and to eliminate clues which would link the bodies to each other and to 

the burnt-out vehicle. 

109 The security forces fabricated a story to make it look as though the four UDF 

activists had been killed by AZAPO members. 

110 A case docket was opened under the reference: "Swartkops MR13/07/85" but 

the families were naturally aware that the SAP would collaborate in the cover 

up of the crimes and shield the killers from justice, as was the modus operandi 

of the time. 
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INQUESTS AND THE TRC FINDINGS 

The First Inquest 

111 An inquest into the deaths of the Cradock Four was scheduled for 2 January 

1986 in Port Elizabeth under case number 626/87. The Magistrate, Mr M De 

Beer postponed the hearing for a few months. Despite evidence pointing to 

State involvement, the magistrate found that that the Cradock Four's: 

"deaths were brought about by a person or persons or a group of 
persons unknown". 

The Second Inquest 

112 A report in the New Nation newspaper of 30 April 1992 revealed a top-secret 

military signal had called for the "permanent removal from society" of Goniwe, 

Calata and Mbulelo Goniwe. As a result, the Minister of Justice instructed the 

Judge President of the Eastern Cape Local Division, Neville Zietsman to re­

open and preside over the inquest ("the second inquest"). 

113 The inquest was reopened on 1 March 1993 in the Port Elizabeth Supreme 

Court under case number CC 7/93 and lasted until May 1994. The families 

were represented by Adv Arthur Chaskalson SC, Adv George Bizos SC and 

Adv Mohamed Navsa instructed by Clive Plasket of the Legal Resources 

Centre. 

114 Lourens Du Plessis of the SADF testified about the 'signal' calling for the 

permanent removal from society of Goniwe. Advocate Glenn' Goosen (now a 

judge of the High Court) acted for Lourens Du Plessis. Those implicated in 
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sending the signal were Brigadier Van der Westhuizen and Colonel Van 

Rensburg. 

115 Judge President Zietsman concluded in his judgment (1994 (3) SA 877 

SECLD), a copy of which is annexed hereto marked "LC15", that the deaths of 

the Cradock Four: 

"were brought about by deliberate acts committed by an unknown 
person or persons which acts constitute murder on the part of such 
person or persons." 

116 But the learned judge was able to conclude that it had: 

"been established prima facie that the murderers . . . were members of 
the security forces". 

117 Zietsman JP found at pages 78 - 79 of his judgment that it had been proven 

prima facie that the signal sent by Colonel du Plessis to Major General van 

Rensburg on 7 June 1985 on the instructions of Brigadier van der Westhuizen 

was a recommendation that Matthew Goniwe, Mbulelo Goniwe and Fort Calata 

be killed, and that this was the meaning Colonel du Plessis and Brigadier van 

der Westhuizen intended the signal to have. 

118 He also found that the state considered Mathew Goniwe to be an enemy of the 

state whose activities had to be curtailed or terminated. 

119 Zietsman JP made the following key findings at pages 19 - 20 in relation to the 

context within which the Cradock Four were abducted and murdered by the 

security forces: 

"I start off with the police. 

At the time of the murders the country was in a state of unrest and the 
Eastern Cape in particular was described as the centre or burning point 
of the unrest. The African National Congress (ANG) had been banned 
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but the United Democratic Front (UDF) had not been banned even 
though it was considered to be a front for the ANG. 

Matthew Goniwe was an organiser for the UDF. He played a leading 
role in organising school and trade boycotts, and it was felt that he was 
actively assisting in what was termed the revolutionary strategy. This 
included the setting up of alternative structures such as street 
committees. The security police and the army were engaged in what 
was regarded as a counter-revolutionary strategy. Matthew Goniwe 
was a thorn in the flesh of the security forces, and he was at times 
referred to as an enemy of the State." 

120 In relation to the SADF, Judge Zietsman found: 

"I come to deal with members of the South African Defence Force, and 
in particular with the signal sent to Major General van Rensburg on 7 
June 1985, the disclosure of which in the New Nation newspaper was 
the main reason for the reopening of this Inquest. 

At the time the signal was sent the county was in a turmoil of unrest, 
and the Eastern Cape in particular was referred to as the focus or 
burning point of the unrest and of the militancy directed against the 
local authorities who were seeking to maintain Jaw and order. . .. 

Much evidence was Jed concerning the so-called anti-insurgency 
operations carried on by members of the South African Defence Force. 
It was stated in evidence that various books and articles were 
distributed and read by inter alia members of the defence force, the 
most important being that written by John J Mccuen entitled 'The Art of 
Counter-Revolutionary War' and that written by Brigadier C. A. Fraser 
entitled 'Lessons Learnt from Past Revolutionary Wars'. It was argued 
that applying the principles set out in these books and articles the 
South African security forces accepted in principle the fact that political 
activists could in certain circumstances be legitimately killed. However, 
the decision to kill a political activist was a strategic decision which had 
to be taken at the highest level." 

121 Judge Zietsman concluded: 

"It has, in my opinion, been established prima facie that the murderers 
of Matthew Goniwe, Sparrow Mkonto, Fort Caiafa and Sicelo Mhlauli 
were members of the security forces. A case of suspicion has been 
made out against certain members of the police force including Colonel 
Snyman and Colonel Winter, and against certain members of the South 
African Defence Force including Brigadier van der Westhuizen, Colonel 
du Plessis and Major-General van Rensburg ... " 
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122 Despite these findings, the SAPS and NPA made no attempt to follow up and 

further investigate the crimes or institute a prosecution. The families 

subsequently filed a claim for damages against the SADF and SAP with the 

assistance of the Legal Resources Centre, which was eventually settled out of 

court. 

TRC inquiry and process 

123 We as the families were hopeful that the TRC process would eventually get to 

the truth behind the murders of the Cradock Four. 

124 The TRC final report concluded that the cases of the 'Cradock Four' and the 

related 'Motherwell bombing' illustrated the use of sophisticated covert 

operations by the security forces in the assassination of both political 

opponents and dissidents within their own ranks (para 294, Vol 3, Ch 2, 

Subsection 26). 

125 Testimony was given in the first hearing of the Commission in East London in 

April 1996 by the wives of the four, Ms Nomonde Calata, Ms Nyameka Goniwe, 

Ms Sindiswa Mkonto and Ms Nombuyiselo Mhlauli, and by Mhlauli's daughter, 

Ms Babalwa Mhlauli. 

126 The families also requested further investigation to ascertain who was 

responsible. Ms Mkonto requested that the perpetrators be brought to court so 

that justice could be done. Ms Mkonto, Ms Mhlauli and Ms Calata also 

requested assistance with the education of their children. Ms Mhlauli requested 

the return of her husband's hand, which was believed to have been kept in a jar 

by the SB at Louis le Grange Square in Port Elizabeth. Mr Madoda Jacobs, the 
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former head boy of Lingelihle High School, told the Commission that while he 

was in detention in Port Elizabeth in 1985, security police had shown him a 

hand in a bottle and told him it belonged to Mhlauli (Para 297, Vol 3, Ch 2, 

Subsection 26). 

127 The TRC noted that an attempt was made by the state to suggest that the 

deaths of the four were the result of ongoing and violent conflict between the 

Azanian People's Organisation (AZAPO) and the UDF in the Eastern Cape. 

The Commission found evidence that this fabrication was formulated by the 

Strategic Communications Branch (Stratcom) of the SSC Secretariat. The 

Commission found that the attempt to lay the crime at the door of Azapo in the 

Eastern Cape was not only a case of disinformation, but a deliberate attempt to 

stoke conflict that had already claimed lives in the Eastern Cape (para 251, Vol 

2 Ch 3). 

128 The TRC noted that it was important to end the silences around the gendered 

nature of the atrocities under apartheid. 

One of the silences was that of women who had themselves suffered 
gross human rights violations but spoke only as secondary victims -
as relatives of men who had suffered. Hence, for example, in the first 
week of hearings in the Eastern Cape, the widows of the Cradock Four 
spoke about their murdered husbands. Each had herself been arrested 
and harassed, but their own stories did not become the subject of the 
hearings. Later in the hearings, Dr Liz Floyd and Ms Nyameka Goniwe 
spoke about the abuses suffered by their partners, Mr Neil Aggett and 
Mr Matthew Goniwe. They, too, mentioned their own roles and 
suffering only in passing. 

Paras 36 - 37, Vol 4, Ch 10, Subsection 6 
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Amnesty decisions 

129 In January 1997, the Commission received amnesty applications from 

members of the Port Elizabeth SB for the killing of the 'Cradock Four'. Those 

who applied for amnesty were Mr Eric Alexander Taylor [AM3917/96], Mr 

Hermanus Du Plessis [AM4384/96], Mr Nicolaas Jacobus Janse van Rensburg 

[AM3919/96], Mr Harold Snyman [AM3918/96], Ms Gerhardus Johannes Lotz 

[AM3921/96] and Ms Johan Martin 'Sakkie' van Zyl [AM5637/97] (Para 298, Vol 

3, Ch 2, Subsection 26). 

130 The TRC Amnesty Committee ("the Committee"), in its ruling (Amnesty 

Committee Decision AC/99/0350) of 14 December 1999, which is annexed 

hereto marked LC10 above, found that the foot soldiers "who actually 

perpetrated these deeds" acted on the instructions of Nicolaas Janse van 

Rensburg and Hermanus du Plessis who supported and approved the killings 

(page 2, lines 18 - 19 of amnesty decision AC/99/0350). 

131 Van Rensburg in turn received instruction from Harold Snyman. In tracing the 

chain of command, the Committee found that the order from Snyman that "the 

best must be done for the country" meant that he approved of these 

assassinations. Minister Le Grange told Snyman in a conversation that a "plan" 

needed to be made regarding the unrest in the Eastern Cape. Snyman 

interpreted this as an order to assassinate those leaders directly responsible for 

the unrest. 

It was testified that the order from Snyman was to the effect that "the 
best must be done for the country" in view of the unrest situation in the 
Eastern Cape which was "beyond control". This was interpreted, it was 
explained, to mean approval for these assassinations. In his written 
application, Snyman confirms that that is what he meant. Snyman in 
turn stated in his written application that it was the former Minister of 
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Law and Order, the late Mr Le Grange, who, in a conversation with him 
about the unrest situation in the Eastern Cape, mentioned that a ''plan" 
had to be made regarding unrest agitators in the Eastern Cape. This 
Snyman said, he interpreted as an order to assassinate those who 
were the leaders of those persons directly responsible for the said 
unrest. 

Page 2, lines 20 - 27 

132 In the amnesty application of Sakkie van Zyl, which is annexed hereto marked 

"LC16", the details of the order from Snyman and van Rensburg are expanded 

on. Van Zyl states that a few weeks before the murders, Van Ransburg 

informed van Zyl in Van Rensburg's office that a drastic plan had to be made 

with Goniwe and these comrades. Van Zyl later discussed this with Du Plessis. 

Du Plessis and Van Zyl then attended at Van Rensburg's office where Van 

Ransburg emphasized that Snyman, the commander of Security Branch, 

Eastern Province Division, had to first approve the elimination of Goniwe and 

the others. In seeking approval, Du Plessis and van Zyl thereafter went to 

Snyman's office where they briefly discussed the matter. It was at his office that 

Snyman said they should do what is in the interests of the country. They then 

considered this as official authorization of the operation. Du Plessis and van Zyl 

then returned to the office of Van Rensburg and informed him that Snyman had 

approved the operation (Van Zyl Amnesty Application dated May 1997, 

paragraph 8). 

133 In Snyman's application for amnesty, which is annexed hereto marked "LC17", 

at a "safety and education meeting" held on approximately 14 February 1985, 

Minister Le Grange approached him during an adjournment and told him that 

he was expected to make a plan with the agitators in the Eastern Cape. He 

understood this to mean that Goniwe and others had to be killed. This was 
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especially so since, according to Snyman's affidavit, it was discussed and 

recorded at this meeting that the normal legal options were no longer a solution 

for the problems faced in the Eastern Cape (Snyman Amnesty Application date 

unknown, paragraph 7) 

134 The TRC Amnesty Committee made the following further findings in respect of 

the plan to murder the Cradock Four: 

The plan devised by the applicants to murder [Goniwe] was then put 
into operation. Johan Martin van Zyl, (also known as "Sakkie'?, was 
charged with handling the operation which included the execution [of 
Goniwe). The murders [of the Cradock 4) would be made to look like 
the result of a vigilante attack. Indeed, it seems that the manner in 
which the murders were committed confirms that part of the plan. In 
order to execute the murder, he elicited the assistance of Eric 
Alexander Taylor, Gerhardus Johannes Lotz as well as the late 
Sergeant Faku, Goduka and Sakati. 

Pages 1 - 2, lines 9 - 4 

135 All the applicants (except for De Kock) were refused amnesty. None of the 

victims' families opposed De Kock's amnesty application. It appears from the 

findings that the Amnesty Committee had "reservations as to whether the 

requirement related to political objectives" was met and that it took the view that 

the applicants "failed to disclose everything they know about the murders". 

136 As discussed in the paragraphs above, Jacob Jan Hendrick (Jaap) Van 

Jaarsveld was also granted amnesty. However, his amnesty application was 

considered separately [AC/2001/176] from the other applicants discussed 

above. 

137 The TRC Amnesty Committee findings demonstrate that there is a prima facie 

case of kidnapping and murder against the perpetrators who were refused 

le 
ct 

61



62 

amnesty. Nonetheless, more than 20 years after the decision of the Amnesty 

Committee they have still not been prosecuted. 

ROLE OF THE STATE SECURITY SYSTEM 

138 I am advised that to demonstrate the chain of command in respect of how the 

murders of the Cradock Four were authorised it is necessary to closely 

examine the state security system that existed at the time. 

139 This section of my affidavit is drawn largely from a report titled "The apparatus 

of state-orchestrated violence in apartheid South Africa" prepared during 1997 

by the Civilian Support Component of the Investigation Task Unit. The report 

was provided to the TRC. In order not to burden these papers I have not 

attached the report, but it can be supplied on request. 

State Security Council 

140 The State Security Council was a special cabinet committee on security set up 

in 1972. In terms of the Security Intelligence and State Security Council 

Act, Act 62 of 1972, the SSC was composed of: the State President (as the 

Chairperson); senior Cabinet ministers and ministers of Foreign Affairs, 

Defence, Law and Order and Justice; the Chief of the SADF and Commissioner 

of Police; and the Director Generals of National Intelligence, Foreign Affairs and 

Justice. In addition, the SSC was empowered to co-opt ministers and officials of 

other departments on a permanent or ad hoc basis. In terms of Act 62 of 1972 

the SSC was to play an advisory role to Cabinet regarding: 

140.1 the formulation and implementation of national security policy. 
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140.2 policy regarding the combating of any specific threat; and 

140 .3 intelligence priorities. 

141 However, the SSC assumed decision-making powers far beyond the advisory 

powers conferred upon it in the Act. It was in the SSC and not Cabinet where 

matters of greatest sensitivity and importance were deliberated and agreed 

upon, with Cabinet merely provided a rubber-stamping role. 

142 The SSC met fortnightly to discuss security issues and approve steps to be 

taken by the various arms of the state to turn back the tide of the revolutionary 

struggle. It was in the SSC meetings that decisions were taken to impose 

States of Emergency, to ban organisations, and to launch cross-border 

operations in neighbouring states, and sometimes to take actions against 

individuals. The first national strategy of the SSC was approved by cabinet in 

March 1980 and it set out the apartheid state's philosophy on total war and the 

total strategy. 

143 The SSC was assisted by a working group which was chaired by the Deputy 

Minister of Law and Order and which included the secretary of the SSC and the 

heads of departments represented on the SSC. 

144 In 1978, then Minister of Defence, P W Botha, took over as Prime Minister and 

set about with plans to increase the involvement of the security establishment 

in the governance of the country. Botha oversaw the setting up of a system to 

manage the total strategy and centralise decision-making under the security 

establishment. 
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145 In August 1979, the establishment of a National Security Management System 

(NSMS) was officially announced. The NSMS was a vast bureaucracy intended 

to co-ordinate all the arms and departments of the government in a united and 

total effort to counter the perceived total war against South Africa. It was 

through the NSMS where the doctrine of the 'total strategy' was embraced and 

expounded, and where actions - both legal and illegal - were authorised. 

Secretariat and its components 

146 The setting up of the NSMS saw the strengthening of the SSC through the 

appointment of a permanent Secretary and the establishment of a full-time 

Secretariat and Working Group. The SADF, Police and Intelligence services 

were at the core of the system. The Secretariat of the State Security Council 

(SSSC) was tasked with working out the details of the practical implications and 

implementation of the broad policy and strategy guidelines decided upon by the 

SSC. The Secretariat was headed by Lt Gen A.J. van Deventer between 

1979 and 1985 and by Lt Gen Pieter van der Westhuizen between 1985 and 

1988. 

147 The Secretariat had a total staff component of 100, although individual 

branches like Stratcom had much larger staff compliments. Staff were 

seconded to the Secretariat by the NIS (56%), SADF (16%), SAP (16%) and 

Foreign Affairs (11 %). The Secretariat was structured into four branches, 

namely: 

14 7 .1 The Strategy Branch, which developed "total strategies" to counter the 

"total onslaught" through a Total Planning Cell made up of 13 

interdepartmental committees. 
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147.2 The National Intelligence Interpretation Branch (NIIB), which co­

ordinated intelligence gathering of intelligence by the National 

Intelligence Service (NIS), Directorate Military Intelligence (DMI), 

Security Branch and Foreign Affairs intelligence committee. It also had 

to interpret all the intelligence and provide a national intelligence brief to 

government. 

147.3 Strategic Communication (Stratcom) 

147.3.1 Stratcom developed strategies to combat the "Total 

Onslaught". One of its aims was to discredit anti-apartheid 

organisations, neutralise anti-government publicity and 

promote a positive image of anti-communist groups by using 

the Bureau of Information to overtly sell the government 

message, and secondly, it employed covert propaganda 

through other entities. 

147.3.2 Stratcom also had a more sinister component, which included 

the use of murder, intimidation, economic sabotage, character 

assassinations and front companies against anti-apartheid 

personalities and organisations. Stratcom was directly 

accountable to the SSC, while projects which focused on a 

specific sector of society had to be approved by the relevant 

minister. 

147.4 The Administrative Branch supplied administrative staff to assist the 

secretariat. 
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148 Other SSC committees included the Co-ordinating Intelligence Committee, 

known as KIK from its Afrikaans name Koordineer lnligting Komitee and 

Counter-revolutionary Intelligence Task Team, known as TREWITS from its 

Afrikaans name, Teen Rewolusionere lnligting Taakspan. 

148.1 KIK, also known as the "K" Committee, was established in early 1981 

and was chaired by Neil Barnard. Its function was to co-ordinate 

activities and intelligence between all intelligence agencies and the non­

security agencies. It had several sub-committees, including: Covert 

Collection (later called TREWITS), Open Information Gathering, 

Technical, Evaluation (later became NIIB) and Counter Espionage and 

Security Intelligence. 

148.2 TREWITS, also known as Section J, was formed in 1985 to identify 

targets for action and elimination. It gathered intelligence for these 

operations. TREWITS was under the command of the Security Branch, 

but included members from the NIS, DMI and Special Forces. 

TREWITS interacted with the Joint Management Centres through the 

VEIKOM (Security) committees. 

149 In translating SSC resolutions into inter-departmental action, the Secretariat 

was assisted by 13 Interdepartmental Committees (IDCs). These included 

Constitutional, Security, Security Forces, Manpower, and others. 

NSMS and Joint Management Centres 

150 The NSMS was divided into two arms - a Security Management System and a 

Welfare Management System. The former was headed by the State Security 

Council, while the latter was headed by the remaining three cabinet committees 
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(Constitutional Affairs, Economic Affairs and Social Affairs). The Welfare arm 

of the NSMS was only fully developed and activated in August 1985, following 

the July 1985 declaration of a State of Emergency. The National Security 

Committee oversaw the SSC and the National Security Management System, 

and its decisions did not have to be ratified by the Cabinet, or even 

communicated to cabinet, unless instructed to do so by the Prime Minister. 

151 The welfare arm of the NSMS focused on "winning the hearts and minds" of the 

population through programmes of economic upliftment, social welfare, 

upgrading of communities and constitutional reform. The SSC was the policy 

and decision-making body of the NSMS. It was assisted by a Work Group of 

some 15 Interdepartmental Committees (IDCs). Decisions taken at the 

fortnightly SSC meetings were sent to the heads of the respective departments 

for implementation. 

152 Through a hierarchy of 500 regional, district and local Joint Management 

Centres (JMCs) these SSC directives were translated into practical actions on 

the ground. Representatives of the SAP, Security Branch, SADF, provincial and 

local government sat on these bodies, but they were dominated by the security 

sector. 

153 The JMCs were the hands and feet as well as the eyes and ears of the SSC on 

the ground. They oversaw and co-ordinated the daily implementation of 

strategies flowing out from the SSC. The JMCs also continuously fed 

intelligence and situation reports back up to the SSC. The JMCs were 

structured as follows: 

153.1 National Co-ordinating Committee (NCC), 

Le 
G-f 

67



68 

153.2 11 JMCs (regional, which replicated the SADF command regions), 

153.3 60 sub-JMCs (district), 

153.4 350 mini-JMCs (municipality), 

153.5 numerous LMCS (local management centres at police station and 

commando level). 

154 Coordinating the work of the JMCs was the National Co-ordinating Committee, 

known by its Afrikaans acronym NKK. Membership of the JMCs was drawn 

from the military, police, and civilian government departments. The JMCs 

interacted with communities through Community Liaison Forums, and with 

business through Joint Liaison Forums and Defence Manpower Liaison 

Committees. 

155 Each JMC (including sub-JMCs and mini-JMCs) essentially replicated the SSC 

structure at local level and was divided into the following committees: 

155.1 Executive Committee, which included the head of the individual JMC 

and the committee heads (supported by a secretariat), 

155.2 Security committee (Veikom) to plan, monitor and co-ordinate the 

security forces. The operational role was under the command of an SAP 

commander through a Joint Operations Centre. Members of this 

committee included the SAP, SADF, NIS, Security Police, Railway 

Police, Civil defence, Commandos and state and provincial officials. 

155.3 Constitutional, Economic and Social affairs Committee (Semkom), to 

implement the National Welfare Management strategy. Its members 
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included civil servants from government departments dealing with 

housing, finance, constitutional affairs, and pensions. 

155.4 Communication Committee (Komkom), to compile and disseminate 

propaganda. Members of this committee consisted of the SAP, SADF 

and the Bureau of Information. 

155.5 Joint Intelligence Committee (JIC/GIK} to provide daily intelligence to 

the other committees. The operational role was under the command of 

an Army Intelligence commander through a Joint Intelligence Centre. 

Members of this committee included the DMI, NIS, SB, Prisons Service, 

Kitskonstabels, private security firms and provincial, regional and local 

affairs. 

156 The primary role of the JMCs was to collect intelligence on persons and groups 

who acted against the interests of the state. Information would be sent up the 

chain of command from the lowest levels to the JMC, then the SSC and its 

working committees and finally the prime minister or state president. 

157 The JMCs reported on the activities and location of political activists to form an 

overall security profile to facilitate decisions on security actions to be taken. 

Such actions included the harassment, torture, abduction, and elimination of 

persons opposed to the government. A secondary and neglected role was the 

"hearts and minds" strategy involving socio-economic and political steps. 
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TRC findings against the SSC 

158 The TRC concluded in its final report that the SSC played a central role in the 

regime's shift from a legal response to an extra-legal response to the growing 

threat to the apartheid state. 

However, in the 1980s, when the state was in crisis, it became clear 
that the law had run its course; that it could no longer do the job. The 
law had become ineffective, an apparent obstruction to the restoration 
of what government leaders, seemingly oblivious to the irony, called 
'law and order'. At this stage, real rule-making power shifted from 
Parliament and the Cabinet to a non-elected administrative body, the 
State Security Council (SSC) which operated beyond public scrutiny. 
Nominally a sub-organ of the Cabinet, in reality the SSC eclipsed it as 
the key locus of power and authority in matters relating to security. 

Para 76, Vol 1, Ch 2 

159 Former head of SB Intelligence, Craig Williamson explained to the TRC that 

this shift took place in the context of the apartheid state's embrace of 

counterinsurgency theory. According to Williamson: 

" .... a democratic state is often "limited by its laws, values and norms in 
the methods it can use to defeat an insurgent movement". Its solution 
is to resort to "extra-legal counter-revolutionary acts, as long as they 
are done secretly". 

Para 77, Vol 1, Ch 2 

160 According to the TRC, the SSC initially targeted members of 'terrorist' groups 

based outside of South Africa, but from the mid-1980s, it began focusing on its 

opponents inside South Africa. SSC documents never directly used the word 

'murder' in its deliberations but resorted to euphemisms such as 'eliminasie', 

'verwyder', 'neutraliseer' and 'uitwis', loosely translated as eliminate, remove, 

neutralize and wipe out (Para 79, Vol 1, Ch 2). 
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161 The TRC concluded in its final report that SSC members, particularly 

representatives of the security forces and ministers in charge of security 

portfolios, reasonably foresaw that such words could be interpreted by 

members of the security forces as authorisation to kill anti-apartheid activists 

(para 96, vol 5, ch6). Aside from the prevailing context which pointed to brazen 

illegality, the Commission reached this conclusion for the following reasons: 

161.1 If the directives of the SSC and its structures were all lawful as alleged 

by members like Mr FW de Klerk, General Magnus Malan, and Dr L D 

(Neil) Barnard, these would have been explicitly spelt out. If the 

intention was to detain, restrict, arrest, ban or deport, these are the 

words that would have been used (para 97a, vol 5, ch6). 

161.2 Since the military and the police operated on a basis of clear and 

precise instructions, the words must have been intended to convey their 

normal meaning (para 97c, vol 5, ch6). 

161.3 There is no evidence of any attempt by the SSC to set in motion any 

independent, substantive or comprehensive investigation into the killing 

of political opponents once this began to happen, given that it was 

common knowledge that police investigations of such crimes generally 

took the form of cover-ups. Neither did the SSC at any stage issue any 

statement or directive clarifying its orders and strategies to the effect 

that they should under no circumstances be interpreted as authorisation 

for illegal activities (para 97d, vol 5, ch6). 

162 Mr Johann Velde van der Merwe, former Commissioner of Police, said at the 

TRC's hearing on the State Security Council that "we had to move outside the 
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boundaries of our law'', leading to all sorts of blurred distinctions between 

acceptable and unacceptable methods. This point was also conceded by Mr 

FW de Klerk in the National Party's submission (para 31, p 266; vol 5, ch7). 

163 At the SSC meeting of 12 May 1986, the chairperson, Mr PW Botha, said that 

the security forces must work together on the establishment of a 'third force'; 

that such a force must have a developed capacity to "effectively root out 

terrorists"; that it must be willing to be unpopular, even feared, and that the 

subversives must be dealt with using their own methods (TRC Report, para 52, 

p 177, Vol 2, Ch 3). This indicates the willingness of the SSC to act well 

outside the law. 

164 The TRC found the SSC responsible for authorising the provision of a pre­

emptive strike force capability in the form of an offensive paramilitary unit (hit 

squad) to Chief Minister Buthelezi and lnkatha in the mid-1980s (paras 234 -

249, p 463, Vol 2, Ch 5; paras 177 -179, p 219, Vol 3, Ch 3). 

165 According to the TRC, by mid-1985, the use of state-sanctioned murder to 

contain opposition was well established. General Johann van der Merwe, 

former SAP Commissioner, stated in his evidence before the Commission that 

"the impression was created" that the security forces should use any means 

necessary to halt the "total onslaughf' facing the country (para 370, p 629, Vol 

3, Ch 3). 

166 Brigadier Jan Hattingh 'Jack' Cronje, former Divisional Commander of the 

Northern Transvaal SB was more explicit about the chain of command. In 

respect of an instruction to murder, he had been given this order: 
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... by General van der Merwe and during this instruction he specifically 
indicated to me that this came directly from Minister le Grange and that 
it had indeed been authorised by President PW Botha, as well as 
Commissioner Johan Coetzee, both of whom knew about this and 
authorised it . . . If it should be claimed therefore by anyone that the 
State Security Council was not aware of the actions of the security 
forces and the security police or of any specific incidents this would not 
be true. 

Para 370, p 629, Vol 3, Ch 3 

167 Brigadier Cronje added: 

All actions under my jurisdiction which happened in this manner were 
taken up in situation reports which were sent through on a daily basis 
to my head office. The procedure was that further reports with this 
information would then have been passed on to the State Security 
Council. Events which took place under my command in the Security 
Branch in Pretoria were, there f o re, passed on to Head Office and 
must have been taken up in reports to the State Security Council . . . I 
do not believe anyone in my Head Office could have been so naive as 
to believe that the ANG were killing and attacking their own people. 
They must have known what the true facts were. (Johannesburg 
hearing, 21 October 1996.) 

Para 361, p 260 Vol 6, Section 3, Ch 1. 

168 Amnesty applicant Craig Williamson, who had been a political appointee on the 

President's Council in the late 1980s, commented: 

Once it got up to the NGBS (NJMC), it became the political control 
level where a deputy minister then received the information from the 
civil service below - and when I say civil service, I include the security 
forces - and this information was then fed up via the [Work Committee] 
and the State Security Council and on a political level I believed directly 
either to Cabinet or to the State President ... Once the information had 
arrived at the NGBS and then to the State Security Council, the 
information was in political hands. (Pretoria hearing, 14 September 
1998.) 

Para 361, p 260 Vol 6, Section 3, Ch 1. 

169 In the light of this background I believe that it can be safely assumed that those 

serving on the SSC and its structures were either party to the issuing of 

instructions, such as the elimination of the Cradock Four and its cover-up, or 

73



74 

were kept informed of such plans and what transpired in the aftermath. At no 

point did any SSC member: 

169.1 object to the systematic killing of anti-apartheid activists, or 

169.2 seek an independent inquiry into the ongoing murders, or 

169.3 issue any clarifications regarding its directives and specifically order the 

halting of such illegal operations. 

170 In the circumstances, even if SSC members were not directly involved in such 

operations, they must still be held to account for their roles in tacitly approving 

the operations and deliberately choosing not to take steps to stop them and 

punish the perpetrators. 

HOW THE STATE SECURITY SYSTEM DEALT WITH THE CRADOCK FOUR 

171 Considerable documentation unearthed from the National Archives points to the 

very close attention that the state security chain of command gave to the 

Cradock Four. Matthew Goniwe was brought to the attention of the upper 

echelons of the state security system because he was the chief organiser of the 

UDF in the Eastern Cape and as such was one of the most important political 

activists in that region. 

172 The documentation was made available following a Promotion of Access to 

Information (PAIA) application brought by private investigator, Brigadier Clifford 

Marion (ret.). These documents include archival holdings relating to the 

Zietsman Inquest and the TRC. However, several documents remain to be 
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recovered. Annexed hereto marked "LC18" is a list of documents that have so 

far not been provided by the National Archives. 

Developments in 1983 and 1984 

173 A top-secret memorandum dated 25 June 1985 sent by the Commissioner of 

the South African Police, PJ Coetzee to the Minister of Law and Order, L Le 

Grange, titled "Proposed Action Against Matthew Goniwe, Black man, 

Educator, CradocK' provided background on Goniwe dating back to 1983 and 

1984, in order to justify action against him. This memorandum is attached 

annexed hereto (together with its annexures "A" and "B") marked "LC19". 

173.1 In annexure A, which is undated and unsigned, a request is made for 

action against Goniwe for his political involvement in the rental boycott 

and for fuelling the growing climate of unrest which had been building 

up as early as 1983. A decision was made to transfer him back to 

Graaff Reinet, which he rejected. This led to his dismissal in 1984. 

173.2 According to annex A: 

'Various teachers, learners and residents were involved in 
[activities such as rental boycotts] under [Goniwe's] influence 
(amongst others to collect funds for a possible legal matter) and 
with the growing climate of unrest which was building up in the 
area, concern was expressed at the GBS and VEIKOM-GIS 
level regarding the condition in the area and it was requested 
that GONIWE's removal should be considered. 

The Security Head Office consequently informed the 
Departments of Education and Training, and Cooperation and 
Development in this regard on 18-10-1983 to consider such 
steps as deemed necessary. 

Following from this, GONIWE was informed by [the Department 
of] Education and Training that he was transferred to Graaf 
Reinet and that he should report to the NGWEBA Senior 
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Secondary School for duty in January 1984 with the reopening 
of schools. He however delayed reporting and was deemed to 
be dismissed in accordance with Article 21(2)(a) of the 
Education and Training Act, 1979 (Act 90 of 1979) and was 
officially dismissed on 27-01-1984." 

(As translated, Annexure A, paras 10 - 13) 

173.3 After surveying Goniwe's activities, and the build-up of student protests 

against his dismissal, Annexure A asks whether "now" "wasn't the time 

to take action against GONIWE" (para 33). The annexure noted that: 

"an application has also already been directed to the Director­
General, Cooperation and Development, on 19-03-1984 in 
consideration of possible action i. t. o Article 29bis of the City 
Areas Consolidation Act, 1945 (Act 25 of 1945) to have him 
removed or possibly have him declared as a Transkei/Ciskei 
citizen and to be deported. However, he was born in Cradock 
and the process to be issued may be unsuccessful." 

173.4 Annex A concludes with the following recommendation: 

''All things considered, it is therefore recommended that the 
undermentioned persons [who were Matthew Goniwe, Fort 
Caiafa, Mbulelo Goniwe and Madoda Jacobs] who can be 
singled out as the leading figures be removed from the 
community in terms of section 28 (1) of the Homeland Security 
Act, 1982 (Act 74 of 1982) and transferred to the Johannesburg 
Prison" 
(As translated, Annexure A, para 36) 

State Security Council Meeting of 19 March 1984 

17 4 Goniwe and Calata were referred to in a meeting of the SSC held on 19 March 

1984. Although we currently do not have a copy of the minutes of this meeting, 

the transcript of the application to reopen the Amnesty Hearing for the killers of 

the Cradock 4 on 25 October 1999 states that on 19 March 1984, the State 

Security Council, ordered the "removal" of Goniwe. This transcript is annexed 

hereto marked "LC20". 
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175 The South African History Online website records that "former President FW de 

Klerk attended a State Security Council (SSC) meeting [of 19 March 1984] 

where former Finance Minister Barend du Plessis proposed the "removal" of 

Goniwe and Calata". A copy of this page is annexed hereto marked "LC21 ". Du 

Plessis said: 

'In Cradock is daar twee oud-onderwysers wat as agitators optree. Dit 
sou goed wees as hulle verwyder kon word.' ("In Cradock there are two 
former teachers who act as agitators. It would be good if they could be 
removed.)" 

176 Adv Bizos SC described the minute as follows: 

The minutes of the meeting record the fact that Gen D J Coetzee, the 
Commissioner of the South African Police at the time, was present. 
The close relationship between Maj Craig Williamson and Gen Coetzee 
... has been confirmed by Williamson before the Amnesty Committee. 
. . . The Minutes record the presence of F W de Klerk in the meeting 
and therefore contradict [Williamson's] evidence given before the Truth 
and Reconciliation Commission, that it was never the policy of the 
government or the National Party that people should be murdered and 
that such instruction would be in conflict with the policy of the 
government, as it had been at all times within his knowledge. 
(Application to Re-Open Cradock 4 Matter, page 6). 

177 According to the amnesty decision (AC2001/76) of Van Jaarsveld (annex LC10 

above), some 48 hours later on 21 March 1984, Craig Williamson, former head 

of SB Intelligence, sent Van Jaarsveld and Bassie Bouwer to assess the most 

appropriate way of killing Goniwe and Calata. Van Jaarsveld proposed that 

Goniwe be 'taken out' on deserted road: 

"The relevant circumstances were that [van Jaarsveld] was approached 
during 1984 by his superior Major Craig Williamson and ordered to 
investigate the possibility to eliminate Mr Matthew Goniwe in Cradock. 
In execution of this order [van Jaarsveld] proceeded to the Eastern 
Cape and eventually visited Cradock on 21 March 1984. With the 
assistance of members of the local Security Police in Cradock, he 
visited the home of Mr Goniwe on some other pretext but in reality, to 
see how Mr Goniwe could be killed and specifically whether this would 
be possible in his house. After the visit, Applicant eventually returned to 
Pretoria and reported back to Major Williamson. Applicant's 
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recommendation was that Mr Goniwe could not be eliminated at his 
home, due to the fact that there were too many people present in the 
immediate vicinity. He recommended that Mr Goniwe should be 
followed and should be eliminated along the road or at some place 
other than his home. In Applicant's view, Major Williamson received his 
orders from their superiors within the Security Branch." (page 1) 

Removal from the community 

178 The top-secret memorandum titled "Proposed Action Against Matthew Goniwe, 

Black man, Educator, Cradock' dated 25 June 1985 (LC19 above), sets out 

background of Goniwe's activities from 31 March 1984 when Goniwe was 

detained at Pollsmoor Prison to his appointment as UDF rural organiser of the 

Eastern Cape region in March 1985. The memorandum then questions what 

needs to be done to restrict Goniwe's anti-authority actions (para 10) and sets 

out various recommendations on how to deal with him. The recommendations 

proposed possible reappointment as a teacher (back in Cradock, after he 

refused to be transferred to Graaff Reinet and as a result dismissed) or action 

to be taken through security legislation. 

179 The annexu·re concludes with the following recommendation: 

''All things considered, it is therefore recommended that the 
undermentioned persons [who were Matthew Goniwe, Fort Calata, 
Mbulelo Goniwe and Madoda Jacobs] who can be singled out as the 
leading figures be removed from the community in terms of section 28 
(1) of the Homeland Security Act, 1982 (Act 74 of 1982) and 
transferred to the Johannesburg Prison " 

(As translated, Annexure A, paragraph 36) 

180 The names, dates of birth and ID numbers of Goniwe, Calata Mbulelo Goniwe 

and Madoda Jacobs were then listed. On 31 March 1984 the four men 

mentioned in the annex were rounded up and detained for 6 months. Goniwe 
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and Madoda Jacobs were held in Pollsmoor Prison and Mbulelo Goniwe and 

Fort Calata were detained in Diepkloof Prison in Johannesburg. 

181 The words to "be removed from the community' are substantively different in 

meaning from the notorious signal of 7 June 1985 calling for their urgent 

"permanent removal from society'. The former involves a removal from a 

particular community and indeed the destination or place of detention was 

specified. This happened and the four were removed from the community of 

Cradock for a period of 6 months. 

182 Annexure 8 of this memorandum includes a list of Goniwe's activities, 

intercepted communications, and persons he met between 4 January to 6 May 

1985. He is described as a "subject" and the activity sheet is an example of the 

close level of monitoring he was under. 

Meetings of the Eastern Cape Joint Management Committee in 1985 

183 On 28 March 1985, a meeting with the Eastern Cape Joint Management 

Committee (the Afrikaans acronym being "OP-GBS") was held. This meeting 

was chaired by Brigadier van der Westhuizen and attended by amongst others, 

Commander Lourens du Plessis. An apology was noted by Harold Snyman 

which means he was aware of the meeting. In this meeting, it was noted that 

the educators refused to be transferred from Cradock because of the influence 

of Goniwe on them. This minute, classified as confidential and compiled by 

Major MC Vermeulen, is annexed hereto marked "LC22". 

184 On 23 May 1985 another OP-GBS meeting was held. This meeting was again 

chaired by Brigadier van der Westhuizen and attended by, amongst others, 
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Harold Snyman and Lourens du Plessis. At this meeting, the general climate of 

unrest was discussed. The meeting noted that the UDF was increasingly 

becoming interested in rural areas. 

185 These minutes also noted that a vehicle was purchased for use by Goniwe, 

who was the regional organiser of the UDF, to liaise on a more frequent basis 

with affiliate organisations in Somerset East, Cookhouse, Bedford, and other 

areas. In reviewing the protests by learners, the meeting noted that classes at 

Lingelihle in Cradock were cancelled and that there were still demands that 

Goniwe and Calata be reappointed. 

186 It was resolved at this meeting that a signal be sent to the State Security 

Council Secretariat (the Afrikaans acronym being "SSVR") that Goniwe and 

Calata must never be appointed as educators again. This minute, marked as 

confidential and compiled by Major MC Vermeulen, is annexed hereto marked 

"LC23". 

187 In giving effect to this resolution, on the same day, 23 May 1985, a confidential 

signal was personally sent by Brigadier van der Westhuizen (as chair of the OP 

GBS) to Lieutenant General van Deventer and General Major van Rensburg of 

the SSVR in Pretoria. It stated that the "black schools situation" was discussed 

and that it was unanimously decided at the OP-GBS meeting that Goniwe and 

Calata should no longer, under any circumstance, ever be appointed in any 

post in the Department of Education and Training. This signal is annexed 

hereto and marked "LC24". Point 3 read: 

"The meeting unanimously decided that the following recommendations 
regarding the above-mentioned matters should be brought to the 
attention of the SSVR urgently and also for implementation by the 
relevant ministers before 25 May 85" 
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A. That Goniwe and Caiafa must never be re-appointed under 
any circumstances in any position in the Department of 
Education and Training. 

(as translated) 

188 On 6 June 1985, a sub-Committee known as the GBS-Aksiekomittee held a 

meeting at the SA Police headquarters in under the chairmanship of Deputy 

Minister Adrian Vlok to discuss, amongst other things, the fate of Matthew 

Goniwe. The attendees included General JFJ van Rensburg of the State 

Security Council, Mr AP Stemmet and Mr Strydom It was considered whether 

reinstating him as a teacher would curb his political activities or lead to further 

school boycotts and unrest. A sub-committee was appointed under then 

Brigadier PJ Geldenhuys to make recommendations ("the Geldenhuys 

Committee"). The minutes of the Aksiekomitee were classified as secret and 

compiled by GM Smit are annexed hereto marked "LC25". 

189 The Geldenhuys Committee commenced its deliberations on 7 June 1985. It 

was required to make its recommendation to Deputy Minister Vlok by no later 

than 12 June 1985. The committee duly met at 10 a.m. on 7 June 1985. A 

copy of the Geldenhuys Committee working document, marked confidential, 

(author unknown) is annexed hereto marked "LC26". 

The "permanent removal from society" signal 

190 In stark contrast to the Geldenhuys Committee recommendation and in an 

apparent parallel process, on 7 June 1985 the infamous signal was sent from 

Brigadier Van der Westhuizen to Major General Van Rensburg proposing the 

urgent permanent removal of Goniwe from society. Zietsman J details the 

sequence of events: 
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Colonel du Plessis stated that at approximately 2 p.m. on 7 June 1985 
Brigadier van der Westhuizen called him into his office and told him 
that he had just spoken to Major General van Rensburg and that Major 
General van Rensburg had told him, inter a/ia, that he could be of 
assistance in solving the Goniwe problem. Brigadier van der 
Westhuizen then instructed Colonel du Plessis to send a signal to 
Major General van Rensburg confirming their telephonic conversation. 
Colonel du Plessis stated that he in all probability made a rough note of 
the wording of the signal to be sent but he could not specifically 
remember having done so. He stated however that he was satisfied 
that he understood what message had to be sent and he then arranged 
for the signal to be sent in the form in which it was sent. Paragraph 3 of 
the signal which reads "Dit word voorgestel dat BG persone permanent 
uit die samelewing, as saak van dringendheid, verwyder word" was the 
essential part of the message. Colonel du Plessis stated that he was 
also instructed to refer to the telephonic conversation between 
Brigadier van der Westhuizen and Major General van Rensburg and to 
add to the name of Matthew Goniwe the names of his close associates. 
He was also told to spell out in the signal what the likely consequences 
would be if the recommended action was carried out and this he did in 
paragraph 4 of the signal." (Zietsman Inquest Judgment, pages 41 -
42) 

191 This is the signal that led to the deaths of the Cradock 4. It was classified as a 

Top-Secret priority signal and was sent by the Eastern Cape Provincial Joint 

Management Committee to the SSSC. It was authored by Lourens du Plessis 

and sent under the authority of Brigadier Van der Westhuizen. This signal is 

annexed hereto and marked "LC27". I quote the complete translation of the 

signal below: 

"Personal for General Van Rensburg. 
1 Telephone conversation Gen Van Rensburg/Brig Van der 

Westhuizen of 7 June '85 refers 
2 Names as follows 

Matthew Goniwe 
Mbulelo Goniwe (brother or nephew of above) 
Fort Calata 

3 It is proposed that the above-mentioned persons, as a matter of 
urgency, be permanently removed from society. 
4 Wide reaction can be expected locally as well as nationally as a 
result of the importance of these persons, especially the first 
mentioned, for the enemy e.g. 
a. Interdicts as recently with disappearance of Godolozi, Hashe and 
Gale/a (Pebco officials) 
b. Reaction from leftist politicians such as Molly Blackburn 
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c. Protest as in the case of Oscar Mpetha in sympathy." 

192 During the Zietsman inquest, Major General van Rensburg (whom the signal 

was addressed to) stated that he did not see this signal until 17 June 1985, that 

is, after the Geldenhuys Committee had forwarded its recommendation to Vlok. 

(Zietsman Judgment, page 49). However, Van Rensburg later changed his 

testimony. Zietsman J records in his judgment that: 

''[Van Rensburg] stated [in oral evidence] that he in fact saw the [top­
secret priority] signal [of 7 June 1985] on 12 June 1985, before the 
Geldenhuys committee report was sent to Cape Town. He stated 
further that the draft Geldenhuys committee report and the signal were 
handed to him by his secretary, Mrs Vorster, on the afternoon of 12 
June 1985. He read the two documents, made alterations to the 
Geldenhuys report by adding to it certain facts and recommendations 
prompted by the wording of the signal, and then himself arranged for 
the completed, amended, report to be sent to Cape Town [where Vlok 
was situated]." (Zietsman Judgment, pages 49 - 53) 

193 In my considered view, the words that they "as a matter of urgency be 

permanently removed from society'' cannot be construed or interpreted to be a 

transfer or a reinstatement to a new post in a different town. 

193.1 In the first place a reinstatement and transfer would hardly solicit a 

national reaction. 

193.2 The reference to the disappearance of Godolozi, Hashe and Galela 

(Pebco Three) is most telling as they were also murdered by the 

Security Branch. 

193.3 A reinstatement and transfer are not steps that could happen as a 

matter of urgency and had in any event been ruled out by the 23 May 

1985 signal sent by Brig van der Westhuizen (as chair of the OP GBS) 

to Lieutenant General van Deventer and General Major van Ransburg 
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of the SSSC in Pretoria that Goniwe and Calata never be re-appointed 

under any circumstances in any position. 

193.4 In any event if it was intended to be a transfer or reinstatement, the 

signal would have used those words, as had been done in other 

communications. 

193.5 The words stand in stark contradistinction to the earlier 

recommendation of 'removal from the community', which involved their 

removal from a specific community, namely Cradock, to another place, 

Johannesburg, and Pollsmoor Prisons. 

193.6 I am advised that while 'community' denotes a specific place, 'society' 

denotes no place but refers to the wider social system in the country. If 

the author had intended a deportation from South Africa, then such a 

word would have been used and the relevant role players would have 

been so instructed. 

193.7 In the circumstances it is difficult to see how such words could be 

interpreted to mean anything but a recommendation for extra-judicial 

executions, since death would indeed permanently remove them from 

society, with no prospect of return. Indeed, this is exactly how the 

soldiers and policemen involved understood the order. 

194 Given that the murders were in fact carried out by the Security Branch it can be 

safely assumed that it was not a private frolic and that the recommendation in 

the signal was in fact accepted by the SSSC and approved directly or tacitly by 

the SSC. 
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195 In an interview in an Al Jazeera documentary titled "My Father Died for This" 

broadcast in early May 2021 Vlok admitted that the words "permanent removal 

from society' were probably an instruction to murder (at minute 13). An extract 

from the transcript of this documentary is annexed hereto marked "LC28". A 

confirmatory affidavit by Hamilton Wende, who interviewed Vlok and who is a 

producer of the aforesaid documentary, is annexed hereto marked "LC29". In 

response to a question posed by Wende on what these words meant, Vlok 

answered: 

"You know, we in the Security Council, we were very careful not to tell, 
not to say and to make a note and to have in the minutes to kill 
anybody. So, we would say, uh, remove a person from the society, 
remove him. And, you know, never nobody said killing. But we I 
thought probably it was meant if you can't solve the problem by 
removing the guy, then you could kill him." 

SSC Secretariat letter to GVS-Aksiekomitee 

196 An unsigned letter titled "Matthew Goniwe" addressed to the Voorsitter - 'GVS­

aksiekomitee" marked "Uiters Geheim - Secretariat of the State Security 

Council" dated 'June 1985' is annexed hereto marked "LC30". It was likely 

generated on 12 or 13 June 1985. This letter does not state whom it is from. 

However, at the top of the first page of this letter, enquiries are directed to 

Major General J F J van Rensburg. 

197 Van Rensburg stated in his testimony before Zietsman J that the 

recommendations were handed to him on 12 June 1985. He further stated that 

he altered it by adding recommendations prompted by the permanent removal 

signal and sent it on to Cape Town (to the chair of the AksieKomitee: Adrian 

Vlok) (See above Zietsman Judgment at pages 40 - 53). 
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198 The letter refers to the "kort skriftelike inset" gelewer deur die Oostelike 

Provinsie GBS (para 3, page 75). Translated as "short written input" provided 

by the Eastern Province GBS. On the last page a hand-written instruction is 

reflected: "per distal na Kaapstad op 12 I 6 I 1985." 

199 The letter details Goniwe's history and proposes a range of actions that can be 

taken against him. This document reflects the following deliberations: 

199.1 Two options to neutralise Goniwe ("Om Goniwe te neutraliseer') were 

considered. The first was whether to act in terms of security legislation 

and the second was whether to bring him back into the system by 

reinstating him in a teaching post. 

199.2 In considering security action, the steps proposed were either to detain 

Goniwe without a hearing in terms of section 28 of the Internal Security 

Act 7 4 of 1982 or restrict his membership of UDF and other political 

organisations in terms of section 18; or a banning order in terms of 

sections 19 - 21 of the same Act. 

199.3 However, the implications of security action would be that the current 

unrest could escalate into large-scale riots causing leftist political 

interference and heightening the status of Goniwe. On the international 

front, it would offer additional ammunition to enemies of South Africa 

and lead to a greater status for Goniwe. 

199.4 In considering the option of his re-appointment as a teacher, it was 

pointed out that this would restrict his current influence and eventually 

neutralise his impact. If he is appointed and placed outside of Cradock, 
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it will cause a political backlash. If he were kept in Cradock, he could be 

controlled and disciplined according to the relevant teaching codes. 

199.5 After deliberation, it was recommended that he be reappointed in 

Cradock with no conditions attached to his appointment. 

"Security action that can be handled in court" 

200 In this same letter at point 40, under the heading "Optrede teen Goniwe 

meelopers" translated as "Steps against Goniwe followers", reads - "dit kan 

oorweeg word om meelopers van Goniwe - Mbulelo Goniwe en Fort Caiafa na 

die Direkteur vir Staatsveiligheid te verwys vir moontlike aanhouding of 

inperking", translated as "consideration can be given to referring followers of 

Goniwe - Mbulelo Goniwe and Fort Calata to the Director of State Security for 

possible detention or restriction". 

201 Point 41 of the document is headed "Beredenering van die opsies" translated 

as "explaining the options" or providing the reasons for them. Under this 

heading the following appears 

The reappointment of Goniwe to a teaching post does not ultimately 
preclude security action against him. This option can still be exercised 
(if it appears that Goniwe is not staying in his lane). Such security 
action can then be taken in a considered manner and must be of such 
a nature that the state's case can be successfully handled in 
court. 

(As translated, bold added) 

202 This in my view is a most curious statement. Detentions or other actions taken 

under the Internal Security Act or Emergency Regulations do not involve court 

proceedings as no charges are preferred and no appearances are necessary in 

court. Only a limited number of possible scenarios emerge. 
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202.1 It may have been in anticipation of legal challenges to the detentions, 

but Goniwe and his colleagues never legally challenged their previous 

detentions and there was no reason to think they would do so in this 

instance. 

202.2 It may have been in anticipation of a criminal trial, but the documents 

disclose no sign of the SB wishing to take this route. If this was the 

intention of the authorities it would have been spelt out in plain terms. 

Moreover, if there was evidence of criminal conduct, the SB would have 

wasted little time in prosecuting them to score a propaganda victory in 

the eyes of the public. 

202.3 This then leaves the last option, and in my view the most likely 

scenario, namely the option of killing them and then dealing with the 

court proceedings that would follow, namely the inquest proceedings. 

Indeed, inquest proceedings in those days were mostly a charade and 

stage managed to engineer a favourable outcome for the security 

forces. This scenario is entirely consistent with the "permanently 

remove" signal. 

202.4 So, the subsequent court proceedings would not have been of any 

concern to the planners. Indeed, this is precisely what happened. The 

police, presumably with the support of Stratcom, falsely claimed that 

AZAPO was behind the murders. The first inquest was successfully 

stage managed, and unknown persons were found to be responsible for 

the deaths. 
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State Security Council Meeting of 10 June 1985: Authority to the JMCs 

203 On 10 June 1985 the State Security Council met in Cape Town. This meeting 

was chaired by the then Minister of Transport Barend Jacobus Schoeman, 

although the minutes were signed and approved by PW Botha. The person who 

compiled the minutes is unknown. The minutes of this meeting are annexed 

hereto marked "LC31". 

203.1 This meeting was attended by, amongst others, FW de Klerk and 

Barend du Plessis. 

203.2 Adriaan Vlok reported that he had talks with various GBS chairpersons 

about GBS representatives not having the necessary orders or 

delegations to act on their own initiatives. He advised that a meeting 

would be arranged with GBS chairpersons in which Vlok would be 

present to discuss and deliberate the best actions. 

203.3 It appears that Vlok may have been obtaining authorisation from the 

SSC for the GBS level to act on their own initiative, and to do so with 

the general approval and authority of the SSC. This would have 

removed the need for a paper trail at the higher levels and permitted 

those at the top level to engage in plausible deniability of what 

happened at the lower levels. 

Post SSC meeting developments: Developing a smokescreen 

204 On 13 June 1985 a Top-Secret letter was sent from General Adamus Paulus 

Stemmet, Head of Branch Strategic Communication State Security of the SSVR 
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to Brigadier Geldenhuys. This letter is annexed hereto and marked "LC32". The 

signal issued the following directives: 

204.1 Goniwe's appointment must follow the normal procedure of 

advertisement, application, interview, and appointment. 

204.2 It will be expected of Goniwe to undergo the necessary orientation 

courses to catch up for the time missed. 

204.3 Goniwe must still be monitored regarding his UDF activities. The 

monitoring must be conducted with caution. 

204.4 Covert, restrictive measures should be looked at to control his extra­

mural activities more effectively or purposefully. 

204.5 The national press may be made aware of the appointment but no 

liaison with the local press must happen. 

204.6 All coordinating actions at local level must occur through the GBS. 

205 Given that the recommendation to murder Calata and the two Goniwes had 

already been made, it appears that the above letter was a parallel process 

aimed at providing a more legitimate and respectable paper trail. Alternatively, 

the final decision to kill them was only made at a later stage. 

206 Between 14 and 18 June 1985 an undated Secret memorandum was circulated 

by the Deputy Director of Community Communications to the Director: 

Personnel Management, Mr WA Smit, The Chief Director: Administrative 

Services, Mr JH Verwey, and the Deputy Director General, Mr J Nienaber of the 

Department of Education and Training. A copy of this memorandum is annexed 

90



91 

hereto marked "LC33". In this document the Deputy Director of Community 

Communications made certain recommendations which were then sent for 

approval to senior officials in the Education and Training Department. 

207 This memo deals with the reappointment of Goniwe. It does not disclose who 

the author was, but it was sent in the name of the Deputy Director of 

Community Communications of the Department of Education and Training to 

the Department of Education Personnel Service. Curiously at paragraph 5.2 it 

says, "we as an education department are not a political instrumenf' . This 

memorandum disclosed the following: 

207 .1 Goniwe's reappointment was discussed at a GBS meeting chaired by 

Adriaan Vlok on 6 June 1985. An appointment was recommended on 13 

June 1985. The person who recommended this re-appointment is not 

disclosed. An assurance was given to the Cradock community that 

Goniwe would be re-appointed and Goniwe expressed an interest in 

being reappointed. 

207 .2 The problem statement in this note was that Goniwe was a full-time 

Rural Organiser for the UDF and was able to devote his attention to 

political activities. It was necessary to re-channel his energy into 

activities which will not allow him to exercise his political activities on a 

large scale. 

207.3 The proposed solution was to reappoint him as a teacher at a school 

that was in a chaotic condition which will force him to devote all his time 

to the school and his work. The benefit, it was recorded, would be that 
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the community would see his reappointment as a correction of a 

previous injustice of him being requested to transfer to Graaff Reinet. 

207.4 At the end of this memo, the following recommendations were made. 

207.4.1 On 18 June 1985 the Director: Personnel Management, Mr 

WA Smit, made the following recommendation: 

"If we reappoint Mr Goniwe, we should prepare to also 
consider the reappointment of many others with leftist 
political tendencies favourably if they should apply. I have 
understanding for the current thoughts, especially with 
the aim of normalising the situation. If it is the only way, I 
would rather propose that he not be appointed on a trial 
basis but in a temporary capacity. He could maintain a 
low profile for 12 months and wait until his trial period is 
confirmed and could then start with his problems again 
which will severely complicate action against him." (Page 
3) 

207.4.2 On the same day, 18 June 1985, the memorandum together 

with Mr WA Smit's recommendation was sent to the Chief 

Director: Administrative Services, Mr J H Verwey. He made 

the following recommendation: 

"If it is decided to appoint Mr Goniwe, I am also of the 
opinion that it should rather happen in a temporary 
capacity and if it is possible also not in an acting capacity 
of principal." (Page 3) 

207.4.3 The memorandum and Verwey's recommendation were then 

sent to the Deputy Director General, Mr J Nienaber, who 

recommended: 

"That Mr Goniwe be appointed in a temporary capacity as 
acting principal of Sam Xhallie School with effect from a 
date as determined by the Chief Director, flowing from 
local circumstances." (Page 3) 
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207.5 After these comments, the matter was referred to the Director General. 

However, by the time the recommendation was placed before the 

Director General of the Department of Education and Training, on 3 July 

1985, it was noted that Goniwe was reported as dead: 

"This matter is under consideration of Ministries; it was 
discussed again with the Deputy Minister on Friday 28. 6. 85. No 
finality at that stage was received. Received report of burnt out 
vehicle on Saturday 29. 6. 85. On 3. 7. 85 received a report of the 
death of Mr Goniwe and Calata." (Page 4) 

207.6 It is quite apparent in my view that the aforesaid deliberations with the 

Department of Education and Training (DET) was a parallel process, 

aimed at going through the motions, for the purpose of masking the real 

and already decided action to be taken against the Cradock Four. It is 

possible that the DET officials were entirely in the dark as to the real 

plans in respect of Goniwe. 

208 Finally, a top-secret memorandum was sent on 25 June 1985 from the 

Commissioner of the South African Police, PJ Coetzee, to the Minister of Law 

and Order, L Le Grange. The memorandum was titled "Proposed Action 

Against Matthew Goniwe, Black man, Educator, CradocK' (LC19 above). This 

top-secret memorandum was approved by Minister Le Grange (at the bottom of 

page 6) on 6 July 1985, some 10 days after the murders. 

209 The purpose of this document was to consider how to restrict Goniwe's anti­

authority actions (para 10) and considers the options between a conditional re­

appointment as teacher and a group 8-banning (para 21 ). This document 

explains the different levels of banning in paragraph 11.5. The options were 

spelled out as follows: 
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209.1 A "C-banning" which will restrict him to a specified area but will provide 

him with reasonable freedom therein. 

209.2 A "B-banning" which will restrict his movement in that he may not be 

absent from home between 19h00 and 06h00; and 

209.3 An "A-banning" which basically entails round the clock house-arrest. 

210 Finally, the document concludes in somewhat prophetic manner: 

"In conclusion, it should also be pointed out that whatever the type of 
action against GONIWE, it will evoke huge criticism, foreign as well as 
domestic, in the light of his fame which he has already obtained." 
(Paras 22 and 23) 

211 It is likely that this document, amongst others, was produced as part of a 

smokescreen to suggest that the State was still deliberating what to do with 

Goniwe when AZAPO murdered him. In reality, the state security system had 

already taken a decision to murder him and the cover story concocted. 

Unpacking the smokescreen 

212 The transcript of the application for amnesty of Captain Jaap van Jaarsveld 

(application number AM3761/96 and decision number AC/2001/76) discloses 

how the apartheid state's security apparatus often used disinformation and 

propaganda to create smokescreens to mask what was really happening. Van 

Jaarsveld's testimony before the Amnesty Committee is annexed hereto 

marked "LC34", which is day two's hearing and "LC35" is day three's hearing. 

213 it is apparent that there were two processes occurring at the same time: 
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213.1 The first being the official security meetings where the appointment, re­

appointment, and dismissal of Goniwe were discussed. 

213.2 The second being covert, off-the-record, meetings and discussions 

couched in ambiguous language or code. Indeed, van Jaarsveld made 

mention of such language in his testimony before the TRC: 

MR BOO YENS: Thank you Mr Chairman. Mr Van Jaarsveld we've just 
talked about the general phraseology that was used. I've already said 
to you that the term "make a plan" as it appears in Snyman 's Affidavit, 
is that a/so a term that was used. Did this "make a plan" in some 
instances mean to kill? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: Mr Chairman, yes like I've said it was a 
terminology, the language in which it was conveyed and the 
interpretation in the security society was what we are dealing with 
today. 

(Page 5, Van Jaarsveld Testimony Transcript of Application for 
Amnesty, 3 June 1998, Day 3) 

214 During the hearing for his application for amnesty at the TRC, van Jaarsveld 

was questioned by George Bizos SC, representing the families of the Cradock 

4, about how the state security system worked. He replied: 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: Chairperson, the communication structure of 
the National Security Council worked in a dual fashion. Firstly any 
action in terms of Government strategy within the [Joint Management 
Committee] and [the Joint Management Committees] organs or the 
joint operational centres and so forth would be controlled by State 
departments from which it would move via the structures of the [Joint 
Management Committee] to the State Security Council Branches, but 
those connected to the Management System on local level would also 
send this information to the other Security Offices. (Van Jaarsveld 
Testimony, Transcript of Application for Amnesty, 2 June 1998, Day 2 
pages 4 and 5.) 
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215 Later in van Jaarsveld's testimony, Adv Denzil Potgieter, a member of the 

Amnesty Committee, enquired into the connection between this official process 

and the signal to eliminate Goniwe. 

''.ADV POTG/ETER: You see the document we've got here that reports 
back from the work committee says that there was input from the 
[Eastern Cape Joint Management Structure/Committee] and then they 
made a recommendation, it was a recommendation that Mr Goniwe 
must not be killed but that the solution is that he must be reappointed. 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: Yes Mr Chairperson where people said that he 
must be reappointed I can just come back to what we talked about 
earlier on and disinformation, governments, propaganda, it could have 
been the decision that to kill Goniwe had already been taken and that 
they went through the steps as a smoke screen, as a disinformation 
propaganda process saying that the government has got nothing to do 
with it. 

ADV POTGIETER: Including Mr Vlok? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: I cannot say if Mr Vlok was there or not. 

CHAIRPERSON: No he's on a committee here that appointed a work 
committee and your suggestion is that that whole operation to appoint 
this work team to decide on what must happen to Mr Goniwe regarding 
his work as a teacher and that it is a smoke screen. The suggestion is 
that Mr Vlok then was part of that smoke screen and he knew what was 
going to happen? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: Well then he knew what was going to happen, 
but you summed it up very well, it was a suggestion of mine and 
nothing else." 

(Transcript of Application for Amnesty, 3 June 1998, Day 3 at page 14) 

216 Earlier in his evidence, Van Jaarsveld expanded on the notion of disinformation 

and propaganda. He explained it as: 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: Disinformation, depending upon what the 
objective of it would be, sometimes it would be operated to firstly create 
confusion in the public, to create a situation within which one could 
accomplish certain things. It could be used among your own peers in 
order to create certain impressions or misimpressions. It had a whole 
spectrum of uses. 
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ADV BOSMAN: The question is actually what the appearance of it 
would be within the system. Was it used for the purposes of creating 
impressions within the public or within the system? Did you have any 
experience of that? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: In that case, within the branch of Strategic 
Communication it was aimed essentially outward, either to conceal or 
to camouflage that which the government was doing or to create a 
certain situation within which the government could do certain things. 

(Van Jaarsveld Testimony, 3 June 1998, Day 3 at page 7) 

217 My view that much of the correspondence described above constitutes a 

smokescreen is reinforced by the following: 

217.1 Snyman, in his application for amnesty to the TRC (annexure LC17 

above), at pages 6 - 7 of his affidavit, states that he was approached 

by Le Grange during an adjournment of a 1985 meeting in Cradock 

asking him to do what was in the best interests of his country in respect 

of Goniwe. He stated that he understood this to mean that Goniwe must 

be killed. 

217.2 It is recorded in the judgment of the second inquest that Colonel 

Lourens du Plessis testified that the signal was a recommendation to 

murder. At pages 79 to 89 Judge Zietsman finds that the signal dated 

7th June 1985 was sent with the intention to eliminate the persons 

mentioned in the signal. Judge Zietsman also found that the evidence of 

Colonel Lourens Du Plessis in the judgement was that he understood 

the instruction in the signal to mean "kill". Judge Zietsman noted at 

page 42 of his judgment: 

"He stated that the words "kill" or "murder" were never used in 
such signals but that it was well understood in army circles that 
to propose that someone ''permanent uit die samelewing 
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verwyder word" was a proposal that the person be "eliminated" 
i.e. killed." 

217.3 Three days after the 'permanent removal' signal was sent to Major 

General Van Rensburg, Vlok sought authorisation from the SSC for the 

GBS level to act on their own initiative, and to do so with the general 

approval and authority of the SSC. 

217.4 Snyman then authorised Van Zyl and Du Plessis, who then carried out 

the operation with their accomplices (Van Zyl's application for amnesty, 

para 8, LC16 above). 

217.5 Perhaps most telling, was the release of a fabricated story by the police 

blaming the killings on AZAPO (para 9 of Van Zyl's application for 

amnesty) to deflect blame from the government and further promote 

Stratcom's black-on-black violence narrative. Nicolaas Janse van 

Ransburg stated the following in his testimony before the TRC at page 

66, a copy of which is annexed hereto marked "LC36": 

MR BIZOS: All people? But now this was touched upon by a 
member of the panel yesterday and I want to develop it with 
you. 
You planned and committed these murders, correct? 
MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: yes. 
MR BIZOS: You gave out and pretended that AZAPO was 
responsible for it? 
MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes, people could have 
regarded it like that. 
MR BIZOS: You said AZAPO did it? 
MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes. 

217.6 If the murders of the Cradock Four were not authorised at the highest 

level as part of a planned operation, then there would have been no 

need to fabricate a cover story involving AZAPO. Moreover, those who 
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had brazenly defied superior orders would have been disciplined and 

held to account. This naturally did not happen because it was in fact an 

authorised operation which had been given direct or tacit approval from 

the very top, the SSC itself. 

217.7 Not only was nobody disciplined or charged, but key role players behind 

the murders were handsomely rewarded. By way of example, Brigadier 

Joffel Van der Westhuizen was subsequently promoted to Major 

General and then to Lieutenant General, the second highest rank in the 

SADF. Lieutenant Colonel Nicholas Jacobus Janse Van Rensburg was 

promoted up the ranks and retired as a Major General, the third highest 

rank in the SAP. 

THE UNCONSTITUTIONAL SUPPRESSION OF THE TRC CASES 

218 The bulk of the evidence, information and leads set out above has been 

available since the early 1990s. Notwithstanding the findings of the Zietsman 

Inquest and the TRC, and the denial of amnesty to most of the perpetrators, the 

post-apartheid state has failed to pursue justice in the Cradock Four case, as 

well as hundreds of other cases referred by the TRC to the NPA. Thirty-six 

years after the murders and 27 years after the Zietsman Commission we are 

still waiting for justice. 

219 Contrary to the claim by the African National Congress that the Cradock Four 

and other TRC cases "simply fell through the cracks" it is now apparent that the 

cases were deliberately suppressed following a plan hatched at the highest 
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levels of government and across multiple departments. This is the real 

explanation for the delay. It stands as a deep betrayal of those who laid down 

their lives for freedom in South Africa, including my father and his comrades. 

220 The suppression of the TRC cases was mainly exposed in the matters of 

Nkadimeng v. the National Director of Public Prosecutions and Others (T.P.D. 

Case No. 3554/2015), Gauteng Division of the High Court of South Africa 

("Nkadimeng") and Rodrigues v National Director of Public Prosecutions of 

South Africa and Others [2019] 3 All SA 962 (GJ) ("Rodrigues"). The overview 

provided in this section is largely drawn from the papers filed in those matters. 

In order not to burden this application those papers are not annexed but can be 

supplied on request. 

221 The statutory design of South Africa's transition anticipated that those 

perpetrators who were denied amnesty or did not apply for amnesty would face 

justice. Indeed, the TRC recommended that the NPA adopt a "bold prosecution 

policy" in relation to those not amnestied (TRC Final Report, Vol 6, Sect 5, Ch 1 

at para 24 ). A list comprising several hundred such cases was handed by the 

TRC to the NPA for this purpose. Most of these cases dealt with murders and 

massacres. 

222 In terms of a directive issued in 1999 by the then NDPP, the TRC cases were 

transferred from the then Directorate of Special Operations (DSC), and from 

the various offices of the Directors of Public Prosecutions (OPP) and the SAPS 

to the office of the NDPP. 

223 In 1999, a working group called the Human Rights Investigative Unit (HRIU) 

was established within the NPA by the then NDPP, Adv Bulelani Ngcuka, on 
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the initiative of the then Minister of Justice, Dullah Omar. The head of the Unit 

was Adv Vincent Saldanha. It was mandated to review, investigate, and 

prosecute cases in which perpetrators had been denied amnesty or in which 

perpetrators had not applied for amnesty. The HRIU continued operations until 

2000, however it instituted no prosecutions. 

224 In 2000, the dockets held by the HRIU were transferred to the DSO, more 

widely known as the Scorpions. An entity was established within the DSO to 

handle the TRC cases known as the Special National Projects Unit (SNPU), 

which was headed by Adv Chris Macadam. The SNPU operated until 2003, but 

it too instituted no prosecutions. 

225 On 24 March 2003, Adv Anton Ackermann SC was appointed under a 

presidential proclamation to head up the newly established Priority Crimes 

Litigation Unit (PCLU). In May 2003 NDPP Ngcuka, decided that all TRC­

related cases, in which amnesty had not been awarded were 'priority crimes' in 

terms of the PCLU proclamation. This resulted in more than 400 investigation 

dockets being transferred to the PCLU. 

226 To date I am only aware of 4 indictments that were issued in respect of the 

TRC cases in the last 20 years. Two of these indictments, in respect of the 

Nokuthula Simelane and Ahmed Timol cases, were only issued because of 

considerable efforts taken by the families and their legal representatives. Aside 

from a plea bargain in respect of the Rev. Frank Chikane poisoning case, I am 

not aware of any trial proceeding in relation to any of the TRC cases. 

227 As early as 2004, the government took steps to shut down apartheid-era 

prosecutions. According to an undated secret 2004 report, an "Amnesty Task 
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Team", a multi-departmental team appointed was appointed in early 2004 by 

the government's Director-General's Forum to address "the absence of any 

guarantee that alleged offenders will not be prosecuted'. A copy of this report 

is annexed hereto marked "LC37". It proposed certain measures to shield 

perpetrators from justice including the creation of a 'back door' amnesty 

through the amendment of the NPA's Prosecution Policy; and the setting up of 

a Special Dispensation for Political Pardons to assist those who did not benefit 

from the TRC's amnesty. Both initiatives were stopped in the courts. My 

mother and the other wives of the Cradock Four were applicants in the case to 

set aside amendments to the Prosecution Policy (Nkadimeng and Others v 

National Director of Public Prosecutions and Others (32709/07) [2008] 

ZAGPHC 422). The Special Dispensation for Political Pardons was declared 

unconstitutional in A/butt v Centre for the Study of Violence and Reconciliation 

and Others 2010 (3) SA 293 (CC). 

228 The suppression of the prosecution of the TRC cases was brought into sharp 

light in 2015 in the Nkadimeng matter. In this case, the family of Nokuthula 

Simelane sought a court order compelling the NPA to decide whether to refer 

the disappearance and murder of Nokuthula Simelane in 1983 to a formal 

inquest before the High Court, alternatively compelling the NPA to take a 

prosecutorial decision. The filing of these papers resulted in an indictment 

being issued against former SB members in early 2016. 

229 The supporting affidavits of Adv Vusumzi Pikoli, former NDPP ("Pikoli"), and 

Adv Anton Ackermann SC, former Special Director of Public Prosecutions in 

the Office of the NDPP and former head of the PCLU ("Ackermann"), disclosed 

considerable evidence of political interference in the prosecution of the TRC 
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cases by various cabinet ministers and senior officials in the SAPS. An 

example is a letter addressed to Pikoli from former Justice Minister Bridgit 

Mabandla ("Mabandla") dated 8 February 2007 in which she made it clear that 

she expected Pikoli not to proceed with apartheid-era prosecutions. A copy of 

this letter is annexed hereto marked "LC38". It also became clear that Pikoli 

was expected to clear his prosecutorial decisions in respect of the TRC cases 

with other government functionaries outside the NPA, before proceeding. In 

addition, the affidavits disclosed a possible reason for the interference, namely 

a desire to prevent the prosecution of ANC members. 

230 Pikoli revealed how he was pressured by politicians and other functionaries to 

drop the TRC cases. His affidavit attached a secret memorandum which he 

addressed to Mabandla on 15 February 2007, a week after receiving her letter. 

A copy of this memorandum is annexed hereto marked "LC39". The 

memorandum speaks for itself. I emphasize, in particular, paragraphs 5.2 and 

5.3 of the conclusion to the memorandum: 

I have now reached a point, where I honestly believe that there is 
improper interference with my work and that I am hindered and/or 
obstructed from carrying out my functions on this particular matter. 
Legally I have reached a dead end. 

It would appear that there is a general expectation on the part of the 
Department of Justice and Constitutional Development, SAPS and NIA 
that there will be no prosecutions and that I must play along. My 
conscience and oath of office that I took, does not allow that. 

231 In September 2007, Pikoli was suspended from office by President Mbeki. One 

of the reasons for his suspension was his insistence on proceeding with some 

of the TRC cases. Shortly thereafter, Ackermann was relieved of his duties in 
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relation to the TRC cases with immediate effect by Adv. Mokotedi Mpshe, then 

acting NDPP. 

232 The political interference was again highlighted as a reason for the long delay 

in initiating a prosecution against Joao Rodrigues for the murder of Ahmed 

Timol in 1971 in the Rodrigues matter. Rodrigues sought a permanent stay of 

prosecution in respect of this murder charge. The political interference was 

eventually admitted by the NPA in 2019 in a supplementary affidavit made by 

State Advocate Jacobus Pretorius in the Rodrigues matter. Adv Pretorius laid 

the blame for the political interference at the door of the Executive and claimed 

that the NPA could not be held responsible for succumbing to the political 

interference. Further details of the political interference were provided in a 

supporting affidavit by Adv Chris Macadam, Senior Deputy Director of Public 

Prosecutions in the PCLU. 

233 In its judgment, the full bench of the High Court concluded that between "2003 

and 2017 all investigations into TRC cases and other crimes of the past were 

stopped as a result of an executive decision taken at a high level that purported 

to interfere with the National Prosecuting Authority's prosecutorial decision 

making." The Court expressed its dismay at the political interference and 

dismissed the NPA's attempt to portray itself as a victim and directed that those 

complicit should be brought to the NDPP's attention for action. The Court also 

directed that the Executive and NPA provide a public assurance that such 

interference will never occur again and called on them to specifically indicate 

what measures will be put in place to prevent such recurrence. In my respectful 

view, nothing less than a comprehensive, open and public inquiry is required to 
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get to the bottom of the political interference that resulted in the suppression of 

hundreds of murder cases from the apartheid-era. 

234 The Supreme Court of Appeal, which in Rodrigues v The National Director of 

Public Prosecutions and Others (1186/2019) [2021] ZASCA 87 (21 June 2021), 

dismissed Rodrigues's bid for a permanent stay of prosecution, said at 

paragraph 26 of its judgment that it was "perplexing and inexplicable" why 

these cases were suppressed: 

" ... the Executive adopted a policy position conceded by the State 
parties that TRC cases would not be prosecuted. It is perplexing and 
inexplicable why such a stance was taken both in the light of the work 
and report of the TRC advocating a bold prosecutions policy, the 
guarantee of the prosecutorial independence of the NPA, its 
constitutional obligation to prosecute crimes and the interests of the 
victims and survivors of those crimes." 

235 Between 2019 and 2021 the former TRC Commissioners and families of 

apartheid-era crime victims have called on the President no less than 4 times to 

appoint a commission of inquiry into the mass denial of justice in several 

hundred murder cases. These pleas have been ignored. 

236 Following the non-response from the President in 2019, I requested the Judicial 

Commission of Inquiry into Allegations of State Capture to inquire into the 

capture of state institutions meant to pursue justice in respect of the TRC 

cases. That commission questioned whether the issue fell within their terms of 

reference and was not able to take the matter further. 

237 These machinations then explain the inaction of the SAPS and NPA in the 

decades that followed the winding up of the TRC. I am concerned that the 

SAPS and NPA may still be in the grip of past forces that suppressed the TRC 

cases. I cannot think of other reasons to explain the ongoing inability or 
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paralysis within the SAPS and NPA which prevents progress after so many 

years. 

238 In this regard, I am advised that in the few cases that have been pursued by the 

NPA and SAPS so far, namely the issuing of an indictment in the murder case 

of Nokuthula Simelane and the decisions to reopen the inquests into the deaths 

of Ahmed Timol, Neil Aggett and Hoosen Haffejee, lawyers representing the 

families had to threaten litigation or file papers in court seeking to compel the 

authorities to do their jobs. In the circumstances, the applicants in this case 

also have little choice but to approach the courts in order to prompt action on 

the part of the NPA and SAPS. 

239 I fear that an unofficial strategy may be in place to drag out cases like the 

Cradock Four for as long possible to permit as many key suspects and 

witnesses to die and escape justice. 

240 I am advised that prosecutors are required to conduct themselves 

independently, objectively, and professionally. These requirements are 

imposed both by law and the Constitution: 

240.1 Section 179(2) of the Constitution vests exclusive power in the NPA to 

institute criminal proceedings on behalf of the state. In other words, no 

other person or body may make decisions whether to prosecute or not. 

240.2 Section 179(4) of the Constitution enjoins the prosecuting authority to 

exercise its functions without fear, favour or prejudice and requires the 

enactment of legislation to give effect to this requirement. 

240.3 Section 32(1 )(a) of the NPA Act requires that: 
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"A member of the prosecuting authority shall serve impartially 
and exercise, carry out or perform his or her powers, duties and 
functions in good faith and without fear, favour or prejudice and 
subject only to the Constitution and the law." 

240.4 Section 32(1 )(b) of the NPA Act requires that: 

"Subject to the Constitution and this Act, no organ of state and 
no member or employee of an organ of state nor any other 
person shall improperly interfere with, hinder or obstruct 
the prosecuting authority or any member thereof in the 
exercise, carrying out or performance of its, his or her powers, 
duties and functions." (Emphasis added) 

240.5 Section 32(2)(a) of the NPA Act requires prosecutors to take an oath or 

make an affirmation that they will: 

" ... uphold and protect the Constitution and the fundamental 
rights entrenched therein and enforce the Law of the Republic 
without fear, favour or prejudice and, as the circumstances of 
any particular case may require, in accordance with the 
Constitution and the Law'. 

241 These provisions provide constitutional and statutory guarantees of 

independence to the NPA. In allowing others to impose their will on the 

authority to stop prosecutions that otherwise would have been pursued, every 

constitutional and statutory requirement mentioned above was violated by the 

NPA and its senior staff members involved in the abandoning of the TRC 

cases. 

242 The aforesaid conduct of prosecutors brazenly favoured political elites and 

perpetrators of apartheid era crimes and severely prejudiced the interests of 

victims, their families and communities. 
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243 The suppression of the TRC cases also amounted to a grave violation of the 

rule of law itself, enshrined as a founding value in section 1 (c) of our 

Constitution. It has done incalculable damage to the project of truth, 

reconciliation and justice that our democracy was predicated upon and denied 

closure and healing to the affected families and the nation. 

244 But for the unconstitutional executive interference in the decision making 

processes of the NPA, it is safe to assume that a final decision as to what 

prosecutions to institute in relation to the murder of the Cradock Four could 

have been taken over a decade ago. 

PRIVATE INVESTIGATIONS AND EFFORTS TO SECURE JUSTICE 

245 Following the outcome of the Inquest into the death in detention of Ahmed 

Timol in late 2017, in which the Security Branch was held responsible for 

murdering Timol, I approached the Foundation for Human Rights (FHR) during 

2018 to take up my father's case. 

246 The FHR's TRC Unfinished Business Unit put together a team in involving 

attorneys from the Pro Bono and Human Rights Team at Cliffe Dekker Hofmeyr 

(CDH), pro bona advocates and a private investigator, Retired Brigadier Clifford 

Marion ("Marion"). 

247 Extensive investigations were carried out by Marion including the compiling of 

documentation, a project plan, task lists, and identification and tracing of 

witnesses and suspects. Through the research of Marion and tracing agents 

(instructed by FHR) the status of several potential suspects or those who have 
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a legal interest in these proceedings were established. Fourteen living persons 

were traced. The deceased status of some 21 persons were confirmed. 

Fourteen persons could not be traced. 

248 All this information was handed over to the assigned investigators and 

prosecutors. Notwithstanding this considerable support I am advised that the 

investigation is still not complete and that prosecutors are no closer to making a 

decision. 

249 I will not disclose the substance of the investigations carried out or the 

substance of the interactions held with police detectives and prosecutors as I 

am advised this may prejudice a possible future prosecution. However, I will 

set out below an overview of these interactions and highlight certain 

developments. 

250 I annex hereto marked "LC40" a chronology of interactions and 

correspondence between my attorneys and Brigadier Marion on the one hand 

and the prosecutors and police investigators on the other hand. This 

chronology reflects more than 140 interactions between 20 July 2019 and 2 

July 2021. The vast bulk of these interactions consist of communications to the 

authorities from the FHR's private investigator providing information, 

documents and leads aimed at supporting and enabling the investigation. In 

this regard I attach the confirmatory affidavit of Clifford Marion annexed hereto 

marked "LC1 ", and the confirmatory affidavits of Timothy Smit ("Smit") and 

Timothy Fletcher ("Fletcher"), my instructing attorneys at CDH are annexed 

hereto marked "LC41" and "LC42" respectively. 
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251 On 20 July 2019 Brig Marion was advised by Adv Chris Macadam ("Adv 

Macadam") of the NPA that the Cradock Four docket Swartskop CR 

13/07/1985 was missing. On 13 August 2019, the legal team comprising 

counsel, CDH attorneys, representatives of the FHR and Retired Brigadier 

Clifford Marion met with the NDPP Shamila Batohi, and members of her team, 

including Adv Macadam to discuss the progress with respect to the TRC cases. 

One of the cases discussed was the Cradock Four matter. When asked about 

the missing dockets in relation to TRC cases, Adv Macadam responded that he 

was in the process of reconstructing the Cradock Four docket and that there 

were no documents that were in the docket that could not be reconstructed. 

252 On 15 August 2019 Brig Marion contacted Captain Masegela, the former 

investigating officer who was now retired. Masegela informed him that a fully 

investigated docket was handed over to Advocate Macadam. He said that 

some 11 years of investigation had gone into the docket when it was handed to 

Advocate Macadam. 

253 On 30 August 2019, Marion shared with Macadam 12 parts of the TRC records 

which included the minute of a confession of the late Eric Taylor, one of the 

killers on the scene. Once we were advised that Colonel Makua was the new 

investigating officer Marion provided him with all the information and leads in 

his possession on 7 April 2020 to assist him to compile a new docket. 

254 In response to queries made by my attorneys to Macadam he advised on 23 

April 2020 that a decision in the Cradock Four matter could only be made once 

the investigations in other TRC cases such as the PEPCO 3, Motherwell 

bombing and Mthimkulu cases had been finalised. 
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255 On 8 May 2020, my attorneys at CDH wrote to the NPA objecting to the need to 

finalize other investigations first and demanded that a prosecutorial decision be 

made in the Cradock Four case by 10 July 2020, failing which they would 

commence steps to launch legal proceedings to compel a decision. This letter 

is annexed hereto and marked "LC43". 

256 On 2 June 2020 Brig Marion requested a meeting with Colonel Makua and the 

new investigation team to brief them and take them through the chronology and 

documentation, which meeting took place on 23 June 2020. On 18 June 2020 

FHR created an electronic folder with all the evidence gathered in the matter to 

date and shared it with the SAPS and the NPA. 

257 On 22 June 2020 CDH attorneys addressed a letter to the Deputy National 

Director of Public Prosecutions, Adv R De Kock and Acting OPP Adv Sakata 

requesting dates for a meeting and requesting a response regarding the 

decision to prosecute by 10 July 2020, failing which proceedings would be 

launched in the High Court to compel a decision. A copy of this letter is 

annexed hereto marked "LC44". 

258 On 24 June 2020, Attorney Smit of CDH, received a call from Adv Livingstone 

Sakata (Acting OPP: Eastern Cape Division) who advised him that he 

personally wished to get involved in this case to expedite it. On 25 June 2020 

Brig Marion emailed all evidence, and information in his possession to Adv 

Sakata and his team, as well as the new investigation team. 

259 On 6 August 2020 a video conference was attended by me, my legal team, 

FHR representatives and Adv Sakata, Adv Ackerman, Brigadier Maqashalala, 

Colonel Makau, Colonel Ripa and the investigation team. During this meeting 
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my legal team presented an overview of the case in a PowerPoint presentation. 

Adv Sakata mentioned that would have to wait for a fully investigated docket 

before he and the NPA could apply their minds and make a decision. 

260 On 11 August 2020 Colonel Ripa approached Brig Marion for further assistance 

in reconstructing the docket. Brigadier Marion advised him and the 

investigation team where original documents relating to the case could be 

uplifted and requested them to do so. 

261 I am advised by my legal representatives that they did not approach the High 

Court following the 10 July 2020 deadline, as it appeared that the investigators 

and prosecutors were turning over a new leaf and it was decided to permit them 

more time. As appears from the Schedule of Interactions (LC40) my private 

investigator and attorneys have made huge efforts to facilitate the investigation, 

to no avail. More than a year later we appear to be no closer to finality. 

262 On 3 and 4 June 2021, Brig Marion briefed the new DPCI investigative team led 

by Colonel Ripa on the Cradock 4 matter. Marion noted from the meeting that 

very little progress had been made in relation to the investigation 

The Missing Docket Investigation 

263 On 12 September 2019, my legal team, consisting of, inter alia, Smit and 

Fletcher of CDH, met with Adv Macadam and other NPA colleagues at the 

NPA's offices (VGM Building, 123 Westlake Avenue, Weavind Park, Silverton, 

South Africa). During this meeting, Adv Macadam advised that he did not know 

what the status of the docket was, but that it was the subject of an anti-
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corruption unit investigation as the docket had been removed from the NPA's 

offices and could not be located. 

264 On the morning of 1 April 2020, the investigating officer, Colonel Makua, called 

my mother and shared some "bad news" in relation to the investigation. As my 

mother was emotional, I called Colonel Makua who confirmed that the original 

case docket was missing. 

265 He advised me that he and Captain Hatton had approached Adv Macadam at 

the NPA who advised him that the docket had been handed over to someone 

who claimed to have been sent by Adv Nomgcobo Jiba (former acting head of 

the NPA). Macadam could not provide any further details on the person who 

collected the docket. 

266 Colonel Makua indicated to me that he was deeply troubled at what was 

happening with the investigation. He said to me that he did not believe that the 

docket went missing accidently and he was concerned that powerful forces 

were protecting the suspects, in particular the high-ranking suspects. 

267 Colonel Makua advised me to take up the theft of the docket at the highest 

levels. The implications of what I heard left me furious. As I had suspected all 

along, there was no credible official investigation taking place and it was clear 

that elements with the criminal justice system were still taking steps to suppress 

truth and justice. 

268 To further compound my suspicions, Adv Macadam disclosed in a letter dated 

20 April 2020, a copy of which is attached marked "LC45". In this letter Adv 

Macadam stated that "efforts were made through the Head of the Prosecution 

Service to locate the missing docket as it was called for by a previous 
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incumbent of this office", but that those efforts had "failed to locate the docket'. 

The previous incumbent referred to was Adv Nomgcobo Jiba. 

269 In a letter to the NPA dated 23 April 2020, a copy of which is attached marked 

"LC46", Brigadier N Xaba, the Section Head: Crimes against the State of the 

Directorate for Priority Crimes, also recorded that the "docket was reported 

missing in the offices of the National Prosecuting Authority''. 

270 On 1 June 2020 I called the former investigating officer, Captain Masegela. He 

was very angry about the missing docket as he believed he had compiled 

sufficient evidence for some prosecutions to proceed. 

270.1 One statement he made struck me as particularly telling. He said that 

""the prosecutors failed him". When I enquired what he meant by this, 

he said every time he sent dockets through to the NPA, for a decision or 

for guidance, they would take ages to come back to him, if they did at 

all. 

270.2 Captain Masegela added that he never felt supported by the NPA or his 

own superiors in the Directorate for Priority Crime Investigation (DPCI) 

regarding the TRC cases. Indeed, he stated that the NPA has no 

interest at all in prosecuting the TRC cases. 

270.3 He advised that he was sent by Adv Macadam to Cradock to update my 

mother, Nomonde, the late Mrs Goniwe and Alex Goniwe, Matthew's 

brother, about the state of the investigation a few years back. He said 

that that the encounter made him feel terrible as he was aware that the 

NPA and SAPS had little or no intention of fulfilling their promises to the 

families. 
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271 Following several communications from CDH to the NDPP regarding the status 

of the original docket and the theft investigation without any meaningful 

response, I was left with no alternative but to open a criminal complaint of theft 

in relation to the disappearance of the Cradock Four docket. My attorneys' 

communications into the missing docket are contained in the attached letters 

dated 5 September 2019, 20 April 2020 and 13 August 2020. The CDH letter of 

5 September 2019 is attached marked "LC47", the letter of 20 April 2020 is 

annexed marked "LC48" and the letter of 13 August 2020 is annexed marked 

"LC49". 

272 On 11 September 2020 I attended the Cape Town Central police station to 

open a criminal complaint of theft in relation to the disappearance of the 

Cradock Four docket. I was told that I should report the case in Silverton, 

Pretoria as it would take two months to transfer the docket. This suggestion 

was made to me notwithstanding SAPS National Instructions 3 of 2011, which 

allows a complainant to report a criminal case anywhere in the RSA and that 

complainants must not be referred elsewhere or refuse to open a criminal case. 

273 On 1 October 2020, Leigh Watson ("Watson") of CDH attended at the Silverton 

Police Station to open a criminal complaint of theft in relation to the 

disappearance of the Cradock Four docket. Watson was instructed by the 

officers on duty at the Silverton Police Station that -

273.1 a complaint must be lodged with the Independent Police Investigative 

Directorate of South Africa to investigate the missing docket because 

the docket had gone missing at the NPA offices; and 
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273.2 correspondence must be addressed to the new NDPP in which 

reference must be made to the fact that the docket went missing after 

being called for by Adv Jiba, and that she should provide a case 

number where the NDPP had reported that the docket went missing. 

27 4 Watson was not allowed to open a criminal complaint of theft in relation to the 

disappearance of the Cradock Four docket at the Silverton Police Station on 1 

October 2020. 

275 On 4 October 2020, my instructing attorneys wrote a letter to the Minister of 

Police and National Commissioner of the Police seeking intervention after the 

numerous attempts to initiate criminal investigations into the missing docket 

had failed. A copy of this letter is attached marked "LCSO". 

276 On 23 October 2020, the DPCI responded to CDH's letter of 4 October 2020 to 

confirm that -

276.1 a criminal case was opened for defeating the ends of justice and theft of 

a docket as per Silverton CAS 88/10/2020 on 1 October 2020; and 

276.2 the case will be investigated by the Provincial Investigating Unit of 

Johannesburg. 

A copy of the letter is attached marked "LC51 ". 

277 On 18 March 2021, Fletcher of CDH addressed an email to General Ledwaba 

to follow up the status of the investigation, as no response or update had been 

received following receipt of the DPCl's letter of 23 October 2020. 
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278 On 26 March 2021, Major General N Xaba responded to CDH's email of 18 

March 2021 to advise that -

278.1 the case number relating to the matter was reported as Silverton CAS 

86/10/2020; 

278.2 the matter was being investigated by the Gauteng Provincial 

Investigation Unit under the command of Brigadier CE Lauw; and 

278.3 CDH should follow up with Brigadier CE Lauw for an update regarding 

the progress of the investigation. 

A copy of this letter is attached marked "LC52". 

279 On 18 May 2021, Fletcher addressed an email to Brigadier Lauw to enquire as 

to the state of the investigation. A copy of Fletcher's email is attached as 

"LC53". 

280 In response to Fletcher's email, on 19 May 2021, Brigadier Louw addressed an 

email to a Colonel De Jager requesting him to give the investigation some 

attention. The assumption to be drawn from this email is that the investigation 

was not receiving due attention. A copy of this email is attached marked 

"LC54". 

281 CDH has yet to receive a further update from either Brigadier Lauw or Colonel 

De Jager regarding the investigation of the missing docket. 

282 It is quite apparent to me that unless the SAPS and NPA are compelled by a 

court to fulfil their legal responsibilities in relation to the missing docket they will 

simply drag their feet and persist with their pretence of an investigation. 

Le.. 
(J{J 
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THE DELAY IS UNREASONABLE 

283 More than 35 years have passed since the Cradock Four were abducted, 

tortured and murdered. Nearly 3 decades have elapsed since the Zietsman 

Inquest issued its findings and more than 2 decades since most suspects were 

denied amnesty and the TRC issued its final report. 

284 Post-TRC, disgraceful conduct in the form of political interference by senior 

officials and politicians saw the deliberate abandoning of my father's case and 

hundreds of other TRC cases. Even in recent years when the SAPS and NPA 

claimed to have turned over a new leaf, both organisations appear to remain in 

the grip of forces working to suppress justice. 

285 There can be no doubt that the delays have seriously undermined the 

prospects of a successful prosecution. While I accept that the Covid 19 

pandemic has presented challenges I submit they do not justify the ongoing 

delay in finalising the investigation. In this regard my legal representatives 

provided considerable latitude and space to the investigators and prosecutors 

during 2020 and the first half of 2021. I am advised that the Cradock Four 

investigation was not unduly complex and should have been completed years 

ago. 

286 The NPA appears to take the view that its hands are tied until it receives a 

completed case docket from the DPCI. However, it needs to be pointed out 

that the responsibility for the TRC cases were specifically assigned to the 

PCLU of the NPA and it was accordingly incumbent upon the authority to 

ensure and oversee expeditious investigations. 
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287 The fact that this matter has been outstanding for more than three decades 

speaks to the gross neglect of the relevant authorities and the 

unreasonableness of the delay. A prolonged and ongoing failure to make a 

prosecutorial decision serves to defeat the objects and underlying rationale of 

the power to prosecute under the Constitution, the NPA Act, the NPA's 

Prosecution Policy and its Policy Directives. 

288 Such delays reinforce the view held by the applicants, my family, and many 

communities that serious crimes of the past will never receive diligent attention 

from the authorities and indeed are singled out for neglect. It also reinforces 

the likely views of apartheid-era perpetrators that they have nothing to fear from 

law enforcement in South Africa. 

289 The fact that many suspects, witnesses, and family members have already 

died, and that most are elderly only exacerbates the gross unreasonableness of 

the ongoing delays. 

LEGAL FRAMEWORK GOVERNING PROSECUTIONS AND INVESTIGATIONS 

290 This section briefly sets out the relevant legal framework governing 

prosecutions and police investigations in South Africa. I am advised that a 

legal duty rested upon the SAPS to finalize its investigations and a legal duty 

also rested upon the NPA to take a decision in my father's case within a 

reasonable period. 
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Obligations of the SAPS 

291 Section 205(3) of the Constitution states that the "objects of the police service 

are to prevent, combat and investigate crime, to maintain public order, to 

protect and secure the inhabitants of the Republic and their property, and to 

uphold and enforce the law." Section 206(1) places responsibility for the police 

in the hands of a cabinet member, while section 207(1) makes provision for a 

National Commissioner to control and manage the police service, and 

subsection (2) requires that the appointee do so in accordance with the national 

policing policy and the directions of the Cabinet member responsible for 

policing. 

292 I am advised that the police are required to investigate serious crimes, such as 

the kidnapping and murder of my father and his comrades. I am advised that 

these crimes never prescribe. In my respectful view, the National 

Commissioner of Police and the Minister of Police have not complied with their 

constitutional duties in respect of my father's case. The National Commissioner 

has failed to ensure that the murders of the Cradock Four were adequately and 

timeously investigated and the Minister of Police failed to exercise adequate 

responsibility over policing with respect to my father's case, and indeed the 

TRC cases more generally. 

293 The DPCI neglected to ensure a multi-disciplinary and integrated investigative 

approach in respect of the Cradock Four case, as required by the SAPS 

Amendment Act No. 57 of 2008. 

294 In particular, the SAPS, has failed to uphold and safeguard our fundamental 

rights as guaranteed by Chapter 3 of the Constitution; and it has failed to 
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respect us as victims of crime and understand our needs as it is required to do 

in terms of paragraphs (b) and (c) of the preamble of the South African Police 

Service Act 68 of 1995. 

Obligations of the NPA 

295 Section 179(1) of the Constitution establishes a single national prosecuting 

authority in the Republic. Subsection (2) provides that "The prosecuting 

authority has the power to institute criminal proceedings on behalf of the state, 

and to carry out any necessary functions incidental to instituting criminal 

proceedings." 

296 The power to institute and institute and conduct criminal proceedings, and carry 

out functions incidental to this power, vests in the NPA as per section 20(1) of 

the NPA Act. Reference to the NPA's obligations in terms of section 32 has 

already been made above. 

297 Section 33(1) of NPA Act provides that the Minister of Justice exercises "final 

responsibility over the prosecuting authority''. The balance of section 33 

provides the legal mechanisms by which the Minister may exercise such final 

responsibility. 

298 The Prosecution Policy issued in terms of section 179(5)(a) and (b) of the 

Constitution read with section 21 (1) of the NPA Act must be observed in the 

prosecution process. The preface to the Prosecution Policy asserts, inter alia: 

Effective and swift prosecution is essential to the maintenance of law 
and order within a human rights culture. 

Offenders must know that they will be arrested, charged, detained 
where necessary, prosecuted, convicted and sentenced. 
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299 As mentioned above, the NPA exercised direct control over the TRC cases, 

which ironically, were classified as "priority cases". The failure of the NPA to 

pursue justice in the Cradock Four case has destroyed our confidence in the 

institution and in the criminal justice system in South Africa. 

300 It is more than apparent that the NPA has failed to conduct itself impartially. In 

collaborating and acquiescing in the political suppression of the TRC cases, its 

members failed to serve impartially and exercise their duties in good faith. In 

short, they have disgraced themselves. 

301 The TRC cases have been specifically excluded from the NPA's mantra of 

"effective and swift prosecution" being "essential to the maintenance of law and 

order within a human rights culture." 

302 In addition, the Minister of Justice and his predecessors failed to exercise "final 

responsibility over the prosecuting authority' in relation to the TRC cases. A 

previous holder of this office, Bridgit Mabandla, led the charge on behalf of the 

political establishment to kill off the TRC cases. The holders of this office have 

also disgraced themselves and failed me and my family and all families waiting 

for closure and justice. 

GROUNDS FOR RELIEF 

303 I submit that the families of the Cradock Four have a right to have the criminal 

cases of our loved ones finalised by the authorities within a reasonable time. 
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304 In this regard I am advised that the superior courts of South Africa have certain 

inherent powers to be exercised in the interests of the proper administration of 

justice. This includes when it may be necessary to act to prevent a grave 

injustice. 

305 My rights are premised upon the following grounds: 

305.1 The constitutional obligation to act without delay. 

305.2 The rule of law, incorporating the principle of legality. 

305.3 My entitlement under the Constitution to have various rights respected, 

including our rights to human dignity and equality. 

305.4 The special responsibility to pursue cases arising from the TRC 

process. 

305.5 South Africa's international law obligations. 

Constitutional obligation to act without delay 

306 I am advised that there is a constitutional obligation on the NPA and the SAPS 

to perform their duties without delay. Section 237 of the Constitution provides 

that "A// constitutional obligations must be performed diligently and without 

delay." Both the decision to institute a prosecution and the decision to not 

prosecute involve the exercise of constitutional powers and therefore constitute 

constitutional obligations. 

307 I submit that accountable governance and social trust are built upon decision 

making by public officials which are reasonable and responsive. The failure to 
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afford me and my family a basic investigative process followed by a reasonable 

prosecutorial decision-making process has denied us our substantive rights, 

which are set out below. 

Rule of law 

308 The fact that serious crimes from the past, such as the kidnapping, torture and 

murder of the Cradock Four have not been treated with any seriousness, 

implicates the rule of law, upheld in section 1 of the Constitution. 

309 Crime, particularly serious crime, undermines the fabric of our society and 

violates, amongst other rights, the right to life, the right to freedom and security 

and the right to dignity. I am advised that the State has a constitutional duty to 

address crime· which arises from its duty to 'respect, protect, promote and fulfil 

the rights in the Bill of Rights. 

310 Serious crime committed by agents of the State should be viewed in a 

particularly serious light. The perpetrators of such crime are often shielded 

from justice. During apartheid the perpetrators of state sponsored crime 

enjoyed almost total impunity. The failure of the new South African State to 

timeously investigate such cases, particularly those cases in which amnesty 

was denied or not applied for, gives rise to an appearance of political deal 

making or tolerance of such crimes. 

311 The rule of law requires that the laws creating crimes must be obeyed; and that 

there cannot be favouritism exercised for the prosecution or non-prosecution for 

any breach of the law. 
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312 I submit that in light of the fact that virtually no victims of apartheid-era crimes 

have seen justice done through the courts, it is essential that on those 

occasions when such crimes can be prosecuted, that they must be pursued 

effectively and expeditiously. 

Principle of Legality 

313 I am advised that the failure by the NPA to take a decision is subject to the 

principle of legality. The constitutional principle of legality requires that a 

decision-maker exercises the powers conferred on him lawfully, rationally and 

in good faith. Such decisions may not be arbitrary and must be rationally 

related to the purpose for which the power was given. 

314 I submit that the past conduct of the SAPS and NPA in the shameful colluding 

or acquiescing in the political suppression of the TRC cases, including my 

father's case, is not only irrational but also an act of bad faith. 

315 The Cradock Four case was not pursued by the SAPS and NPA 

notwithstanding repeated demands, requests, and pleas over many years. 

Such conduct is not rationally connected to the purpose for which investigative 

and prosecutorial powers have been granted under law, namely the combating 

of crime, particularly the most serious crimes. There can be little doubt that the 

ongoing delay is both excessive and irrational. 

316 There are extremely important policy reasons for taking a decision to prosecute 

or not within a reasonable time. This obligation is hot only inferred as part of 

rational decision-making but is required in terms of the NPA's own Prosecution 

Policy which states that the maintenance of law and order within a human rights 

culture requires "effective and swiff prosecution". In the circumstances the 
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gross delay in making a prosecutorial decision constitutes an improper exercise 

of the NPA's discretion. 

Prosecutorial Independence 

317 I refer to paragraphs 227 to 244 above and repeat my submission that the 

failure of the NPA to take a prosecutorial decision in relation to the crime 

committed in respect of the Cradock Four has been caused by a clear violation 

of section 179 of the Constitution and section 32 of the NPA Act. 

Bill of Rights Infringements 

Human Dignity 

318 The unreasonable delay in investigating the Cradock Four case and the 

prolonged delay in taking a prosecutorial decision has violated my right to 

dignity and the rights to dignity of all the families of the Cradock Four. These 

lapses have denied me, our families and our wider community 

acknowledgement of our intrinsic worth as human beings. 

319 The conduct of the responsible officials has denied us a prosecutorial decision 

within a reasonable time. In so doing they have prolonged our pain and trauma. 

They have denied us the possibility of closure of a most painful past. This 

conduct has breached our rights to human dignity. 

320 The inordinate delay in taking steps to investigate the known suspects behind 

the abduction, torture, and murder of the Cradock Four has disrespected our 

rights as victims. The conduct of the NPA and SAPS has demonstrated no 

urgency. No adequate explanation has been provided for these lapses. 
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321 Ultimately, the prolonged delay infringes upon our rights to dignity in that it: 

321.1 protects the perpetrators responsible for the kidnapping, torture, and 

murder of the Cradock Four, 

321.2 causes suffering to me and the families by denying us justice without 

undue delay, 

321.3 prevents us from reaching closure, 

321.4 dishonours the respect, dignity, and value of my family in the wider 

community 

321.5 demeans South African society as a whole by betraying the 

constitutional compact made with victims as enshrined in the epilogue 

to the Constitution of the Republic of South Africa Act 200 of 1993 ("the 

Interim Constitution") and by undermining the purpose and spirit 

behind the TRC amnesty process. 

Right to life 

322 The right to life as protected in section 11 of the Constitution is infringed as the 

prolonged delay has severely undermined the prospects of a successful 

investigation and prosecution of the perpetrators who murdered the Cradock 

Four and desecrated their bodies. The delay and failure to pursue justice has 

also devalued the lives of my father Fort Calata, Matthew Goniwe, Sicelo 

Mhlauli and Sparrow Mkonto. 
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Right to freedom and security of the person 

323 The prolonged delay violates the right to freedom and security of the person 

enshrined in section 12 of the Constitution by undermining the investigation of 

the perpetrators who violated the bodily integrity of the Cradock Four by 

committing acts of torture, assault and other cruel and inhuman treatment 

against them. 

Right to equality 

324 The prolonged delay, and failure to take forward the so-called political cases of 

the past, including Nokuthula's case, violates the right to equal protection and 

benefit of the law enshrined in Section 9 of the Constitution by unjustifiably 

discriminating against the victims of this class of crimes. 

Obligations arising from the TRC process 

325 Initially, my family and I were very positive about the TRC process and its 

implications for reconciliation in South Africa. We were confident that the new 

democratic South Africa would live up to its promises to victims and take steps 

to investigate and prosecute those who did not apply for amnesty or who were 

refused amnesty. 

326 The historic compromises that gave birth to our democracy with its enshrined 

freedoms required certain sacrifices, particularly on the part of victims. These 

sacrifices were demanded to advance national unity and reconciliation. 

Perpetrators were given an opportunity to escape justice, both criminal justice 

and civil liability, if they came clean and disclosed the truth. Victims would have 
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to accept these outcomes. This compact was reflected in the postscript to the 

Interim Constitution as well as the TRC Act. However, where perpetrators 

offered lies, deceit, half-truths or a wall of silence they were meant to face 

consequences. Accordingly, both a moral and legal obligation arose to follow 

up such cases. 

327 My family and I accepted the necessary and harsh compromises that had to be 

made to cross the historic bridge from apartheid to democracy. We did so on 

the basis that there would be a genuine follow-up of those offenders who 

spurned the process and those who did not qualify for amnesty. This part of 

South Africa's historic pledge with victims has not been kept in the case of the 

Cradock Four and indeed in virtually all the cases arising from the conflicts of 

the past. This failure has served to defeat the purpose behind South Africa's 

historic compromises and has rendered meaningless the entire truth for 

amnesty program. It has become an effective or de facto blanket amnesty. It 

stands as a betrayal of all who participated in good faith in the TRC process. 

Violation of South Africa's international law obligations 

328 I am advised that the failure to finalize the investigations and take a 

prosecutorial decision is substantively unconstitutional and invalid in that it 

constitutes an infringement of South Africa's international law obligations as set 

out in sections 231 to 233, read with section 39(b), of the Constitution, to 

uphold the right to justice and to investigate, prosecute and punish violations of 

human rights under the following treaties ratified by South Africa: 

Le 
cl 
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328.1 Article 2(3), read with article 2(1 ), of the International Covenant for Civil 

and Political Rights ("ICCPR") by denying victims and their families an 

effective criminal justice remedy, 

328.2 Article 6(1 ), of the ICCPR by permitting those who have violated the 

right to life to escape justice and punishment, 

328.3 Article 7 of the ICCPR by contravening the duty to hold the perpetrators 

Confirmatory 

of torture or cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment or Affidavit- H wende 2' 

punishment responsible for their actions, 

328.4 Article 4 of the Convention against Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or 

Degrading Treatment or Punishment ("CAT") by failing to give effect to 

the requirement that all acts of torture must be punishable by 

appropriate penalties, 

328.5 Article 7 of CAT by failing to give effect to the requirement that all acts 

of torture must be submitted to the competent authorities for the 

purposes of prosecution, 

328.6 Article 12 of CAT by failing to ensure that competent authorities 

promptly investigate, wherever there are reasonable grounds to believe 

that an act of torture has been committed. 

329 The conduct of the authorities described above is also inconsistent with: 

329.1 Article 3(g) of the Constitutive Act of the African Union by failing to 

promote and protect human and peoples' rights in accordance with the 
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African Charter on Human and Peoples' Rights; and articles 4(m) and 

(o) of the said Constitutive Act by failing to reject impunity and uphold 

the rule of law. 

329.2 Article 11 of the United Nations Basic Principles and Guidelines on the 

Right to a Remedy and Reparation for Victims of Gross Violations of 

International Human Rights Law and Serious Violations of International 

Humanitarian Law, G.A. Res. 60/147, U.N. Doc. A/Res/60/147 (Dec. 16, 

2005) by not affording me and our families "equal and effective access 

to justice"; as well as article 4 by not investigating the Cradock Four 

case and prosecuting those responsible. 

GROUNDS FOR A MANDAMUS 

330 I submit that I have demonstrated the unlawfulness of the delays and the 

ongoing failure to make a prosecutorial decision. I have also demonstrated the 

serious undermining of the prospects of justice and the reaching of the truth 

with every day that goes by. In the circumstances, I have established a clear 

right for an order compelling the finalizing of the investigations and the making 

of a prosecutorial decision in the Cradock Four case. 

331 I submit that I have demonstrated that the delays and the failure to take a 

prosecutorial decision have infringed our constitutional rights and that further 

delay will seriously prejudice my rights and that of the families. I have 

accordingly established a reasonable apprehension of injury. 
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332 The stress and trauma that we have endured for decades will be considerably 

magnified by any further delays. Already family members, key accused, and 

witnesses have died. My mother is elderly and is troubled by ill-health. 

Witnesses and potential accused are getting elderly and some may not live for 

much longer. Already one of the suspects, Eric Winter, is in hospital and is not 

expected to live much longer. In the circumstances, I submit that I have amply 

demonstrated that the balance of convenience favours me and our families and 

that we will suffer irreversible harm by any further delays. 

333 I submit that that I have no other viable or alternative remedy. I have 

exhausted all avenues of persuasion. Many years of knocking on doors and 

pleading for action has fallen on deaf ears. No civil remedies can deliver the 

justice and the truth that our families and I seek. 

A SPEEDY HEARING 

334 The applicants will seek case management of this application designed to 

obtain a special allocation for the hearing of the application at the earliest date 

convenient to the above Honourable Court. 

335 Our families and I have exercised considerable patience and restraint over 

more than three decades. Once the amnesty applications of the perpetrators 

had been finalized, and the matter handed over to the NPA, we expected action 

to be taken. We lived in hope that the next week or the next month, or failing 

that the next year, would yield some resolute action on the part of the 

authorities. Year after year passed without progress. We can wait no more. 
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336 If the responsible agencies cannot or will not make a prosecutorial decision 

after such a long effluxion of time, then this Honourable Court should exercise 

its inherent powers to prevent a grave injustice from unfolding. 

337 With every day that goes by the prospects of justice and reaching the full truth 

are receding. Several family members, witnesses and accused have entered 

their twilight years. This ground alone justifies shortened time periods for the 

early hearing of this matter. 

CONCLUSION 

338 In the circumstances, I submit that a proper case has been made for the relief 

sought and I pray for an order as set out in the notice of motion. 

HANYO BRUCE MATTHEWS CALA TA 

The Deponent has acknowledged that he knows and understands the contents of 

this affidavit, which was sworn to before me and the deponent's signature was 
/' 1h 

placed thereon in my presence at LPpt To LA.)11 on this the ( 5 day 

of July 2021, the regulations contained in Government Notice No R1258 of 21 July 

1972, as amended, and Government Notice No R1648 of 19 August 1977, as 

amended, having been complied with. 

COMMI ­

FULL NAMES: G-0·,u TeJE1'3-ef1 
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF SOUTH AFRICA 

GAUTENG DIVISION, PRETORIA 

Case Number: 

In the matter between: 

LUKHANYO BRUCE MATTHEWS CALATA 

SINDISWA ELIZABETH MKONTO 

MBULELO TERENCE GONIWE 

NOMBUYISELO NOLITHA MHLAULI 

and 

,, 
LC 1 

First Applicant 

Second Applicant 

Third Applicant 

Fourth Applicant 

NATIONAL DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC PROSECUTIONS First Respondent 

MINISTER OF JUSTICE AND CORRECTIONAL SERVICES Second Respondent 

NATIONAL COMMISSIONER OF THE SOUTH AFRICAN POLICE 
SERVICE Third Respondent 

MINISTER OF POLICE Fourth Respondent 

CHRISTOFFEL PIERRE VAN DER WESTHUIZEN Fifth Respondent 

HERMANUS BAREND DU PLESSIS Sixth Respondent 

LOURENS DU PLESSIS Seventh Respondent 

ERIC WINTER Eighth Respondent 

CRAIG WILLIAMSON Ninth Respondent 

ADRIAAN JOHANNES VLOK Tenth Respondent 
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GERRIT NICHOLAS ERASMUS Eleventh Respondent 

IZAK JOHANNES ENGELBRECHT .Twelfth Respondent 

BAREND JACOBUS DU PLESSIS Thirteenth Respondent 

FREDERIK WILLEM DE KLERK Fourteenth Respondent 

JOHAN VELDE VAN DER MERWE Fifteenth Respondent 

LUKAS DANIEL BARNARD Sixteenth Respondent 

DANIEL JACOBUS LOUIS NEL Seventeenth Respondent 

SAMUEL JOHANNES DE BEER Eighteenth Respondent 

CONFIRMATORY AFFIDAVIT 

I, the undersigned, 

CHRISTOPHER REGINALD CLIFFORD MARION 

do hereby make oath and state that: 

1 I am an adult .male professional investigator residing in Pietermaritzburg in 

KwaZulu•Natal. I am currently contracted by the Foundation of Human Rights 

(FHR) to investigate serious crimes committed during the apartheid era. 
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2 The facts stated herein are within my own personal knowledge unless the context 

indicates otherwise and are to the best of my knowledge true and correct. 

3 I am a policing investigation expert with some 40 years' experience. I retired from 

the SA Police Service with the rank of Brigadier. I provide expertise on a 

consultancy basis locally as well as internationally. 

PROFESSIONAL CAREER 

4 Selected highlights from my career include: 

4. 1 Between 1985 and 1991 I focussed on serious political violence crimes. 

Some of these cases exposed the hidden hand of the then South African 

Government and its security forces in instigating and fuelling political 

violence. 

4.2 In March 1994 after the Goldstone Commission had published its report 

on "State Sponsored Violence" I was appointed to serve on one of the 

Special Investigation Teams headed by the then Attorney General of the 

Transvaal, Dr De Oliveira. 

4.3 In August 1994 I was appointed by then Minister of Safety and Security, 

Sydney Mufamadi, to be second in command of the Investigation Task 

Unit (ITU) to investigate hit squads within the KwaZulu Police. 

4.4 In January 1999 the then Minister of Safety and Security and National 

Commissioner deployed me to set up the Investigative Directorate 

Organised Crime (IDOC) to investigate violence in the Richmond area 

and KwaZulu Natal Midlands. 
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4.5 In the latter part of 1999 I was approached to help set up the Directorate 

of Special Operation (DSO) (Scorpions) within the NPA. I was appointed 

Chief Investigating Officer and Regional Head. of Investigations in 

KwaZulu Natal. 

4.6 In 2011 I was appointed Provincial Head Detective Services Kwa Zulu 

Natal. As Provincial Head Detective Services I managed all aspects of 

investigations in the province. 

4.7 In 2017 I was appointed by the Premier KZN to investigate and gather 

evidence for the Moerane Commission into ongoing political violence in 

KZN. I became the Chief Investigator of the Moerane Commission of 

Inquiry. 

CONFIRMATION 

5 I have read the affidavit deposed to by LUKHANYO BRUCE MATTHEWS 

CALATA and confirm the contents in so far as they relate to me. I particular, I 

confirm that I investigated the Cradock Four case on behalf of the families, as 

instructed by the FHR. 

6 I confirm searching for relevant documents, tracing possible witnesses, preparing 

plans and task lists, and handing over all information uncovered to the DPCI. My 

attempts to liaise with and support the DPCI are set out in the schedule of 

interactions anne?(ed to the founding affidavit marked "LC41". 

7 I conclude that there was no justification for the long delay in finalising this 

investigation. In my considered view there is no acceptable reason why a 
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8 In my view, had the investigative and prosecutorial authorities acted with 

reasonable diligence, an appropriate decision could have been made as far back 

as the late 1990s when the TRC Amnesty Committee delivered its findings on 

various applications for amnesty related to the Cradock Four murders. 

9 I consequently support the relief sought by the applicants in the notice of motion. 

CHRISTOPHER REGINALD CLIFFORD MARION 

The Deponent has acknowledged that he knows arid understands the contents of this 

affidavit, which was sworn to before me and the deponent's signature was placed 

thereon in my presence at ~.'1'kW\~hv5 on this the )S" day of July 

2021, the regulations contained in Government Notice No R1258 of 21 July 1972, as 

amended, and Government Notice No R1648 of 19 August 1977, as amended, having 

been complied with. 

COMMISSIONER OF OATHS 

FULL NAMES: A )I") ~(,Jht.lMW) 
DESIGNATION: Jv '----__ 
ADDRESS: ) rl)J ~ e.il~ lbcd 

10, fM..!udr'1 lhcd 
ft {)tJ 5vfft£ · 

;-.(;L,YH Ar ~"--"'-N 1--(,L·t.-c~~ 

(;uMl\t!lJIV1TY S!=r(\l•Cf' Ct:'NTRf 

2021-07- 1 5 
ALEXANDRA ROAD 

.__ _ __ KWAZlJLU-NATAL 
__ w _____ •• --

144



IN THE HIGH COURT OF SOUTH AFRICA 

GAUTENG DMSION, PRETORIA 

Cue Number: 

In the matter between: 

LUKHANYO BRUCE MATTHEWS CALATA 

SINDISWA ELIZABETH MKONTO 

MBULELO TERENCE GONIWE 

NOMBUYISELO NOUTHA MHLAUU 

and 

"LC2•• 

First Applicant 

Second Applicant 

Third Applicant 

Fourth Applicant 

NATIONAL DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC PROSECUTIONS First Respondent 

MBNiSTER OF JUSTICE AND CORRECTIONAL SERVICES Second Respondent 

NATIONAL COMMISSIONER OF THE SOUTH AFRICAN POLICE 
SERVICE ThJ".(1 Respondent 

MINISTER OF POLICE Fourth Respondent 

CHRISTOFFEL PIERRE VAN DER WESTHUIZEN Fifth Respondent 

HERMANUS BAREND DU PLESSIS Sixth Respondent 

LOURENS DU PLESSIS Seventh Respondent 

ERIC WINTER Eighth Respondent 

CRAIG WILLIAMSON Ninth Respondent 

ADRIAAN JOHANNES VLOK Tenth Respondent 

Le. 
Crl 
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GERRIT NICHOLAS ERASMUS Eleventh Respondent 

IZAK JOHANNES ENGELBRECHT Twelfth Respondent 

BAREND JACOBUS DU PLESSIS Thirteenth Respondent 

FREDERIK WILLEM DE KLERK Fourteenth Respondent 

JOHAN VELDE VAN DER MERWE Fifteenth Respondent 

LUKAS DANIEL BARNARD Sixteenth Respondent 

DANIEL JACOBUS LOUIS NEL Seventeenth Respondent 

SAMUEL JOHANNES DE BEER Elghtaenth Respondent 

CONFIRMATORY AFFIDAVIT 

I, the undersigned, 

DUMISA BVJHLE NTSEBEZA 

do hereby make oath and state that: 

1 I am an adult male former Commissioner of the Truth and Reconclliatlon 

Commission and Senior Counsel practicing as such as a member of the Pan 

African Bar Association of South Africa ("PABASA") Group of Advocates, 

situated at 1st Floor, PABASA Sandton Chambers, 82 Maude St, Sandton, 

Johannesburg. 
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2 The facts stated herein are within my own personal knowledge unless the context 

indicates otherwise and are to the best of my knowledge true and correct. 

PROFESSIONAL CAREER 

3 I was formerly the Head of the Investigation Unit of the Truth and Reconciliation 

Commission ("TRC" or "the Commission•) constituted In tenns of the Promotion 

of National Unity and Reconclllatlon Act 34 of 1995 (ihe Arr or ihe TRC Acr). 

4 I have practiced law for more than 30 years. I was admitted as an attorney in 

1984, practicing In the Eastern Cape mainly In human rights. I represented many 

polltlcal prisoners throughout the 1980s and early 19908. Between 1993 and 

1996 I taught law at the University of the Transkel (now the Walter Slsulu 

University). I was called to the Bar In 2000 and took SIik In 2005. I have been 

an acting judge In three divisions of the High Court of South Africa, as 'Nell as In 

the Labour Court. 

5 In 2004 I was appointed by the Secretary-General of the United Nations as a 

member of the International Commission of Inquiry on Darfur, which was 

established pursuant to a UN Security Council Resolution passed under Chapter 

VII of the United Nations Charter to Investigate violations of lntematlonal 

humanitarian law and human rights law In Darfur. 

6 I am a founder of South African National Association of DemocratJc Lawyers and 

served as its President. I also served as president of South Africa's Black 

Lawyers Association. I was a member of the Judicial Service Commission (JSC) 

and a visiting professor of Political Science and Law at the University of 

Connecticut in the United States. I am a former Chairperson of the Desmond 

Tutu Peace Trust and I was a trustee of the Nelson Mandela Foundation. 
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7 Earlier this year I was appointed by the 34th African Union Heads of State and 

Government Ordinary Summit as a judge of the African Court on Human and 

Peoples' Rights. 

CONFIRMATION 

8 I have read the affidavit deposed to by LUKHANYO BRUCE MATTHEWS 

CALATA and confirm the contents In so far as they relate to me. I specifically 

confirm the findings made by the TRC In relatlon to the Cradock Four as well as 

the findings made In respect of the State Security Council. 

9 I confirm that the Cradock Four case was investigated by the TRC's Investigation 

Unit. The case was also considered as part of the TRC's Investigations into 

abductions, Interrogations, and killings. I confirm further that the Cradock Four 

case was one of the cases that the TRC recommended that the NPA and SAPS 

investigate further with a view to prosecution. 

CONCLUSION 

1 0 I have frequently gone on record as stating that there has been a shameful lack 

of political will to deal with the issue of accountability for the apartheid-era victims 

of gross human rights violations. I fully endorse Archbishop Desmond Tutu's 

statement made in 2013 that the failure to prosecute those who failed to apply 

for amnesty undermined those who did. 

·11 The Cradock Four story is rooted in South Africa's bitter and divided past. They 

paid the ultimate price for their uncompromising resistance to apartheid. They 

were abducted by all-powerful State forces meant to uphold law and order, and 

148



then brutally tortured, murdered and their bodies deseaated. Their sacrifices 

helped to lay the basis for South Africa's democracy with its enshrined freedoms. 

12 More than 36 years after the atrocities that forever changed the lives of the 

Cradock Four families, they continue to be denied truth, justice ~nd closure. 

Even If a prosecution does eventually take place, the many years of delay have 

severely compromised the Interests of Justice. This Is, In my view, unforgiveable. 

The shameful political machinations that effectively stopped this investigation 

and others, are contemptuous of the sacrifices made for the llberatlon of South 

Africa. 

13 I accordingly endorse this application, and respectfully urge this honourable court 

to grant the order in the tenns set out in the notice of motion. 

The Deponent has acknowledged that he knows and understands the contents of this 

affidavit, which was sworn to before me and the deponent's signature was placed 

thereon in my presence at m~ \~SL Es~k on this the t 4""' day of July 

2021, the regulations contained in Government Notice No R1258 of 21 July 1972, as 

amended, and Government Notice No R1648 of 19 August 1977, as amended, having 

been complied with. 

~ 
COMMISSIONER OF OATHS 

FULL NAMES: nJtv\,C..°' ~~~ll Kl~v-,lt.. 
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF SOUTH AFRICA 

GAUTENG DIVISION, PRETORIA 

Case Number: 

In the matter between: 

LUKHANYO BRUCE MATTHEWS CALATA 

SINDISWA ELIZABETH MKONTO 

MBULELO TERENCE GONIWE 

NOMBUYISELO NOLITHA MHLAULI 

and 

First Applicant 

Second Applicant 

Third A~e_!icant 

Fourth Applicant 

NATIONAL DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC PROSECUTIONS First Respondent 

MINISTER OF JUSTICE AND CORRECTIONAL SERVICES Second Respondent 

NATIONAL COMMISSIONER OF THE SOUTH AFRICAN POLICE 
SERVICE Third Respondent 

MINISTER OF POLICE Fourth Respondent 

CHRISTOFFEL PIERRE VAN DER WESTHUIZEN Fifth Respondent 

HERMANUS BAREND DU PLESSIS Sixth Respondent 

LOURENS DU PLESSIS Seventh Respondent 

ERIC WINTER Eighth Respondent 

CRAIG WILLIAMSON Ninth Respondent 

ADRIAAN JOHANNES VLOK Tenth Respondent 
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GERRIT NICHOLAS ERASMUS Eleventh Respondent 

IZAK JOHANNES ENGELBRECHT Twelfth Respondent 

BAREND JACOBUS DU PLESSIS Thirteenth Respondent 

FREDERIK WILLEM DE KLERK Fourteenth Respondent 

JOHAN VELDE VAN DER MERWE Fifteenth Respondent 

LUKAS DANIEL BARNARD Sixteenth Respondent 

DANIEL JACOBUS LOUIS NEL Seventeenth Respondent 

SAMUEL JOHANNES DE BEER Eighteenth Respondent 

CONFIRMATORY AFFIDAVIT 

I, the undersigned, 

VUSUMZI PATRICK PIKOLI 

do hereby make oath and state that: 

INTRODUCTION 

1 I am an advocate of the High Court of South Africa and a former National Director 

of Public Prosecutions. I am currently the Special Adviser to the Minister of 

Public Service and Administration. 
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2 Save where appears from the context, the facts contained in this affidavit are 

within my own personal knowledge and are to the best of my knowledge and 

belief both true and correct. 

3 I depose to this affidavit at the request of the applicants' legal representatives. 

PROFESSIONAL EXPERIENCE 

4 Prior to 1990 I was a member of Umkhonto weSizwe and I worked for the ANC's 

legal and constitutional affairs department in exile. 

5 Between 1991 and 1994 I worked as a legal adviser with the Munich Reinsurance 

Company of Africa Limited Group. From 1994 until 1997 I was the Special 

Advisor to the then Minister of Justice, Mr. Abdullah Omar. My specific mandate 

was to help restn,icture the Departme.nt of Justice. 

6 From 1997 to 1999, I served as Deputy-Director General of the Department .of 

Justice. In 1999, I was appointed Director General of the Department of Justice 

and Constitutional Development and worked in that role until 2005. 

7 On 1 February 2005, I was appointed the National Director of Public Prosecutions 

("NDPP") by the President for a 10-year term. 

8 As a result of my decision to authorize the prosecution of former Commissioner 

of Police, Jacob Sello Selebi, on corruption charges I was suspended from duty 

by the then President, Mr. T. Mbeki on 23 September 2007. I was also 

suspended because of my decision to pursue prosecutions of apartheid-era 

perpetrators who had not applied for amnesty or had been denied amnesty by 

the Truth and Reconciliation Commission ("TRC"). 
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9 The President suspended me from office in terms of section 12(6) of the NPA 

Act and ordered an enquiry into my fitness to hold office as the NDPP. One of 

the charges I faced at the enquiry (known as the Ginwala Commission) was my 

handling of the TRC cases. During 2008, the commission of enquiry into my 

fitness to hold office led Dr F. Ginwala found that the Government had failed to 

substantiate the reasons for my suspension and that I was a fit and proper person 

to hold the position of NDPP. 

10 Notwithstanding this finding, acting President Mr. K Monthlanthe dismissed me 

from my post. In 2009 I obtained an order from the High Court restraining 

President Zuma from appointing a successor to my position. Later that year I 

accepted an out-of-court settlement from the government. 

11 Between 2010 and 2012 I was a partner at SizweNtsalubaGobodo and the 

director of its Forensic Investigations department. 

12 Hetween 2012 and '2014 I served as a commissioner of the Khayelitsha 

Commission, which investigated allegations of police inefficiency in Khayelitsha. 

In December 2014 I was appointed as the Western Cape's first police 

ombudsman. 

13 I served as Special Adviser to the Minister of State Security from April 2018 to 

January 2019 and thereafter served as the Chief Legal, Risk and Compliance 

Officer of South African Airways until April 2019. 

14 I am a former trustee of the Constitutional Court Trust, a former member of the 

Magistrate's Commission and a founding member of the International 

Association of Anti-Corruption Authorities. I was an independent director on the 

board of Cricket South Africa, where I chaired the social and ethics committee. 
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Amongst my awards, I was conferred the International Association of 

Prosecutors Award in 2008. 

15 I am an adjunct professor at the Nelson Mandela School of Public Governance 

at the University of Cape Town. I also serve on the Board of the Southern and 

East African regional office of the Global Initiative Against Transnational 

Organized Crime and I am a senior advisor for its global operations. 

CONFIRMATION 

16 I have read the affidavit deposed to by the first applicant, Lukhanyo Bruce 

Matthews Calata, and confirm the contents in so far as they relate to me. 

17 In particular, I confirm the contents of the applicant's affidavit under the heading 

"Suppression of the TRC Cases". I confirm that there was political interference 

that effectively barred or delayed the investigation and possible prosecution of 

the cases recommended for prosecution by t~e TRC, including the kidnapping, 

torture and murder of the Cradock Four. 

CONCLUSION 

18 It is no coincidence that until the application brought by the family of the late 

Nokuthula Simelane to compel the NPA to make a decision in that case in 2015, 

there has not been a single prosecution of any TRC matter since my suspension, 

and the removal of the TRC cases from Advocate Ackermann SC in 2007. 

19 The political interference visited upon the NPA is deeply offensive to the rule of 

law and any notion of independent prosecutions under the Constitution. It 

explains why the TRC cases have not been pursued. It also explains why the 
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murders of the Cradock Four were never investigated with any vigour and why 

the pleas of her family and her representatives were ignored. 

20 I consequently support the relief sought by the applicants in the notice of motion. 

. VUSUMZI PATRICK PIKOLI 

The Deponent has acknowledged that he knows and understands the contents of this 

affidavit, which was sworn to fore me and the deponent's signature was placed 
l,; ,J!: f-L.. 

thereon in my presence at ''-Vf'O r{ on this the / l day of July 

2021, the regulations contained in Government Notice No R1258 of 21 July 1972, as 

amended, and Government Notice No R1648 of 19 August 1977, as amended, having 

been complied with. 

I 

co~; ISSIONER OF OATHS 

FULL NAMES: 

DESIGNATION: 

ADDRESS: 

PETRUS JOHANNES VAN DER WALT 
KOMMISSARIS VAN EDE/ COMMISSIONER OF OATHS 

VDT PROKUREURS ING. /VDT ATTORNEYS INC. 
Brooklyn Place 

Hv/Cnr. Bronkhorst & Dey Strate I Streets 
Brooklyn 

Praktiserende Prokureur / Practising Attomey 
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF SOUTH AFRICA 

GAUTENG DIVISION, PRETORIA 

Case Number: 

In the matter between: 

LUKHANYO BRUCE MATTHEWS CALA TA 

SINDISWA ELIZABETH MKONTO 

MBULELO TERENCE GONIWE 

NOMBUYISELO NOLITHA MHLAULI 

and 

1 

"LC 4" 

First Applicant 

Second Applicant 

Third Applicant 

Fourth Applicant 

NATIONAL DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC PROSECUTIONS First Respondent 

MINISTER OF JUSTICE AND CORRECTIONAL SERVICES Second Respondent 

NATIONAL COMMISSIONER OF THE SOUTH AFRICAN POLICE 
SERVICE Third Respondent 

MINISTER OF POLICE Fourth Respondent 

CHRISTOFFEL PIERRE VAN DER WESTHUIZEN Fifth Respondent 

HERMANUS BAREND DU PLESSIS Sixth Respondent 

LOURENS DU PLESSIS Seventh Respondent 

ERIC WINTER Eighth Respondent 

CRAIG WILLIAMSON Ninth Respondent 
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ADRIAAN JOHANNES VLOK Tenth Respondent 

GERRIT NICHOLAS ERASMUS Eleventh Respondent 

IZAK JOHANNES ENGELBRECHT Twelfth Respondent 

BAREND JACOBUS DU PLESSIS Thirteenth Respondent 

FREDERIK WILLEM DE KLERK Fourteenth Respondent 

JOHAN VELDE VAN DER MERWE Fifteenth Respondent 

LUKAS DANIEL BARNARD Sixteenth Respondent 

DANIEL JACOBUS LOUIS NEL Seventeenth Respondent 

SAMUEL JOHANNES DEBEER Eighteenth Respondent 

CONFIRMATORY AFFIDAVIT 

I, the undersigned, 

NOMONDE LIZA CALATA 

do hereby make oath and state that: 

1 I am an adult female, unemployed, and I reside at 12 Derrick Street, Michausdal, 

Cradock, Eastern Cape, 048. 

2 I am the wife of the late Fort Calata and the mother of Lukhanyo Bruce Matthews 

Calata, the first applicant herein. 
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3 The facts deposed to in this affidavit are within my personal knowledge and belief 

and I confirm them to be both true and correct. 

4 I have read the affidavit deposed to by LUKHANYO BRUCE MATTHEWS CALATA 

and confirm the contents in so far as they relate to me. 

5 I accordingly endorse this application, and respectfully urge this Honourable 

Court to grant the order in the terms set out in the notice of motion. 

NOMONDE LIZA CALATA 

The Deponent has acknowledged that she knows and understands the contents of 

this affidavit, which was sworn to before me and the deponent's signature was placed 

thereon in my presence at Cctpc. To~ n. on this the \ 5t-h day of July 

2021, the regulations contained in Government Notice No R1258 of 21 July 1972, as 

amended, and Government Notice No R1648 of 19 August 1977, as amended, having 

been complied with. 

FULL NAMES: Go:;\._\ ?~\~~­

DESIGNATION: 'f cc.tG\-i~;1:) U\-\-()r("\(:_0 'h51\ 

ADDRESS: kCA\.,\,j CVmch0t. 'b<.IC<"\ L.. . s~V\'· 
~\c..,~e\ 'y' cx-t.c.r-c:.lt 

S\-~ 8t~~ 
c~p~ \ ot.A.)n 
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF SOUTH AFRICA 

GAUTENG DIVISION, PRETORIA 

Case Number: 

In the matter between: 

LUKHANYO BRUCE MATiTHEWS CALATA 

SINDISWA ELIZABETH MKONTO 

BULELO TERENCE GONIWE 

NOMBUYISELO NOLITHA MHLAULI 

and 

1 

First Applicant 

Second Applicant 

Third Applicant 

Fourth Applicant 

NATIONAL DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC PROSECUTIONS First Respondent 

MINISTER OF JUSTICE AND CORRECTIONAL SERVICES Second Respondent 

NATIONAL COMMISSIONER Of THE SOUTH AFRICAN POLICE 
SERVICE Third Respondent 

MINISTER OF POLICE Fourth Respondent 

~HRISTOFFEL PIERRE VAN DER WESTHUIZEN Fifth Respondent 

HERMANUS BAREND DU PLESSIS Sixth Respondent 

LOURENS DU PLESSIS Seventh Respondent 

ERIC WINTER Eighth Respondent 

CRAIG WILLIAMSON Ninth Respondent 

ADRIAAN JOHANNES VLOK Tenth Respondent 
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OERRIT NICHOLAS ERASMUS Eleventh Respondent 

IZAK JOHANNES ENGELBRECHT Twelfth Respondent 

BAREND JACOBUS DU PLESSIS Thirteenth Respondent 

FREDERIK WILLEM DE KLERK Fourteenth Respondent 

JOHAN VELDE VAN DER MERWE Fifteenth- Respondent 

LUKAS DANIEL BARNARD Sixteenth Respondent 

DANIEL JACOBUS LOUIS NEL Seventeenth Respondent 

SAMUEL JOHANNES DE BEER Eighteenth Respondent 

CONFIRMATORY AFFIDAVIT 

I, the undersigned, 

DOROTHY CALATA 

do hereby make oath and state that: 

1 I am an adult female full-time student pursuing my PhD degree who resides at 

1267 Ha-Madodonga, Makhado, 0920. 

2 I am the daughter of the late Fort Calata and the sister of Lukhanyo Bruce 

Matthews Calata, the first applicant herein. 
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3 The facts deposed to in this affidavit are within my personal knowledge and belief 

and I confirm them to be both true and correct. 

4 I have read the affidavit deposed to by LUKHANYO BRUCE MATTHEWS CALATA 

and confinn the contents in so far as they relate to me. 

5 I accordingly endorse this application, and respectfully urge this honourable court 

to grant the order in the tenns set out in the notice of motion. 

DOROTHY CALATA 

The Deponent has acknowledged that she knows and understands the contents of 

this affidavit, which was sworn to before me and the deponent's signature was placed 

thereon in my presence at 7Slh~ok,v $~ on this the / 3 day of July 

2021, the regulations contained in Government Notice No R1258 of 21 July 1972, as 

amended, and Government Notice No R1648 of 19 August 1977, as amended, having 

been complied with~ 

Le 
() 

G; l 
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF SOUTH AFRICA 

GAUTENG DIVISION, PRETORIA 

Case Number: 

In the matter between: 

LUKHANYO BRUCE MATTHEWS CALATA 

SINDISWA ELIZABETH. MKONTO 

MBULELO TERENCE GONIWE 

NOMBUYISELO NOLITHA MHLAULI 

and 

1 

First Applicant 

Second Applicant 

Third Appl,icant 

Fourth Applicant 

NATIONAL DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC PROSECUTIONS First Respondent 

MINISTER OF JUSTICE AND CORRECTIONAL SERVICES Second Respondent 

NATIONAL COMMISSIONER OF THE SOUTH AFRICAN POLICE 
SERVICE Third Respondent 

MINISTER OF POLICE Fourth 
Respondent 

CHRISTOFFEL PIERRE VAN DER WESTHUIZEN Fifth Respondent 

HERMANUS BAR.END DU PLESSIS Sixth Respondent 

LOURENS DU PLESSIS Seventh Respondent 

ERIC WINTER Eighth Respondent 

CRAIG WILLIAMSON Ninth Respondent 

ADRIAAN JOHANNES VLOK Tenth Respondent 
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GERRIT NICHOLAS ERASMUS 

IZAK JOHANNES ENGELBRECHT 

BA.REND JACOBUS DU PLESSIS 

FREDERIK WILLEM DE KLERK 
Respondent 

JOHAN VELDE VAN DER MERWE 

LUKAS DANIEL BARNARD 

DANIEL JACOBUS LOUIS NEL 

SAMUEL JOHANNES DE BEER 

CONFIRMATORY AFFIDAVIT 

I, the undersigned; 

TUMANI PAULINE CALATA 

do hereby make oath and state that: 

2 

Eleventh Respondent 

Twelfth Respondent 

Thirteenth Respondent 

Fourteenth 

Fifteenth Respondent 

Sixteenth Respondent 

Seventeenth Respondent 

Eighteenth Respondent 

1 I am an adult female Prepaid System Operator at lnxuba Yethemba 

Municipality and I reside at 12 Derrick Street, Michausdal, Cradock, 5880. 
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2 I am the dayghter of the late Fort Calata and the brother of Lukhanyo Bruce 

Matthews Calata, the first applicant herein. 

3 The facts deposed to in this affidavit are within my personal knowledge and 

belief and I confirm them to be both true and correct. 

4 I have read the affidavit deposed to by LUKHANYO BRUCE MATTHEWS 

CALATA and confirm the contents in so far as they relate to me. 

5 I accordingly endorse this application, and respectfully urge this honourable 

court to grant the order in the terms set out in the notice of motion. 

TUMAN~ ~-E CALATA 

The Deponent has acknowledged that she knows and understands the contents of 

this affidavit, which was sworn to before me and the deponent's signature was 

placed thereon in my presence at C ~ 4{)oc l{ on this the J{_ day 

of July 2021, the regulations contained in Government Notice No R1258 of 21 July 

1972, as amended, and Government Notice No R1648 of 19 August 1977, as 

amended, having been complied with. 

DESIGNATION: 

ADDRESS: 

1:''fYK 
i· -':);,!'=.R ·:OF OATHS 
! . ·:. ,:'·ns,, )G i\'i iORNEY RSA 
:.c f "ERE STREET 
·>:c;ADOCK 
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF SOUTH AFRICA 

GAUTENG DIVISION, PRETORIA 

Case Number: 

In the matter between: 

LUKHANYO BRUCE MATTHEWS CALATA 

SINDISWA ELIZABETH MKONTO 

MBULELO TERENCE GONIWE 

NOMBUYISELO NOLITHA MHLAULI 

and 

0 LC7 n 

1 

First Applicant 

Second Applicant 

Third Applicant 

Fourth Applicant 

NATIONAL DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC PROSECUTIONS First Respondent 

MINISTER OF JUSTICE AND CORRECTIONAL SERVICES Second Respondent 

NATIONAL COMMISSIONER OF THE SOUTH AFRICAN POLICE 
SERVICE Third Respondent 

MINISTER OF POLICE Fourth 
Respondent 

CHRISTOFFEL PIERRE VAN DER WESTHUIZEN Fifth Respondent 

. HERMAN US BAREND DU PLESSIS Sixth Respondent 

LOURENS DU PLESSIS Seventh Respondent 

ERIC WINTER Eighth Respondent 

CRAIG WILLIAMSON Ninth Respondent 

ADRIAAN JOHANNES VLOK Tenth Respondent 
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GERRIT NICHOLAS ERASMUS 

IZAK JOHANNES ENGELBRECHT 

BAREND JACOBUS DU PLESSIS 

FREDERIK WILLEM DE KLERK 
Respondent 

JOHAN VELDE VAN DER MERWE 

LUKAS DANIEL BARNARD 

DANIEL JACOBUS LOUIS NEL 

SAMUEL JOHANNES DE BEER 

CONFIRMATORY AFFIDAVIT 

I, the undersigned, 

SINDISWA ELIZABETH MKONTO 

do hereby make oath and state that: 

2 

Eleventh Respondent 

Twelfth Respondent 

Thirteenth Respondent 

Fourteenth 

Fifteenth Respondent 

Sixteenth Respondent 

Seventeenth Respondent 

Eighteenth Respondent 

1 I am a retired adult female who resides at 91 Ntenetyana Street, Ungelihle, 

Cradock, 5880. 
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2 I the second applicant in this matter and the wife of the late Sparrow Mkhonto. I 

am retired and was a teacher at the Masizame Creche in Lingelihle. 

3 The -facts deposed to in this affidavit are within my personal knowledge and 

belief and I confirm them to be both true and correct. 

4 I have read the affidavit deposed to by LUKHANYO BRUCE MATTHEWS 

CALATA and confirm the contents in so far as they relate to me. 

5 I respectfully urge this Honourable Court to grant the order in the terms set out 

in the notice of motion. 

SINDISWA ELIZABETH MKHONTO 

The Deponent has acknowledged that she knows and understands the contents of 

this affidavit, which was sworn to before me and the deponent's signature was 

placed thereon in my presence at L f 40o l, k, on this the ~ day 

of July 2021, the regulations contained in Government Notice No R1258 of 21 July 

1972, as amended, and Government Notice No R1648 of 19 August 1977, as 

amended, having been complied with. 

COMMISSJ~ R OF OATHS 

FULL NAMES: 

DESIGNATION: 

ADDRESS: 
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF SOUTH AFRICA 

GAUTENG DIVISION, PRETORIA 

Case Number: 

In the matter between: 

LUKHANYO BRUCE MATTHEWS CALATA 

SINDISWA ELIZABETH MKONTO 

MBULELO TERENCE GONIWE 

NOMBUYISELO NOLITHA MHLAULI 

and 

'' LC8 )I 
1 

First Applicant 

Second Applicant 

Third Applicant 

Fourth Applicant 

NATIONAL DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC PROSECUTIONS First Respondent 

MINISTER OF JUSTICE AND CORRECTIONAL SERVICES Second Respondent 

NATIONAL COMMISSIONER OF THE SOUTH AFRICAN POLICE 
SERVICE Third Respondent 

MINISTER OF POLICE Fourth Respondent 

CHRISTOFFEL PIERRE VAN DER WESTHUIZEN Fifth Respondent 

HERMANUS BAREND DU PLESSIS Sixth Respondent 

LOURENS DU PLESSIS Seventh Respondent 

ERIC WINTER Eighth Respondent 

CRAIG WILLIAMSON Ninth Respondent 

ADRIAAN JOHANNES VLOK Tenth Respondent 

It fJIY'I 
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GERRIT NICHOLAS ERASMUS 

IZAK JOHANNES ENGELBRECHT 

BAREND JACOBUS DU PLESSIS 

FREDERIK WILLEM DE KLERK 

JOHAN VELDE VAN DER MERWE 

LUKAS DANIEL BARNARD 

DANIEL JACOBUS LOUIS NEL 

SAMUEL JOHANNES DE BEER 

CONFIRMATORY AFFIDAVIT 

I, the undersigned, 

NOMBUYISELO NOLITHA MHLAULI 

do hereby make oath and state that: 

2 

Eleventh Respondent 

Twelfth Respondent 

Thirteenth Respondent 

Fourteenth Respondent 

Fifteenth Respondent 

Sixteenth Respondent 

Seventeenth Respondent 

Eighteenth Respondent 

1 I am an adult female who resides at A206 Westlodge, Aintree Avenue, 

Claremont, 7708. I am retired and was a manager at the South African Social 

Security Agency, 
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2 I am the fourth applicant in this matter and the wife of the late Steele Stanely 

Mhlauli. 

3 The facts deposed to in this affidavit are within my personal knowledge and belief 

and I confirm them to be both true and correct. 

4 I have read the affidavit deposed to by LUKHANYO BRUCE MATTHEWS CALATA 

and confirm the contents in so far as they relate to me. 

5 I respectfully urge this Honourable Court to grant the order in the terms set out 

in the notice of motion. 

NOMBUYISELO NOLITHA MHLAULI 

The Deponent has acknowledged that she knows and understands the contents of 

this affidavit, which was sworn to before me and the deponent's signature was placed 
v-

thereon in my presence at Ce 0,.,-e,r-... 0 .,J- on this the ( 4- day of July 

2021, the regulations contained in Government Notice No R1258 of 21 July 1972, as 

amended, and Government Notice No R1648 of 19 August 1977, as amended, having 

been complied with. 

ADDRESS: 
STEF"NUS JOHANNES HOUGAARO 

2nd Floor. Cnr Warwick S,tr & Pearce Rd 
c;Aaremont' " ' 

Commissioner of Oaths 
Practising Attorney R.S.A. 
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AC/2001/176 

TRUTH AND RECONCILIATION COMMISSION 

AMNESTY COMMITTEE 

APPLICATION IN TERMS OF SECTION 18 OF THE PROMOTION OF NATIONAL UNITY AND RECONCILIATION 
ACT, NO.34 OF 1995. 

JACOB JAN HENDRICK VAN JAARSVELD 

(AM3761/96) 

DECISION 

APPLICANT 

The Applicant applied for amnesty in respect of a number of incidents which had been dealt 
with at public hearings where his background and personal circumstances were fully 
canvassed. The remaining incidents in respect whereof amnesty is being sought are dealt 
with in chambers and wil be set out separately in this decision. 

At all material times, Applicant was a Lieutenant in the Intelligence Division of the 
Security Police stationed at Security Headquarters in Pretoria. In the course and scope of 
his employment and in the execution of orders received from his superiors, Applicant 
participated in the incidents set out below. 

INVESTIGATIONS CONCERNING MATTHEW GONIWE (INCIDENT 1) 

Applicant testified about his incident as a witness at the amnesty application into what 
has become known as the Cradock 4 incident. His testimony basically coincided with the 
contents of his written amnesty application dealing with this incident. The relevant 
circumstances were that Applicant was approached during 1984 by his superior Major Craig 
Williamson and ordered to investigate the possibility to eliminate Mr Matthew Goniwe in 
Cradock. In execution of this order Applicant proceeded to the Eastern Cape and eventually 
visited Cradock on 21 March 1984. With the assistance of members of the local Security 
Police in Cradock, he visited the home of Mr Goniwe on some other pretext but in reality to 
see how Mr Goniwe could be killed and specifically whether this would be possible in his 
house. After the visit, Applicant eventually returned to Pretoria and reported back to 
Major Williamson. Applicant's recommendation was that Mr Goniwe could not be eliminated at 
his home, due to the fact that there were too many people present in the immediate 
vicinity. He recommended that Mr Goniwe should be followed and should be eliminated along 
the road or at some place other than his home. In Applicant's view, Major Williamson 
received his orders from their superiors within the Security Branch. 

Having considered the mat t er, we are satisfied that Applicant acted in execution of the 
orders of his superior officer and within the course and scope of his employment. It is, 
moreover, clear that the investigation was directly associated with the political conflict 
involving the then government and the liberation movements of which Mr Goniwe was a 
prominent member. In t he circumstances we are satisfied that the application complies with 
all of the requirements of the Promotion of National Unity and Reconciliation Act, No. 23 
of 1995 and amnesty is accordingly GRANTED to the Applicant in respect of all offences 
arising from the investigations referred to above, including conspiracy to murder. 

INVESTIGATION INTO LANDMINE EXPLOSION (INCIDENT 2) 

This incident occurred during or about 1986 or 1987. Applicant was telephoned by a member 
of the Bophutatswana police and informed that a landmine explosion had occurred and that 
Applicant's assistance was needed in regard thereto. Applicant and a colleague proceeded 
to the scene of the explosion where they conducted an investigation which disclosed that it 
was a limpet mine and not a landmine that had exploded. After the completion of their 

https://www.justice.gov.za/trc/decisions/2001 /ac21176.htm 1/2 
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investigation on the scene, they returned to their office and fi l ed a report. Applicant 
was subsequently chastised by his commander for having visited the scene of the explosion 
and disclosing that the explosion was actually caused by a limpet mine. Applicant heard 
nothing further in regard to the report, but later learnt that the victim of the explosion 
was a person who was in the custody of the police and whose body was disposed of by means 
of the explosion. 

Having considered the matter, it is clear that the application discloses no offence in 
regard to this incident. In the circumstances the application is REFUSED . 

DATED AT CAPE TOWN ON THIS 17TH DAY OF MAY 2001 

?? 

2 

I ... 

I .•. 

https:ffwww.juslice.gov.za/trc/decisions/2001 /ac21176.htm 2/2 
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7/22/2020 AC/99/0350 "LC10" 
AC/99/0350 

TRUTH AND RECONCILIATION COMMISSION 

AMNESTY COMMITTEE 

APPLICATION IN TERMS OF SECTION 18 OF THE PROMOTION OF NATIONAL UNITY AND 
RECONCILIATION ACT, NO. 34 OF 1995. 

ERIC ALEXANDER TAYLOR 1ST APPLICANT 

(AM 3917/96) 

GERHARDUS JOHANNES LOTZ 2ND APPLICANT 

(AM 3921/96) 

NICHOLAS JAKOBUS JANSE VAN RENSBURG 

(AM3919/96) 3RD APPLICANT 

HAROLD SNYMAN 4TH APPLICANT 

(AM3918/96) 

JOHAN MARTIN VANZYL ("Sakkie") 5TH APPLICANT 

(AM3751/96) 

HERMANUS BAREND DU PLESSIS 6TH APPLICANT 

(AM4384/96) 

EUGENE ALEXANDER DE KOCK 7TH APPLICANT 

(AM0066/96) 

DECISION 

The applicants make application in terms of Act 34 of 1995 as amended ("the Act") for amnesty in respect of 
the murders of Matthew Goniwe, Sparrow Mkhonto, Fort Calata and Sicelo Mhlauli respectively ("the 
deceased"). The first mentioned three deceased were residents of Cradock while Mr Mhlauli was a 
permanent resident of Oudtshoom at the time of the incident. He was a friend of Goniwe and formerly a 
resident of Cradock. The murders were committed at or near Port Elizabeth on or about the 27th June 1985. 

On the morning of the 27th June 1985 some of the applicants, who were all members of the Security Branch, 
South African Police station at Port Elizabeth at the material time, received information that Goniwe was 
scheduled to attend a meeting with Professor Swartz at Port Elizabeth later that day and was scheduled to 
return to Cradock thereafter. The plan devised by the applicants to murder him was then put into operation. 
Johan Martin van Zyl,(also known as "Sakkie"), was charged with handling the operation which included the /?ID 
execution thereof. The (I\ 
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murders would be made to look like the result of a vigilante attack. Indeed it seems that the manner in which 
the murders were committed confirms that part of the plan. In order to execute the murder, he elicited the 
assistance of Eric Alexander Taylor, Gerhardus Johannes Lotz as well as the late Sergeant Faku, Goduka and 
Sakati (the last three were subsequently murdered in another incident). 

That night, Van Zyl, Taylor and Lotz waited somewhere along the Port Elizabeth National Road for the 
motor vehicle in which the deceased was travelling. The motor vehicle was stopped and the four deceased 
were kidnapped, taken to different secluded placed in the Port Elizabeth district where each was killed and 
their bodies burnt to varying degrees. The motor vehicle in which the deceased were travelling was also 
burnt. 

The applicants' evidence broadly suggests that the whole event occurred as a result of an order in terms of 
which they acted. 

The four victims were reported missing and the ordinary police unit investigated the disappearance. The 
bodies were discovered after a few days and not surprisingly, none of the applicants revealed the truth either 
during investigations into the murder or 

at any time during two inquests into the deaths of the four victims. According to the applicants who actually 
perpetrated 

these deeds, Van Zyl acted on the instructions of Nicholas Jakobus Janse van Rensburg (third applicant), 
second in command of the Security Police Unit and Hermanus Du Plessis who supported and approved the 
killings. According to Janse van Rensburg, he received instructions in this regard from his immediate 
superior and fellow applicant, Harold Snyman who did not testify at all in this hearing. 

It was testified that the order from Snyman was to the effect that "the best must be done for the country" in 
view of the unrest situation in the Eastern Cape which was "beyond control". This was interpreted, it was 
explained, to mean approval for these assassinations. In his written application, Snyman confirms that that is 
what he meant. Snyman in tum stated in his written application that it was the former Minister of Law and 
Order, the late Mr Le Grange, who, in a conversation with him about the unrest situation in the Eastern Cape, 
mentioned that a "plan" had to be made regarding unrest agitators in the Eastern Cape. This Snyman said, he 
interpreted as an order to assassinate those who were the leaders of those persons directly responsible for the 
said unrest. 

Van Zyl said that it was the view of his unit that the United Democratic Front (UDF) was responsible for 
politicising the people . and consequently for the unrest experienced in the various Eastern Cape areas 
including Cradock where the Cradock Residents Association ("CRADORA") was established and had played 
a prominent role in this regard. The whole unrest situation worsened and was totally politically motivated. 
The deceased were regarded as pivotal to the causes of the unrest as it occurred in the Eastern Cape which 
unrest was considered to be based on the "G" plan attributed to Goniwe. 

The applicants believed that Goniwe, Calata and Mkhonto were members of CRADORA which was in tum 
affiliated to the UDF of which Goniwe was the Regional Organiser. The rest of the executive committee of 
the UDF, (Eastern Cape) consisted of other well-known and high profiled political personalities of the area. 

Goniwe was a teacher who was at some stage in his career relieved of his teaching duties at the high school 
in Cradock. The consequences thereof together with his activities as a member of the UDF gave rise to 
discussions in various government circles 

including some high-ranking committees which dealt with the security of the country. These discussions, it 
seems, led to decisions ranging from reinstatement to his teaching post on the one hand to cryptic commands 
interpreted to relate to neutralising (including assassinating) Goniwe and others and thereby quelling the 
unrest. Significantly the highest decision making body of this kind (the State Security Council), decided that 
the feasibility of Goniwe's reinstatement at the Cradock school should be investigated. This occurred shortly 
before his death. There were also other conflicting "decisions" which came to light and occurred immediately 
prior to the deaths of the deceased. One of these was the notorious "permanent removal from society" order/' D 
which formed the subject matter of an inquest into the deaths. Gr\ 
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All the applicants who testified claim not to have had any knowledge of the proposed reinstatement and say 
that even if they did, it would not have affected their political decision to assassinate all the deceased because 
it was the only way to curb or stop the violence. It was also suggested that that "decision" to consider 
reinstatement, was possibly a smoke-screen never intended to be implemented in any event. Significantly 
there is no 

allegation that any of the other UDF executive committee members holding office at the time were 
considered candidates 

for assassination either separately or as part of this plan in order to end the violence. The matter of those 
decisions will be returned to presently. 

What is clear is that Van Rensburg relies on Snyman's statement to "do what is best for the country". This he 
conveyed to Du Plessis and Van Zyl who in tum conveyed it down the line structure on a need to know basis. 

Similarly, it is alleged, that the original statement to "make a plan with leaders" by Le Grange was 
interpreted by Snyman as an order to assassinate. Consequently, this led to the murders of Goniwe and the 
other deceased. 

The idea of killing Goniwe, it transpired, was first mooted about a year before his actual murder. Jacobus Jan 
Hendrik Van Jaarsveld was attached to the Intelligence Unit at the Security Branch of the South African 
Police at Head Office in Pretoria during 1984. 

He testified that he was ordered by Craig Williamson, head of intelligence at Security Police Head Office at 
Pretoria, to investigate the possibility of killing Goniwe. He went to the 

home of Goniwe on some other pretext but specifically to see how Goniwe could be killed and to see if he 
could perhaps be killed in his house. He testified that when he did so he was in the company of Van Zyl and 
others and that it was highly unlikely that Van Zyl did not know the actual reason for the journey. What is 
more, he remembers the date as being the 21st March 1984 (being the day on which the traditional 
commemoration of the "Sharpeville Massacre" takes place) when he was party to damaging the motor 
vehicle of Miss Janet Cherry. It is common cause that her car was in fact damaged on that day. When he 
testified, Van Jaarsveld identified Van Zyl by way of a photograph because the latter was not present at the 
hearing at the time. The reason for this was that Van Zyl had earlier indicated that he did not remember going 
on this journey with Van Jaarsveld. This raised the question as to whether Van Jaarsveld in fact knew Van 
Zyl. It seems that he would only have known Van Zyl if they had met on this trip. It should be added that the 
identification by way of the photograph could not have been rehearsed because of a lack of time and 
opportunity prior to the availability of a photograph of Van Zyl. Neither was it 

apparent long beforehand that the question of Van Jaarsveld being able to identify Van Zyl would become 
relevant. 

Furthermore, one is hardly like to forget such a trip to a prominent politician's or activist's house especially if 
that person had attracted the attention of the very unit in which one was employed. 

Either he did go to the house or did not do so. The prominence of the individual and the subsequent enquiries 
into his death do not allow one to forget the journey especially because it was not a routine matter. It was a 
specific trip in preparation for an action which was, foreseeably, going to be the centre of high level and 
widespread scrutiny. The non-committal approach of Van Zyl in regard to his possibly accompanying Van 
Jaarsveld on this trip is nothing more than a matter of convenience and a strategy to provide an opportunity 
for him and his co-applicants to leave the impact this might have on their application open-ended, in the hope 
that an acceptance of Van Jaarsveld's evidence would not dent their credibility. Van Jaarsveld also testified 
that after assessing the situation, he advised that Goniwe could not be 

killed in Cradock but that he should be killed at a secluded spot. The killings in fact occurred in that way. 
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Van Jaarsveld made a good impression as a witness. His version did not relate to the actual murders of the 
deceased. He did not 

exaggerate his version nor did he shy away from issues that may have embarrassed him. He also made 
concessions when necessary and his version fits in with what generally occurred before Goniwe's death. 

There is nothing that can be said to detract from the evidence of Van Jaarsveld and for these reasons his 
evidence is accordingly accepted as. the truth. 

It follows therefore that Van Zyl did not hear of the idea of killing Goniwe for the first time only about three 
weeks before the actual murders were committed as he alleged. 

This casts serious doubt on the actual operation which led to the eventual death of the four deceased. The 
whole plan, as it was envisaged in 1984, was to assassinate Goniwe only. 

At best for the applicants, even on their own versions, the involvement of Calata, Mkhonto and Mhlauli in 
the political situation at the time and which was the ostensible reason for their deaths, was peripheral. Indeed 
there was no evidence of specific activities, by any of the deceased which could have led the applicants to 
conclude that they were able to influence the flow 

of events related to the unrest situation in the Eastern Cape. It is difficult to understand how the conclusion, 
which is sought to justify the murders, was reached. 

Mhlauli's position must have had the least impact, if any at all on the political situation in the Eastern Cape. 
It is difficult to understand how the conclusion, which is sought to justify the murders, was reached. 

Mhlauli's position must have had the least impact, if any at all, on the political situation in the Eastern Cape. 
He could hardly have been regarded as a threat to the law and order in the Eastern Cape and could not have 
been held responsible in any way for the situation as it existed at the time of the murders. The allegation that 
he was a leader whose demise would have led to or helped to reach a solution of the unrest in the area is 
flimsy to say the least. He was not even a member of CRADORA. The applicants failed to provide any 
convincing factual basis for concluding that he was a leader required to be assassinated. His elevation to 
political leadership and therefore a candidate for assassination seems to us to be a mendacious, convenient 
and opportunistic way of explaining his murder. 

If the leadership positions of the deceased formed the basis for the justification of all these murders, the same 
argument relating to Mhlauli's murder applies to the murders of Calata and Mkhonto. 

Van Zyl also denied that he contacted De Kock in order to establish a way to retain possession of the firearm 
used in the murders rather than dispose of it, because he regarded it as a collector's item which he was 
reluctant to dispose of. This was confirmed by De Kock who testified that he advised Van Zyl to throw it into 
the sea. It seems that the gun was in fact then disposed of. 

De Kock makes application for amnesty in respect of defeating the ends of justice in that he advised Van Zyl 
what to do with the firearm. 

De Kock was an impressive witness who seemed to be committed to speaking the truth. He was questioned 
about other crimes with which he is somehow connected. He dealt with these satisfactorily and did not try to 
conceal his role therein. Indeed, he stated that he associated himself with these crimes, insofar as 

he did because he understood and accepted, in good faith, that they were committed for political reasons. 

All the applicants testified that all the deceased were in fact primarily responsible for the unrest situation 
existing in the Eastern Cape at the time. It follows then that their demise would substantially, if not totally, 
have ended the unrest. It is noteworthy that none of the applicants' applications was based on a version which 
incorporated or accounted for the murder of any one for the deceased because it was circumstantially 
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convenient to do so at the time or that it was committed to facilitate the primary objective of solving the 
unrest problems in that area. 

The applicants, who were actually responsible for these murderous deeds, explained that their actions in 
executing these murders, such as burning of the bodies and the motor vehicle was intended to create the 
impression that the incident was the result of vigilante action. Indeed what was found thereafter resembled a 
picture normally associated with the results of vigilante attacks at that time. 

Significantly, no consideration was given to the possible abandonment of the operation for any reason such 
as avoiding the 

commission of an offence which was unnecessary for the attainment of their primary goal or the commission 
of an offence against a person not connected to any great degree or at all to the cases of the said unrest. 

It is common cause that at the time there were a number of legal mechanisms through which the movements 
and freedom of citizens could be curtailed or indeed substantially controlled. At the discretion of certain 
ranked members of the South African Police and to which ranks some of the applicants had already been 
promoted, citizens could be and indeed many were incarcerated without trial for reasons related to alleged 
political activities. At the time most of the executive members of the UDF in the area were incarcerated for 
long periods. 

It was also common cause that none of the deceased were detained for questioning or under any of the 
special legal mechanisms already mentioned. Any of the deceased could have been removed from their 
position of perceived power to cause the unrest, by invoking the appropriate laws or regulations which were 
available. 

The whole operation was well planned. Its success was a result of a well orchestrated team effort by each of 
the participants. 

The smooth execution of the operation makes it difficult to accept that the details thereof and the motivation 
for it was something that was concealed from those involved in the commission of these offences. What is 
more, the allegation that the gathering of weapons and other materials required for the execution of these 
crimes was kept from some of the participants and that they were therefore ignorant of the plan is so 
improbable that it falls to be rejected. 

Consequently, all the perpetrators must be treated on the same basis. It is common cause that a decision 
concerning Goniwe's future was taken at the highest government level (the State Security Council). The 
decision entailed an investigation to assess the feasibility of reinstating Goniwe as an educator. Clearly at 
that level Goniwe's death was not contemplated and his continued participation in education was central to 
the discussions about resolving the disruption of schooling in Cradock. 

While the applicants deny knowledge thereof or of any of the decisions, all of them testified that the murders 
would in any event have been committed despite the said decision. This is a remarkable proposition in the 
light of their allegation that their actions in this incident were the result of an order from superiors. The 
existence of the alleged order they rely on is effectively excluded by their own decision to kill the four 
deceased, including Goniwe, in any event. So their reliance on and respect for orders on the one hand and 
their decision to kill ( despite the existence of a decision on a higher level that did not contemplate the death 
of Goniwe) on the other, is self-destructive. Again the operation they describe becomes tainted. 

The level at which the aforementioned decision was made coupled with the fact that the idea of killing 
Goniwe existed approximately a year prior to his actual assassination places the existence of the order relied 
upon in this application, in serious doubt. This is even more so given the difficulty to understand the 
reasoning that the four deceased (who were in fact locals connected to Cradock in one way or another) were 
leading figures in causing or manipulating the unrest in the Eastern Cape for which organisationally, the 
UDF in the Eastern Cape was held responsible. 
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The allegation that the killings would effectively quell the unrest applicants complain of is capable of being 
further criticised. It is also common cause that of the four deceased, only Goniwe was an official of the 
Executive-Committee of the UDF in the Eastern Cape. The others had at best, indirect membership, through 
their own organizations. Goniwe was in a position to possibly influence the UDF In that regard assuming that 
the UDF was in fact responsible for the violence. However, the decisions of the UDF cannot be attributed to 
him only. In the absence of credible evidence, it is doubtful whether Goniwe carried so much sway within the 
UDF that his demise would effectively have ended the said violence as alleged. 

In the circumstances, the killing of the four deceased does not make sense at all because if it was the UDF 
that was responsible for the unrest, then the deaths of the deceased would only have fuelled the flames rather 
than douse it, especially if the applicants succeeded in making the community believe that it was the work of 
a vigilante group. The plan itself then becomes counter productive and in fact its existence as described by 
the applicants again becomes doubtful. 

In the absence of any attempt to remove any of the deceased from a position on alleged influence, the 
decision to kill one or all of them must also be questioned. It cannot be said that these assassinations were the 
only route to a possible solution to the unrest problems. Indeed it cannot be said that the reasonably 
foreseeable consequences of killing the four deceased, in particular Goniwe, could in any way have been the 
appropriate action to ensure calm and peace between two opposing political factions or to serve the political 
interests (as submitted by the applicants) of the applicants and of those they supported. This is even more so 
given the fact that the fires that raged between the two groupings were being stoked by the applicants 
themselves. There is little doubt that these events would have had a worsening effect upon the situation 
which the applicants say they were trying to avoid. 

Consequently even the motive for the killings takes on a sinister complexion. 

Save for De Kock, none of the applicants made a good impression as witnesses. The evidence of each of the 
applicants falls to be criticised in similar ways as already set out above. Their forgetfulness on crucial issues 
regarding the events so often referred to over the years and their lack of explanation surrounding the order, 
planning and execution of these offences does not lend itself to a favourable credibility finding. 

As a result we do not believe the versions of the applicants (aside from De Kock). 

An objective view of the whole set of circumstances related to when the idea of assassinating Goniwe was 
first considered as well as the effects such an assassination would have had in an already volatile situation 
leaves us with the inescapable conclusion that not all that should have been disclosed has in fact been told. 

In the case of Harold Snyman, who did not testify, it was argued that his matter could be determined on his 
written application. Section 18 of the Act clearly, in our view, contemplates an open public hearing in 
applications involving a gross violation of human rights. Snyman's application is one such matter. 

The failure to testify would ordinarily have been fatal. However, for the purposes of this decision, we have 
conveniently dealt with the applicants globularly because they rely on the same version in support of their 
respective applications. The circumstances of these applications as alleged by the applicants as well as the 
conclusion we have reached in each application justify, in our view, this approach and is not intended to 
create a deviation from the clear requirements of the Act. Certainly it is not to be regarded as a precedent for 
any perceived deviation. 

But for De Kock, all the applicants rely on the same set of circumstances in support of these applications. 
Hence the merits of Snyman's application should follow the result of the applications of the other applicants 
with whom he associates in this matter. 

The Act requires that amnesty shall be granted if the Committee is satisfied that: 

(a) the application complies with the requirements of the Act; 

(b) the act, omission of offence to which the application relates is an act associated with a 
political objective committed in the course of the conflicts of the past in accordance with the 17 0 
provisions of sub-sections (2) and (3) of Section 20 of the Act; \§\ 
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(c) the applicant(s) has made a full disclosure of all relevant facts. 

Just before this decision was about to be delivered, the Committee was informed of an intended application 
by the families of the deceased to lead further evidence and consequently to re-open the hearing. We heard 
argument on behalf of the families of the deceased as well as the applicants and reserved our decision on the 
application. We will furnish reasons for our decision thereon if necessary and upon request. Suffice it to 
indicate that we rule that the application to lead further evidence is refused. 

Because of the lacunas in the applicants' version ( except De Kock) and the lack of details referred to above, 
we have reservations as to whether the requirement related to political objectives have been complied with. 
On the other hand, apart from De Kock, they have failed to disclose everything they know about the murders. 

In the result we are not satisfied that the applicants, but for De Kock, have complied with the requirements of 
the Act. 

Consequently the applications of Taylor, Lotz, Van Rensburg, Snyman, Van Zyl and Du Plessis for amnesty 
in respect of the murders of Matthew Goniwe, Sparrow Mkhonto, Fort Calata and Secelo Mhlauli together 
with all the other offences incidental to the commission of those offences are REFUSED. 

The application of De Kock in respect of defeating the ends of justice and any offence incidental there to is 
GRANTED. 

SIGNED AT ............... THIS ..... DAY OF ............. 19 .. . 

JUDGE R PILLAY 

ACTING JUDGE D POTGIETER 

DR TTSOTSI 

ADVFBOSMAN 

ADV S SIGODI 
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Tra.;!lca .llnd bronch1 ......................................................... , .. ................................................................................... .. 

........................... ........................................................................................................................................... ......... ........................................ ....... . 
IJ. PlrurAc en lonsc: 

Pleurae :ifl(l lun1s: 
R~r,.:r 2001u vrybloed in die bor$holte. ·n Steekwond Strek deur die 
R.,ah, ........ r·csTer···ran·.s···:!re ... o"tn1·entwin,·;······ ................... G;;;·~······· .. ·· ................................ . 
··: .. ~ ........................ , ......... , ............... ... .......... .,~ ....... .................. ~ ............... ,............. Luna mass ..................... .............................. 1 
Linl.~, lJOOks ,•rvbloed in die lin!,e.r borsholte. 
Left ...... .. ..................... -! ........... . .. ..... . . ....... .... , .. ........ ................. 4,, ..... . .. . . , .............................. .... ................................................................. .., •••••••••••••• 

Lons;mam 
. ........ ........ ....... .. .............. .. . . ...................... .. .. .. .............. , ..... ................................................. ,....... LUftJ m,,.ss .................. . .......... ,. ................. , ........... , .•••••.•• , 

• H:a.!'t mi.ssa. .• . ................................ . 
...... ............. ............................... ......................................................... H:an ma.u ....... ..................................... J 

B Gro:it bloc1h·c:u~ . • • 
l:irsc blooJ \mds .... ~.j.\;.~ .... ~.l:?.!:i.9.f.:'fl.~.~J~ ... S!';.'!-'.J·~P.A ... r.?:.~.: ...................................................................... . 

DL'IK/A800.M£!'1: 

16 Bui~liol1c . Steck"·ond .strek ccur die anterior builcwand tot in die 
Pcn1onc~I l;:i\'11.) •. . , .......... . ......... . ...... .. .. .......................... . ... .... .. .. . "'······ ................ .. ........... . . .. . . .................. . ........ . .. , .. 

J-m .t.l1J.1RJ. t .. r;. ........ Ji.~.~ D ... :~:!.".r.~~A-. !'.?.~-~- .. t~~ ... ~.t~ ... ~~.;-~~.~!?.!.~ .~ ... ~.~~.: ... ........................................... . 
17 M~~, en in~oud flc·va t cn:•:cl c fragcnen t. e h~l!'-·ver-t eercle ,·o edselr-est e. 

S1.;,m:,cti :1r.1,; con1cnl$ . , ....... ... .. . . . . .... . . .. . ....... . .... .. . .. .... . ........ ................. .... . .. ..... .. . . . ........ ....... ........ .... ... .... ................. . 

11 · Z;~r":fn~~:ncscnl~i~~\ Steekt:on<l strc'.·~ tot in die duodenum. i, a • d mc,.n .r . ......... .. ........... ................. .. ............................................. ................................ ..................... . 

.. ........... ... ......... .............. i:~;;.·;;·~~u·· .. ··· ··· ............. .. .......... ...... . 
·••······ ·••·•--·- ······· ··· ······ · l.i~crmi!IIJ ........... ... .... , .... . .... ... ......... ~ ..• , ... . 

:1 !-1111 
Splc-:n 

ct 
Le 

1 
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__ OW?/1$ 

J ~~::,_No. KB PM 1065/85 l/Jf. J 
ri~:,s ................ p~.~--~~.!.~~~.':!.~ ... ::.!!~r.,.?..!.:..!~i.~.: ............................................................................ . 

15. 

R-ts1cr 
R1gh1 .......•.•.•••• l .............................................................................................. ,. .............................................. .i ................................... . 

' .......................... , .............................................................................................................................. ·-·~·-···· ...... , ....................... . 
Li~« I . 
Ld1 •.. ............... ~ ................. , ..•........•.... •;o,····· .••. , ....................................................... , ................................ _.. ..................... . 
. ............................................................................................. ................................................ ............................................................................... . 

Nicrc en urc1cn: , 
h'.il!:11!)"! ar..1 IU'l:I~: • 

Res1er · 
R1a;ht ..... ................................................................ , ........................................................................... ◄, ........................................................................... . 

; Nier~ 
J ................. , ............................................................ 'l .............. •••••••u•••••• .. •• ....... , ........... ,._.,••••" KidDcy ma,s.s .• , ............................................................ --1 
Link:r ; 
Lera .. ..................... ,.i ........................................ ,•••••• .. ·•I ...... •••••• ................................................................ , ..... , ......................................................... ._. 

' ~~rmm 
........................ ~ ............................................ , .................... ~ .. ~................................................ Kidt,eyml.$S .............................................................. ~, 

! .......... ,. ........................ ~ ..................................................................................................................................... ~ ............ ,, ..................... ~ ... , ......................................... . 
i 

Btkkcn~~ndc 1 

f.(l\iC '1r-:111s •• , ...................................... ~ ........................................................................................................................ ~ .................................. , ..................................... . 
I 

• I a• ... •, ....... ,. .. ••• .... ,_. ti .... ,.•• •t .. f , ...... , .. , ......... •• • • • t .. • ....... • .. ••• • • • • f ...... I'•••••• 1w1• •-.•••• • ••• ♦• ....... ._ ........ ,I~ .. • .. ,. ........ •• ♦• ti• .. ••••• .. •••••••••••• ♦♦••• .. •••••••••••• .. ,. ....... I 

............................................................................... •••••••• j ............ , .................................................. ; ..................................................................... . 

........................................................................................................ - .................................................................................. , ........ J •• 4 ....................................... . 

RliCClt·\AT /SPII'\£ 

27' f~~:IW?'.n .. ~.~!. ~ ... !?.£P.S.~!!!~.~-~ .... !!.~.~-·'····~-~!:,r .... $.~.!:~ ... !-z.tt~!.!:.l.~.~-J.! .... ~.!.~~.~-~-·-~·~:!: ............... . 
................... ~b~ser1,ns. .. nie ...................................................................................................................... . 

' :?a. RuJ1mur1t : 
SJ)itul C:Ord •...... ~ ................................................................................... , .......................................... , ............................................ , ............... , ........ T ............. , ••• 

• .. .. • • .... • ' ...... , ...... '""!"" ......... ,, .......................................... ~ .................................. ' ................................ • ·• ................ , ........................................ , ., ......... . . 
• •• •·•••I• ;t1. •I ... •• .. • .. • ..... • o ••• •• II ..... • ♦~ •+f1. 0 • , ... _.. • ... ••••·• .. • •• ~ .......... •~ , ...... •••• •••• ••·• .................... ••ft ... _ ..... ,~ .... I, ........ ••+••••••• •I-+, .................... ++••••••••·••• .. • 

MOXSTERS GEHOU/SPECIME:-;S RETAL\'ED 

A!..-d ,.in monster 
Nat11.'T of spe..'imcm 

Sien Aanhangsel 

A3..-d \':!.Zl ondersoek ~:,:is 
1':i:u~ er iovcsusauon required 

• ·•••••• .. ·•"-• ........................................ . .............. ~ ............................................................................................................................... ♦-... , ............ . 

.. ... . . .. . .. ·-·· ............ .. . ' ......... , ............................. ,. ........ -- ..... ,. .............................................. ~ ................................. ,.., ........................... , ........... .. 

. ..... ... .. . . ~ .................. ' ............. ~ .... ·~ ...... '. ' ................... -· ............... .... " .......................................................................... ~ ..... ' ...... • ..................... . 
\'ER.OE.Rt WA.:\P ... ,'L\IDiCiS/A.DDmO:s.U. OltSEP.\'ATIO~S 

Sien AAnhangsel 3 • 
..... ........................ ........................................................................ , ............... , ................ , ....................... ,. ..................... ········'"' ... 't .................. j,. ........ . 

• •• • .. • • • • ... , ,. .. • ..... • • • .... • • ...................... • ........... • • •• ~ .. • ... ~ • •• , ..... , • • •• • • •• , .. • • ... • • .. • • • •4 ~ • •••• • • ..... • •, .... • .... • .............. "'" • ♦• 1 ••••• • ... , ..... , ...... ........... • • • • •• • ...... ,t ..... , •• • ......... . 

.. ... • • • .. • ' ............ t ....... •-t ................... ,t ..... ~·· ....................................... ' • ' •• ; ... ; ........... ' .............. .......................... , ................. ' •• , ....................................... , ..... . 

......................... , .................................................................................. ..... ....................................................... -..... -.... -- .. ·-- ,. ) 

.. 
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Bladsy l, it~m (iv) 

a) Die ligsaam toon uitgebreide verbre.nding. 

b} Daar is 9 steekwonde voor op die liggaam, met een 

steekwond wat deur strek dwarsdeur die hart, een steekwond 

deur die linker diafragma koepel, tot in die buikholte, 

wat dwarsdeur die regter kwab van die !ewer strek tot in 

die duodenum mot 1JOOks vry bloed in die linker borsholte 

en 200ks bloed in die regter borsholte, Daar is ook ~ 

steckwond ngter regs tussen riboes 10 en 11 deur in die 

area waar daar erge verbranding van oorliggende sagte 

wecfsel is sodat die ingang steekwond nie bepaal kon word 

ni e. 
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~,~~~~~ ~~ "~"-~"'5' 
N13 P~I 1065/85 AANHANGSEL Il (1) 

Dladsy 2, item 4 J:ls-.1 
A, Verbranding 

Uitgebreide verbranding van die liggaam. 'n Gedeelte van die 

vel van die asterkop, van die skouerblaaie en albei boud en 

lendesebiede agter, sowel as van die onderbroek area voor 1 

•n dwarsband voor oor die borskas op tepelhoogte, en albei 

voete toon min oC geen verbranding. Die skoene was nog aan 

die voete toe hierdie liggaam ondersoek was. 

O. St eekwonde 

Nege steekwonde voor aan die liggaam. 

(1) is 1,0cm lank, 2,0cm links van die middellyn in die nek 

on strek slegs oppervlakkig deur die vel. 

(2) is 2,0cm lank, 6,0cm links van die middellyn en 15,0cm 

onderkant die skouerlyn. ~ Wondgang strek deur tussen ribbes J 

en l1 linl,s voor. 

(J} is 1,5cm lank, 4,0cm links van die middellyn en 17,0cm 

onderlcant die skouerlyn. Wondgang strek mediaal en a5terwaarts 

nn sny die 5de rib kraakbeen deur. 

('!} is 1~5cm lank, 7,0cm links van die middellyn en 21,0cm van 

die skouerlyn. ~ ~ondgang strek na agter en effens mediaal en 

~ny die Jde rib links lateraal voor dwarsdeur. 

(5) is 1,5cm lank, 2,0cm links van die middellyn en 24,0cm 

onderkant skouerhoogte. Wondgang strek deur tussen ribbes 

5 en 6 met deursnyding van die 6de rib kraakbeen en~ totale 

lengt~ vnn hierdie wond in die borskaswand van 6,5cm. 

(6) is 1,5cm lank, 4,0cm links va~ die middellyn en 27 1 0cm 

onderkant skouerhooste. Wondgang strek na agter deur die 

borsko?.swand, en deur die linker diairagma, tot in die buikholt e. 
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~B P~I 1065/85 

·n Bladsy 2, item 4 (vervols) 

~-,~ 
AANHA~GSEL II (2) 

1}$:I 

(7) is 1 0cm in die middellyn, 31,0cm onderkant skouerhoogte. 

(8) i~ 1,7cm lank, 7,0cm regs van die middellyn en 37,0cm 

onderkant skouerhoogte. Wondgang strek na agter en afwaarts 

tussen ribhes 7 en 8 deur, deur die regter diafragma koepel 

tot in en deur die rester lewerkwab en strek tot in die du6denum 

se ,·oorn"and. 

(9) is~ 0cm lank, 3,0cm regs van die middellyn en ~1,0cm 

ondcrkant die skouerlyn. ~ Wondgang strek deur die anterior 

buik wand tot in die buikholte. Geen vry bloed is in die 

buikholte teenwoordig nie. 

Aan die agterkant van die liggaam is~ horisontale steek~ond 

2,5cm lank in die middellyn van die nek gele~ vanwaar ~ 

wondgnng na voor en effens links strek vir 5,0cm diep in die 

nekspir.re jn. 

Lnlcrnal aan die nek links is~ oppervlakkige snywond in die 

nnkvel 7.0cm lank wat slegs deur die oppervlakkige vel laag 

~tr~~- Geen onderliggende nekstrukture is raaksesny nie. 
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:--:o PM 1065/85 AANHANGSEL III. 

:--tONSTERS GEllOU 

1 Dloed van oorledene is met~ spuit uit die femorale 

vena getrek en in~ botteltjie gespuit wat uit ~ 

houtld.ssie verw·yder was na die seel van die Gesondheid­

i::t,eilcunde Laboratoriurn nr 7 verwyder is. Beide 

botteltjie en hout.kissie is gemerk~1Bt>il)1065/85. Na 

teruzplasing van die botteltjie in die houtkissie is 

1.aasgenoemde oorhandig aan S/A/0 SJ Els. 

2 01 oed was gene em vir koolstofmonoksiedbepalins; en 

oorhandig aan S/A/0 SJ Els. 

3 Dloed geneem vir bloedgroepering is van hierdie 

liggaam gehou 1 gernerk NB PN 106.5/85 en oorhandis aan 

S/A/0 SJ Els van die Moord en Roof Eenheid, Port Elizabeth. 

VCRDERE WAARVENII\GS 

1 Fotos ,·an die oorledene is in my teenwoordigheid geneem 

deur die amptelike polisie fotograaf van die plaaslike 

vingerafdruk afdeling. 

2 Die lykskouing is uitgevoer in teenwoordigheid van 

Cr J Botha, spesialis patoloog van Johannesburg. 
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~ ...... ,......_ .,_ '-,. ~ 
)-• 

.. LC12.. -·,·,-·, 

As-.J 
SUID-AFJUKAANSE POLISIE 

BEtOlGDE VERKLARING lNG£VOLGE AR.TIKEL 211 (4). WET SI VAN J977 

Ek, , ..................... ~~.?..~.~.i:1 ... ;!,.~.'?:.?.~~.~ .. J~?.C?.~.~.! ..................................................................................................... .. 
(volle voo:n:une en ,-nn) 

.. ~10 ... ChB .. ... ,D ... Geregt ... Gen ... SA.~ .?-r-ted ... Pa th ................................................. •-····--• ...... .. ............................ .. 
(k ~lilik:nies) 

•verkl:inr ondcr ced/~~ 
H is in ditns \'3n die Si3at as 'n •disuBip~/patoJoog t<' ...... .Ka.a.p.s.tad ....... , ...... ............ ,. ..................... . 

. 

Op ............ J .. Julie ... l.98.; ..................................................... ..... .is die Jyk ,-an 'n •.Bfonb'/Sw:artj&loczmns/ 

m-£if,-; •man/YDlct m~1 h.mg-eliket gcnommer DR ...... 106.4/85 ................................................ aan my uitge\\)'S deur 

.................................................... ...... Spfn.1rd.er ... Adjudant .Oif'isi er ... s ... J ... tls ............................................ . 

en ui1gd,en ns die lyk vin ............ S.J.m~.T.J1'-.... lQ,9.~~/..9.5. .............................. ······ .. ··· .. ··•• .. ···· .. ·· ............................................ , 

0 ., Julie 1985 h ,., lkk •. · d. d 1 1•• b 'di p . . ,; .. ... . . ... ... ... ............... ........ ... c1 e.: n y ·s ·ouma op 1c gcnoem c Y" uuicvocr en my cv.n n1s 
or "angeheite \·orm (Ocsondhcid I) a:ingcteken, wclkc fei1e ck vasgeslel het deur 'n ondcrsoek wat bedrciwendhcid in 
*mu.b)::ia;."zR:R~~atologic \'ereis. 

l. Ek is vcmoud met die inhoud vnn die \'erklaring en be_gryp dit. 

1. Ek hct •_gccn beswa:ir/htt:b~:a:,.r 1een die aflegging van die \'oorgeskrewe ced. 

3. Ek bti.kou die voorg·:skrewe ced •as bindend/tt~bo~d.:vir m)' gewe1c. 

UOOF 

Ek scrrifiseer d:11 die vcrklaardtr crk~n dat hy/sy \.·erlroud is m:t die inhoud \an Jilcrdi~ \'crklaringcn dil begryp. 
Hirn!ie ,·er~l:irinp is bec:di~/bc\·esti.:; Yoor my en verkl.i.arder se handtekenini/duimnfdruk/merk is in my teen• 
wootdigheid d.iarop aangebrin1?. • 

Datum 

Piek 

\·011c naam (In druksbif) . ... . f..~~ P.'-:7.~'-: ......... c~~.~'!.":-... .-........ ................. , ........... ..... .. 
Besi_gheidsadr~3 (ln drukskrif) ..... ~~Th}:::-~\S, .~~·~ .... ...... ~.~~~.~~ .......... .. 

--===-= ___J 

----~-.~-.. -.,.-' ... ~.~.\\4\~. ... . . .. -···--· .. 

R:ir.i .. ....... .. ..... ~~~~·--··•t ..... . .. ............ .... . ....... . ........... . .......................... .... . .... Suid•Afrikaanse Polis:,:. 

• S~rar "oorc< ni: ,·.-:n tocr::.ssing. nie. 
:\',D.-Si:r~p;-, ~~s. n:11:,.:-; 1~~~c?J1 t:t:dc~n c:-. ".::-.:.:i~ ~~; . ..;~ lil:)f;; ,..:r~r~f:!.:t \\ ": • 
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o,.-s. 
REPVBLTEK VA'N SL'lD-AFRIKA • RJ::-nJBtlC OP SOUTH AFR.ICA 

DEPART£~1CST \'A~ Gts0:-.1)H£1D ES WELSf:", • DEPARTJ\1£~7 OF ff£ALTH A.'-:0 WELFARE 

YERSLAG OOR 'N REGSGENEESKUNDIGE LYKSKOUING 
REPORT 01'\ A l\lEDICO-LEGAL POST .. 1\-IORTEM EXM1L'lATION 

~~~it~t1:isi~~~r: ~r ...... P..Qr.j; .... ~.!.i.~.~QJ::.tl:\ ..................................................................... , ................................... . 
t:k, · d J ~ K b i . !tnifuter . hitnn-
1. ............. Ji.l. ... f:.Q.D .... J~.k.9.H.Y.~ ..... .J:U? ...• ~k ........... , . ...... . .................................................... , do hercb>· c:nif)'-

li) t~~lc;l~~-····~·'!,~ ... ~~Ji.!?.~.~.n ... P.?..+.!.~.!~ .... Q~.~.~~.~t~ .. ,. .. ?.?.E:t ..• ~!.~.~~.!:!.titi ....................... . 
t'fl die " d C3i v:m J 1 . J:I _ t,q:iMmd: om 1 Q 1 _ 
(',1 ll:c .... ·-'·--·'--" ···da;: o! . ............... M ... :r-..t~ ...................... 19 .. Y.,. con-.mcn:insllt .................... h .• • :i ......... .. 

<lieli~:tmvan A Swart manlike volw.lssene 
l C:.t.J.m,r:.cd lhc to.cy cr ...... !I' ................. .. ..... . ........................... . "'"' ... . . . ..... , ......... , .................................................... ◄·•~ ................... . 

onderscd; hc1; 

(ii) dJt die lig~:im \"i: my ~11lenii!l$C1,?r i5-
th:i1 this b.:ldy \\35 il!l:ncificd 10 me- Hoo rd en Roof Af d el ins, 

(:i>d:.ut S/A/0 S J £ls ,·3n Port Elizabeth. . .. ~ 
b,_ ................ ... ......... _ ... _ .... ~ ... u ... .. ................................. . ...... <! 1" •►••••• ..... . ..... or ..................... ............. , ...... ... ~ .. ~ .................................................. , ... Dd 

(ti} cku:- ,•an 
1'}• I .. 0 H • ... • • • •• • • > • •• • •• • • ' o • "0 P • t t ~ · 0 I·•· •• fl···• ... 0 • • .. • 0 • o • • • • ••. f • • t 0• ••.of ..... •• •• • •• • • • o O • • •. ••• ♦ .. O O i .. Jf ,.., .. O It t 0,0 0 •. 0 •••Oo ....... •• ••• • 0,0 ....... • ... • ,0 

~1 C4J \\ln ,. 
il$ b<:i:i; th;u o! ............... f:.'?.!°.; .... ~~.+.~.'.f:.~ ....................................................................................... . 
,,ic i.: oud.:~dom r~ ~"¢rit.~>:~~}...~.k• ., . W3S, 
\\hCSC fC:?JU!J/,:s~i~:uct :i,,: \ '.":1S ................................ . .. ..,..9. ... J.Elar. ................................................ , ..•... 

/iii) <!~l u:i; c!oo.'.! pl~:u~rind h-:1-
1i::l: dc:.:i!h took pl:ii;t-

(l) Jo:s r.:~~~ecl op Vcrmoedelik op die aand van om ,..-- ~ 
:is fr1fo.....-.,.-d on -...... 2.7./6/.8.S ........................................................... :it., ..................... h ................. . 

(b} $COs l:ci)::il rr:.cc or.~ersod: ure ,·oor my on,kuoc:k; 
:is c~:::rmin~.W,!~~n ........................ hours _priot lo 1t,yc~i:i:1ti0n; 

.J...isg,~.i.:1:~?\§.t ... ~~.~u:s.~.~.~ .... ~.tr.1,m.~ ... QJ? .•. :?/.7./..a5 .. 1 •••• l5.hQ0 .... \.1l.\r .......................... . 

. ....... ~ ................... ._ ...... ' ....... ~ .................. ... . ························ ............................. _ ............................................................ . 

(h") d:it di:: \'1:rn:i:'lmst~ lyk&kouir.1:5~~Indir.? i., wrb3nd mt:1 hi,mlie li,;pm die Yolsendc w~ 
1h;11 1hc c:hit:f p.)Jl-mor.e.-n firidir.~ m:di.: b> m~ on this body wcrt 

... Si.~~ .. Annhans~ eJ. ... I ........................................ .... ...................... ... ........................................ .. 

O •••• O • ......... • • • •••• , • ■ .. .. ........ IO ••••• O .................. ,. ....... ►, .................................... . ............................. ····••· ............. 9 .... 9 ........................ • - .. , .. . 
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OW7/JS 

Lys Wanrncmings Schedule of Obsen-;,.tions Ooodre;im:r N NB P~I 
Death rcgis1i:r 0· ' 1064/85 

,\LG£.\l££.-.;/CE."'-ER..U. 

!. h~7$.~ ...... J.,\.5.:?. ....... m tl~ .......... ,.. .. ; ... .5.:i .... k, ~iq2:~S.~.~J!:1.~.~l~. ~~i3~t~~~.:~.:..:~~~.~.~ 
2. i~~~ ;~:il1ff:t:L~:S~:~~ .. J~~.tD. ... Y.il1.n .... ~.f#.t~ns.~ ....... P.!!:~.r. .•. t~ ... ~ .. :~:~!.t~ ... ~.!:f;.~ ... ~.~E.!.~.!~~ tis e 

.~.~m.~,.~ .. m.~.t..s!:.r1.n ... '=.~}5..~.n ... x.~.Q ... f.r:~.~J~r..~ ... x.~P.; ... ~.tt .. .!:~.r..~~ .... ?.!. ... ~.~~!.~.~.~.~ ... ~!.~.~ 

............ ' ................................................................................ , ............................ .. ..... . ..... ~ ................................................................. l!I♦••·················· 

.;. t·11\\1m.!l;c ,·oork~ms \~n li;s:wn en ,~l:lr.d ,-:n lcd~:c Si en Aan hang 5 e 1 2 a • l A 
Exlttn.?l l!rpc.,r:ir.cc or bod}" :,.:id co::d,ttoa or llm~ .................................................................... !~ ...... J .... ff..f! ................ . 

,. i :· s; k Cl !i e • . .. . . .. ... . .. ... ....... .. . , ................................. , ................................... , .......................................... ·••••····· .....••.. ,., ...................... . 
... . , .... ................ .................... ....... ·········· .... .. .............. , .......................................................................................................... ~ ....... . 
. . ' .... ·······-................................................................................ .. ........................... ~·-····· .••· ............. .. ............... -........................... . 

• • ... • • • ~ .......... -·~ -~ • • •••••••• 0-4-.;, .................................... ' . .............................................. !'> .... ■ ...... , ..... ' ••••• ■ ••• ., ........ +•• ........................................ " 

• ·~· ••••••• ·- ... ... ............................................... . ...... . ... . .......... ½ .. . ................................. ··············•<t••········· ............ ·•··················· ....... . 

.. • • , ··-•················· .. ••••••• ..................... ,., ...................................................................................................................... f ............................. . 

• • • .. ... • ••• ... • • • ---·. + .... . .......................... ' ................................................................................... ••••••• ..... ,.. .. , ............................. • - .......... ~ .................... .. 

... , .............................. ~ .... , ........................................................................................................................................................... ,. ......... , ............... . 

. ........ ' ........ ... .. ············ ...................................................... , ......................................... ~ ............. -..................... ,. .. ......................... .............. . 

................... .......... . .......... . ...................... - ..... . ................................. ► .................. 4, .......................... ,. .................................................................................. . 

. . . .. . .. . . . . . . . .. . ...... .... .. ·~-·~ ... ,. ......... , ......... ' ......................................... ~ .................................... """ .................... , ........... - ........................ -.................... .. 

JWP £.~ l'-£1-:/Hf:AD A.\"D :-.'ECK 

'-· S~cd~l Geen frakture. 
Sl .. u!! ..... .. .............. ~., ........ , .•... ~ ................ ,. ................. ................ •-•• •4 .. 1'-f ............... , ......................... = .... .i. .. ~~· ........... ., ............................................ . 

.......................................................................................... ~ ................................................. ,.. ............................................................................................. . 
.. ... ... . . " ...................... -........... ' .............. , ........ ' ............................. ~··· ....................................... '" ..................................................... , ................ •-' .... . 

6. S!.:~d~1!0~01.o.d Niks nbnorr.i.!als gevind nie. Dnar is geen tekens 
J :itrl::;2n1.2l C"on1,=-n1a .......................... . ................................... , ........................................................ , ..... . .......................... ..... .. ..................... . 

. x.~.~ ... S.~.:-:-.9.n?-.~.r.fi.~ ... 9.~.g,_;.~.~t~.S ... ~:.~!.~ ... h.ttr.~l~ ... P.r..~.t~ .... ~~.ff.: ......................................... .. 
• • .. • '•· t ................... + +• ................... . .............. .- ............. - .... . ....... ' ........................... •,f .............. .. .. +• •••• ~ ....................................... -· ........ ••••••• •• -~~·-··· 

I • .♦ • • 11 •I. 11 t ••• • . 0 0" 0 •., •, .... , ♦. i- ~ • ... ► . • a .. I e • r .. ♦. o • •• o • ... o ■■ •I .. ♦ • ► .. • t- • • • O • • ■-• •. • p • o1 .... 0. ♦• o,o 11 ••."I ...... • ......... ••,-I ,o O •. e .. • 11 0 .. • p ·• • .. I• O 11 e. •.~of.•.• 0 • .... <I• o 11 • ... o. • t ♦. • •. 0 . . ..... 11 ..... _. ... Ia 0 

c. ~-lor.d, long en farir.ks • . • . 
~ lo~ t!., ionp~'C :ill.: ,h:r,.-r,x ....... P.! .t ... P..Yn!. .. ~:R-.n ... 9.;'r.~ ..• t9.!l S .. J § ... }: .tr.J:i.:r;:~ TI.Q., ..... J).P.-.~.r. ... ;,,.~ .... , ..... .. 
.. ~.i.t.'1!.r ... Sj;.~_::; •.. ~~.tr.1?x:P.-.~.~.i.n.s ... X.f'!:>1 ... 2J.t ... r..~~-.. }:~.n ... #.;\-Jl ... !.9.ns ...... m9.n.9. ... e.f ... f.f!;r..tn~:S 
~lym,·lies nie. Daar- is s;een tel~ens van rook,·erkleuring of roetdeeltjie. 

9· };;:;;,:~ul:ti:,~ \""}. b l · d · teem·oordig ni~. si:c:-. ~1rt:,rn,c •.. ,. }1 •• ~.~-- -~·- · AP.r..l:!.~P.-.... ~ ... s.~'.'.·.;:n ....... u.t rt., ............................................................. ' ................. . 
. . ..... ... .. ..... .. .... .... ... . ..... .. . . .. ,. ' ... ... ... ... ......... ,.., ........... ... .. , .. .. ... ···~·· ............... , .. ~ ..... ' ....... ~~•···•······ ...... ' .................................. ~ 
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BORS/CHEST 

10 n:mk:i1cndiarP,~.1 Steekwonde strek deur die borsl~as,,and voor. Van o.stcr 
~tr el, ~~fft-= e~~ a:d ~:t~~~";,~:onire···,ie"ur···,r.rc""Eo·~·si~·a·s···,~;.i·ncr:····•··ore···e·en····s·n~:···dre· .. l;·(re·· rib 
d ~..-a rs d·eur""fi~•t<Hrrmr~···vliYi ... 6":i'~· ··~·~~-"··e-11roro\11"·~·g't·t!·.t'···~·t1•··~·t·.t'·tilr""t'ln ··· :1:n··•l!l:i.'l!··TrtU~ a r- long 
~ c 1., 0 k~:t,-ln--""'11·"'f"1f'C c-d·e "·s~ :;-·-cli·e .. ·& :5•t:-c ·"rl: b--,:! wa·rsd·et1r ··n et···l:i·n+:s···"'Cn ... di·e•·•,-.•er,~·c 1 

11. M::.fasrinumcnslukdi:~:n (sien agter bladsy J) 
~t;;:!i?$ti:iUr:l :ir.d ocsopb3,u1 ............. ,. .............................. t .. ➔ ~~t ••···~········• ................... ~•······ ...... , ................................ - ........... 1••·····,I 
.~.~-~.!!~.~:~~~.! ... ~.~.:..!.~~-.. ~.~~r. .... ~.!.!: ... ~!:.!.';.r..~.9.r ... m.,.~.!~.!?.ti.r.um, ... ~.2.t .... tl\ ... Q.i.~ ... h.ar.t .•... 

U. Pku:;ie en lonp:: 
Plc1,:;;,: lnJ lun;s: 

lli';~~~ .. 'R.~Al.[ ... :i.§ ... 1~~-~ ... 9..P.PJ~X::\~l.~l:;.k.ig !I ... Jliny.w.o.nd.e ..• in ... d.i.e .. .r..e g.t;.e:'\ .. . bok.wa.b ... v o or • 
Lo::;m;m::i 

................ ,. ................ ~ ....................................................... ., ......... LUO!,IIU», ........................................... ~ 
Lbi;c: . • . • 
Lc:fl . .:T1u!.e .• .s..t.e.',!kWAnd.e ... s.tr. e.!<:: ... ±.0.t. .•. 1n .. ,d,i.e ... l.;i.nk-Cr-• .. 10 n g· .. e-g•t-e r •· .. ·•··Dal!lr··± s •n o u 

' d b k 1 +1 0 L<>:i~ni..'l~ cm in d u s · c! · 
l ink c·r1'ti·~i~=-s:~~n~·:~ig·~t:·! ... M:·e~'I'fKiJ~~'Io~;g·\~ !i !.u:~;:g ·e;·ar-~····••o!·;~··I!·~:r~~lt s ;le 
,~ ~~~;t~:~~~~:i{~~:Z~:n ....................... .t?.;.~.~~ .... ~.:.l .... ?.}.~J~~!JP.1~.~:+.~ ... tn .... 9:l!LJ..t~~~-r. ... P.s:!X:~.h..al t e. 

~~.~!. .. } .. ~ ... ?. ... ~.~.~.~!~.~~~.TT.~.! ... ~:..f!.:t.JR.1 ... i.n ... Q.t~ .•. ;i;-JtS.t~r. ... ,r~n:t.i:.:i.ke.l ... x.a.n ... cll.e .. .Mr.t en l 
clc1u· die ..lgterwand ,·an <lie rester ventril~el H:~.r.--:!s:i van die hart strek .so,,·1 
.ns ·•1t·•~nr··n·arrdi'e·•·.:,rrd·er,i"am;t"'nrn"·ttre··•.r-·eg't'cr··ve\1fri'l.:.sel'~· ..................................... 1J 

U. Groo1 blo.:,h-:it.: , • . • ... 
l.:i.1,-.: bl\lOd ,·c,sds ........ , 1.\ .. L.i.n.~ ~X ... p.ul. m o.n..a l.e. .. lt. e.ne .... 2. .s ... r,.,.ia k-g-e & ~-e -e.k••· · · ·· · , .... • ... •·• ·•·· ....... ·•· ·• 

Dl'IJ.:/ABDmJ £.'i 

JG. B,1:!;!:ohc n... . s blo d n l"O""'t~ }.,l _d!':·t 1.-=. J.c;; :t - d. . d. J'~i1011::.li:::Y,i1;- ......... ::\~E.. ... :L ............ ~ ....... l;: .• : ••• s:~ .. ~ ... ,..,.~ ... .T .... ',t .o.e ...... a -.e - .... .e.en1a:o.or. 1·S·•·.l.•n ie 
~-~-~.!~!~~.~.~:.: ....... 9.~.~-.r ... ~.~ .. .. !:~~:!.~ ... ~.!.7 .. ~.~~.~•~!?.~.?..~ ... !?J.~ .... J..i.?.~m .. J,.~t.\k .. ~:~.t ... rl~.ur. ... d.ie. .. . 
anterior verkoolae buikwand strek tot in die buikholte, onderskeidelik 

Ji. t!~~!~~~1c:.iis ... €.,.9.~!~.--.~-~ ... .J..:..9..~.~ .. .+.t.n~~ .... Y.~D ... ~i.t? ... mi.d4~lJ.~·.n,. ... o.p ... cii.e ... h¢c,g.t-e ,·an 
die nneltjie. Oaar is~ snywond in die mesenterium 4 0cm la~, en 

................ · • ., ..................................... ................ ~~ .... -.... - •"'······· .............. , .................................... , ........................................... 1 ••••• "' ..................... . 

• :.~.
1~.7.~.: ... !~.;.:~.!:~:E~ ... !~~.~:~ ... ~~~.L.?..~~r .... !~.~ ... X:~.~ ... b.t~f.'.~U,.9 .... ~Mlk.ws;,.nd~ ... h.ang.,.. toon 

.~:.~::.~.~.!.!.:t~.~ ....... ~~-~!'. ... f.~ .. :D .... ~.!.~.~h:-~:9.P:9 ... :.~~.1:,,.i.n ... d.i~ ... ma.ag ... d.~w:-... .!t1' ... ~o.or.1~and .s treli 
JS. D~rms Cil m~r.ierii:m 

Jntes:~-~nd ~r.h:r;· ...................... , .. ,,: .. .. , ..... ·· ~ ··· ........................... t, , ... ~ ..... - ~··, ............... .,. ................................................................ ~~ ••• ,. • 

• •• ,. •••• • - .............. .... ,,. ,<t .... ~- .. "· ..... . .................... ·····,.······ ••• •• •• •• •••••• .. ..... ~-•---· • • •• ..................... ·Lc:~:c;·~~., -··-•······· ···· ·········--····· ............ . 
• ...... • , ................ cf,.• • ••• , .... , ....... , ..... 4 ................... ,,. ......... ................... -~--·· · · ·••"····...... ••••• ti·r':-r .n■..Ms ... ........................... T ........................... ,. ~ .. .. 
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.... -
GW7/15 

. _ ~- · .... ~ I =~~~~~No. NB PM 1064/85 /(JJ:1 
Dyne= - Niks abnormaals gev1nd nie • Adtcn3ls ........ ,., ........ .:.. •• _. f ...... ··-·•••····· •• ._ ............................................... ~ .................................................... , ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ,,. • 

R~~h:r ; 
~1 ...... ,.,. ............ ,, .................................. ·••····· ••••••••••••••••• ···········•·'"·• ...................... ,,. ....................................... " ... ,. ............... ►••··· ...... . 

- I . 
• • .o•••· I. 0 .... 0 ·• 0 I• a O' 0 • ea O a O .. , 0 •••• •• • •• ♦•- • ! • •+♦• .. • ·• • •··. ·•• ·•• .................. -• •-f-+lt .. 0 • a 00• ♦• •••• • •O ·• 0 •••• o a•·••• oa ■♦ a• 0 ·• ♦• ••• 0 • • 0 ··• ....... ··•·•• ■ •-•JI- -♦♦ ,o • ♦•·•·••-I ♦•• 

Link~r , 
Left ..................... ; ............................... ··+•••+••· ............................... ,. ................................................................................ , ........................... , ....... . 

23. }'.~n: Cl'l ll!Tl~'t'S: • 
Kitir..:ys ar,t ur.:ie:s:; 

Rcp:l!r : 
l\Jpt:t .. •• •• t t~ ••• t ■■ :I .. o. I,.,. o a• o o a o Io ............. ~ tao••• .. , ... ••• .. t •44 .o. O. ■ "I•• ot o• •••••• ...... ■ ■ • • • .................... f• • ~ ♦ •1•• ........ ♦•• .. ,.. .............. • ••• ......... • ■ •I.a .. , .. • ·• ■ ........ 0 I 4 ..... • 

·····················l ................................................................................ ~~~!s .......................................... s 
Lin1'~r I 
left .... '" ................ -~·· ............ , .... , ........ ~ .... ~ .. , ..................................................................... , .................. ~ ...... , ..................................... .......................... - .. ~ ....... . 

I Nicrrn.us;i 
........... .. ................. } ..................... , ........................... '! .... 1•••"'••~·.................................................. Kidr.ey mass .................................. ,; .............................. , 

Urie;.~:u. c:::i 1m.l:":! : 
1 

• • • 
l'n,.;;ry t.::i~..!i:t and ctct!ir.l .•.•. Nik.~ ... n.bni,r.ma.a.ls-... .s;eY.J..1'),~ ... tu .. ~ ............................................................. . 
•••••u•••••_. .. ., ........... ■••••••• .... , ..... , .... · • ....................................... ,,. ........ , , ................................. - . .. ,.-... ,. ........................................... , ........................... . .. + .. .-• ■• .... •• .. ••••o. .. 

1S. B,,:kk~·.1.-:uii!1:: 
'P~l\'tc ,\':ttl:5 .......................................... ~,. ............................................................................................................................................................. ,:. ..................................................... . 

RUGGRAAT/SPISE 

2i. Rctfr.131 . N - t n . c, • t " d . t k . n 
Spic.:.! colum:i •••.•. ~~ •. ~.!L.9.9P.S~m~.~.~~ ..•..• ?:.~.~ ... r.!fl.~£ ... ~.~~.TT ... "!:1:?: ••• ~ •• ~.l'.t •• ;.~§ ....... 'r •. ;.~~=L.:U: .............. . 
................ ,i, ................ ;.~-'-~-~r .. -?:--.. ~~ ..... ~; .. ~ .. ~ ............................................................................................................. "' ................................. , ...................................... . 

' J6. RuS;l':'lurg . 
Spj.Jll..l ~o:-d ..... , ..... p .. ~; .. ~ ...................................... ~ ......................................................................... , ..... ~ ................. , ............................................................. '" ................. ................... . 

I 
'O ·•• ... .,_ e • • • ••• • • • •• ·• O .,., ..................................... I• .. • t .... •+ ♦ ,- .. ••• •• ...... o ■ a.o,., ................. ♦♦ +••· • ,;-,.. ••• .... T .... O .... • ♦ ••.__ ... I- ..................... •· .... ,1,. ......................................... •••• • ..... •• • 

A?~d \':1:1 tr.O!HtCt 
N:nu.rr or Si)f...imcr.s 

A:i.rd ,.in ondtnoel: ,-en:is 
~tu:c er bw:.tig;Jtion ~uifcd 

Beskfr.kin£ ocr moll$ltn 
DispoS31 ot specimens 

................................ __ ....... Si.en .. Aanh~~~sel .. III .............. 1 ............................. ., ..................... . 

196



NO P:-1 106'1/85 AANH.~NGSEL I 

nladsy 1, item (iv) 

YErmnANOING 

Die tiggaam toon uitgebreide verbrandins en verkoling met 

vier steekwonde voor en vier steekwonde aster op die rug. 

STEEKWO~DE 

' 

Die steekwonde (1) ~ot (3) voor op die borskas strek deur die 

borslcaswnnd, en deur die voorwand van die hart tot in die regter 

ventrikel. Twee verdere wondgange afkomstig vanworid no. (4) strek ook 

Lot in die regtcr ventrikel en~ derde wondgang afkomstig van wond no 

(~) sny die onderwand van die regtcr ventrikel raak. Daar is 

ook ·11 wondgang wat dwarsdeur die agterh·and van die ventrikel 

slrek. Danr is ook twee steekwonde deur die verkoolde anterior 

wand van die buik met ·n snywond in die r:iesenterium 1 en ·n wend 

tot in die maag. 

Twee van die steekwonde links agter op die rug strek deur die 

borskaswand tot in die linkerlong. 
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AANHANGSEL 

nlad~y 2, item~ 

Sien Bylae A vir sketse. 

Die liggaam toon uitgebreide verbranding -van die kop, romp en 

ledemntc. Die vinserpunte van albei hande is wesgebrand. 

~ Gedceltc van die kop~el aan die agterkop sowel as~ groot 

gedceltc van die vel oor die skouerblaaie agter en~ kleiner 

gedeelte vnn die vel oor die boud area toon minder ernstige 

vcrbr.inding. Daar is uitgebreide verkoling van die sagte 

vecfsel van die grootste gedeclte van die borskas, buik en 

bobenc voor sowel as groot gedeeltes van die midromp en bobeen 

1:cefscl agter. Groot hocveelhede van die sagte wecfsel van die 

lin1{crbecn bo en oncJer voor s01fel a!'1 agtcr, sowel as gedeeltes 

van cfj e sagte 1.-eefsel van die regterbeen is afwesig (moontlik 

nadoodse beskadiging deur diere). Die voet en ertltel areas sowel 

os gc<lceltes van albei onderbenc egter en ·n groot gedeelte van 

die regter ondcrbeen voor toon minder ernstige verbranding. 

Dr i c paral 1 el e skuins vert H:al e s teekwonde voor op die borskas 
... 

elk~ J,Ocm lank: (1) is 5,0cm links en (2), 2,0cm links van die 

middellyn, terwyl (J) net regs van die middellyn gelei is. Wonde 

(1) en (2) strek deur tussen ribbes Jen 4 links deur 1 strek 

mediaal af en agterwaarts, (J) strek deur tussen ribbes Jen 4 
regs, en sny die rand van die borsbeen deur. Al drie hierdie 

,-;onde (1), (2) en (J } str~k d~ur die hartsak, tot in die rester 

-ventrikel van die hart. (4) is gelei op die onder rand van .die 

borskas links van die middellyn, skuins vertikaal verlopend met 

'11 on::-eelmatige borant, ten,:,·l die ender rand in die verkoolde 

vel en sagte weefsel gcbied 1~. Onderliggend tot hierdie lengte-

,·erlopende ,.-and is daar drie aparte penetrerende wonde deur die 

(a) is J,Ocm lank aan die regter punt van hierdie 

lang Yel \,end en strel. deur tussen ribbes 4 en 5 regs, {b) sny cii 

198



' ' \ 

DR NB PM 1064/85 AANHANGSEL II (~) 

Oladsy 2, item 4. 
Steekwonde, vervolg: 

vierdc ribkraal-,becn en gedeelte van die sternum aan 

kant dwnrsdeur en is 5cm lank, (c) is ),5cm lank en 

vyI'dc rib kraakbeen links dwarsdeur. Wonde (~) (a) 

strek deur tot in die regter ventrikel van die hart 

(c) sny die onderwand van die regter ventrikel raak. 

~~3 

die linker-

sny die 

en ( b) 

en wond ( 4 ) 

Daar is 

oolc ·11 steekwond wat deur die a,gterwand van die re,gter ventrikel 

slrck. 

Daar is vier steekwonde teenwoordig agter op die rug. (1) is 

,·erli 1cnal 2,5cm lank, in die middellyn op die sko;f van die laer 

11ek gnuiccl ngtcr, vanwaar wondgang na voor en effens links en 

opwa.iri. s s trcl-. ,.rir 6, 0cm in die linker nekspiere. ( 2} is J, 0cm 

lank, ~,Ocm links van die middellyn en 16,0cm onderkant die 

.skoucr lyn. 'n Wondgang s trek van ll°ier na Yoor en mediaal,,.,.aarts, 

cffcns opwaarts en sny die sesde rib net links van die werwel­

kolom dwarsdeur. (J) is 4,0cm lank, 6,0cm van die middellyn 

en 18,0cm onderkant die middellyn. ~ Wondgang strek mediaal 

na voor en effcns opwaarts en sny die agtste rib links van die 

wen,·clkolom eiwarsdeur. ( 4) is 'n snywond 3, 0cm lank op die 

vcrkoolde rand van die vel regs posterolateraal aan die borskas • 

. 
~ Vertikale steekwond 1,5cm lank is gele~ 4,0cm links van die 

middcllyn en 4,0cm bokant die skouerlyn agter op die nek en 

slrek sle,g-s enkele sentimeter in die nelapiere in. 
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AANHANGSEL III 

IIS'e1 
HONSTERS GEJIOtJ 

1. Olocd van die oorledene is ntet '11 spui't uit die f'emorale 

v,ina setrek en in ·n botteltjie gespuit wat uit 'n hout-

kissic verwyder was na die seel van die Gesondheidskeikunde 

Lnboratorium Nr. 7 ge~r~is. Beide botteltjie en houtkissie 

is gemcrk DR NO PM 1064/85. Na terugplasins van die bottcltjie 

in die hou tld ss ie is 1 nnsgcnoemd e oorhandig aan S/ A/0 Els. 

ri\v; t\ \J: -r 
11 

Koolstofmonoks i ed-bepaling, so,..c 1 as b Jo ed ,.; r 

-g-reeperiRgsd9eleiRdes is van hierdic liggaam geneem, 

gcmcrk NO PM 106~/85 en oorhandig aan S/A/0 SJ Els van 

Moord en Roof 1 Port Elizabeth. 

J. nlood vir groeperingsdoeleindes is oorhandig aan S/A/0 SJ Els 

V-'ln Moord en noof, Port Elizabeth. 

1. rotes van die oorledene is in my tcenwoordigheid geneem 

dc•ur die amptelike polisie iotograaf van die plaaslike 

vingcrnfdruk afdeling. 

2. Die lykskouing is uitgevoer in die teenwoordigheid van 

Dr J 13otha, Spesialis Patoloog van Johonnesburg. 
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Jba:-~ ~ . ,. '" ' ~,d 

SUJD-AFRIK.AANSE POUSIE 

.. LC13■■ '\\''• 

»s.~ 
Reeks No •.. .... P..R. ..... NJ~ ........... J.Ql~j. ... §.5. ... 

DEtDIGOt \'£RKLARlr-.G JNGEVOLGE ARTIK£L lll (4), WET 51 VAN 1977 

Gideon Jacobus Knobel Ek, ··· ·· ········· .. , .............. .. ............ · ··c;~jj~ ;oi,rm~·c~ ~> · · 

. ~IIJ ... Ch 0 ... .. !l .. Gerc,s.t. ... G.~n ... SA.1 . .. t-L'led ... Path ......... - ..................................... ., .. . .......................................... . 
(k".illfi~) 

•vcrkl:i.ir onder eed/bo:::c~ 

Ek is in dicns \·.in die Staat .ts 'n •cJi~tll,"~~/p:uoloog lc .. .... $.e.c..p:tt.a.d ........... .................................... .. . 

Op ...... ........ ... J .... ~.~.t!.~ .. } .9..Q.5-... ............................ .. ......... is die Jyl: \.'an 'n •IH:fflttr{Swarl~~/ 

>-¼ii:r •m:m/w-RI(' met h:mg--c1ikcl gcnommcr OR .. .lO.t!VBs ..... .................. ....................... -.. aan my uitgewys deur 

.. ................ .... .. .... ........... ......... ..... ...... . S /A/0 ... E:•l s ................................................................... " ............................................ . 

en ui1gckct1 :a die lyk '2.t .. ...... ... ... . .. g cmer.!t ... 10.l 8/8.5 .......... ..................................... .......................... ....................... . 

Or . .. :., .J u .1 i.e .. J 9~5 . .... .... .. het ck ·n JykskouinJ op die: gcnocmdc lyl: uitgcvoer c11 my bevindin~s 
Of'l :rnngchc-gcc rnrm (G~sondht"id f) ~:in~ctckcn, ,..,,clkc rei1c ck ,·as1es1el hct deur 'n ondersock wat bedrcwendbeid in 
·bi~Ngic,;'.m:a:om:~~ P:ltolosic \·crcis. 

I. ~k is vcmoud met die inhoud nn die \ ·c:rkb.rin,s en bcgryp dit. 

2. ck hct •~ccn bcswa:i.r/b:::ti:06~-:af teen die aflegsing v:i.n die v.oor1:esl.rewe ced. 

J . Ek heskou die ..-oorgcskrcwe ced *;u bir.d~n!J/Qi1u~cnd:QUC\-1r my gewete • 

Pick .r; AA~.$.T.~P. ... . .. <.-.c:::-::. __ -; -.:~r:::hl . 
\o ;-;a- . Dal um ..... '..) . .l .... ::> ... ..... . 

'IJ1f .. . ca,J:h~itJ~ 
HOOF STAAT C: P OLOOG/PROFESSOR 

' 

B~sighcid~1dres (In drukskrif) .... 5-~"'!'.'"~ .. '.-~~ ~~:'~ .. 1 ...... ~ ~~.~ .~~ . .. , ..... . .. 

-:: ~ >-Y<-'-\.\,.) \ i.:"i""c... 

R;1ng .. ... .... .... \\~1J;J.·.:.-.-:::~·.·.· .. ::·.·.·.-:: ... · ... : .. ~·.·.· .. : .. ~ ......... .... ~ .................................. ..... Suid-Afriknan~~ J>oJisi~. 

• ~i. rl;> l•Ocm.',· n1~ \:In 1oer,;.i;5ing ni::. 
,\ .I , -St:-.1!\ '!~.;·i fl 1i:C'! sda.u:r t -z-~, .. ~r: ,c,,, \.~::::-- .. ~;: rl:,;;~ lli'-':: : s: :: ;,::-3(;::; ·,,~:J. 

r& 
LC.. 

202



R'E'Pv,n.~ YAN SOJ'D-AFRIKA • R!PUBLTC OF SOti'"J'li ,Al:lUCA, 

nF.PARTE'.\IF,;,.T\'AS Gf.SO~Ol-J£1D £:'-.: \\'ELS\7' • 0£PAP.TI\1E'T Of HEALTH AND WEI.FAR£ 

\'ERSLAG OOR 'N REGSGENEESKUNDJGE LYKSKOUING 
REPORT ON A I\IEDJCO-LEGAL POST-MORTEM EXk\flNATION 

NB PM 1018/85 

A:1rH!icl.:iryddtonar. Port £li7.a.beth 
T,, th.: ~1,g,:s,~tc: of --· ··~---·•••t-••• .. +-+•• ... ~-,. ...... -, .. -•••• t ............. , .... +••·· .. .. • .. ••• .. •• .. . ~ ............. .. .............................. + ............................. ... .... .............................. .. 

ti.. . • 1 smifisecr ~ 
1 .... .....•........ . G.l.d.e.o.n .. J.a.cr>.b.\lf:.. . .KnQ.a.e . .-. .................................................................... , do htreby ccnlfy-

(il d:11 ck o;, • . • . 
1h31 at . ., ... S. .. A .. .P.i:i.l .i .s.i.e ... D.od.e.h.u l.~., .. . .Ke. \,' ... Bl:'.l.S,h.t 0.n. •.••• P..0r.:t ... .El.i.za.b.e:t.h .......... .. 
or~i~ Jde d3~'·3 n Julie, 85 ~nn1:~~ 0:i 10 15 ~,n lni;, .. ................ dl~ or .... .... ..... ...................................... 19 ...... , commencuia ... t ..................... b ............... .. 

didi~-~ra,'ar. . Swart manlike volwassene I cum ... ~ thr t>-,d~ or ............................................................... _ .......................... ~··· ......................... , ...... . 
ondcrsocl. hc1; 

liiJ d.Jt d~ h~;ir.i .,,r mr ~fd.::n1ifi~r i.-
1hl11his t,odf w:u id::niiri:d lo me- Moord en Roof Eenheid 

I~) ft .......... §/.b!..Q ... § ... J .... ~l~ ............................ ~~ .. ~~.r:.~ ... ~.!1~~~~.!~ ....................... :-= 
{t,)da:u: van 

b>. I . .. . . . ... . ... ... ............ . , • • •• • •• • - ~ . ..... .. ' • •• • •• • ••••••••••••••• , . .... or ............................. + ................................ .. ;, ... , ................. . 

:!S C:i~ v.:i:i . c o • ?-U·on to a~ ~·irii; th:it of ....................... .............. ... ...... :.'.P.~il:".f.' .. ~ ....... ~ .......................................................... .. 

:fo~ ~~::gr.l=~~~~,~1!~.~-~~~-':_i~~····· .. ················· .. •;· .. ······"J.g .... J.~.~r. ............................. ~~· 
fiii > dJl died~ pb,;?S~~ind het­

lim d~1h iOCJk pli::c-

{a 
1 ~~1;f!~:!.~~ .. ... ~~:~A f .~ ~Y..~.!.?:.1.~ ••• ~.t~ .... ~~-~.~ ... ~:.~P. ........... ~ .. g 1 /§./..§2 ... Jt .............. .. 

(b)soos be~~, m~1 on~e11och u;; "'oor my ond<.T$oek; 
as ck'l..:ffflincd .it C'l$1irtarion ....... ..... ....... ..... hours pricr 10 my cx.-mii11Jlion; 

.. P.~.1:. ... 9.L~ ... J.J.g.s~~m ... n.~.Jt~~i,u:lns; .. .s.~:--:·.;,n9 .... w~~ ... $:>.m ... .1.i.hP.O .•. $:>.p ... 2B./.6.L.85 
lnncs die Redhouse pad buite Port Elizabeth. 

•• • t t • • t • • :-:-•• ,.'I ••T• ...... 4 •--• •••• •••• • •••• • .... , . '" • • • • O • ••• •••••,♦•••• •11 ........... i •··••·•· 4 ♦ •·• 4, o ••·• •• ♦ ••,-··••••·•••••••.a•• . . ....... , .... •••••11• I••••• o ............ ,. 

(1\•) d:it d:( \·cm:?::imst~ l:·hkouin~hc;indini;.\ in verb3nd rnet himiit lig__~ dic,•olgeM.: w:is 
th:i: th-! chl-:f rosr-momm findir.~~ ~ tty me on this bod)· wcu 

.. ,.! ....... 1?.{l.~.t ... l~ ... '!J.i.ts.~,gT..~J.R-.~ ... Y.fi:X:R.r.An.tUn..g ... :(.an ... dir:. .. J.iggaam~ ...... 2. ....... naar 
j s ·n skietwond deur die skedel en brein met intrakraniale bleeding 

·3·:""" 1ii'"'T·i,:c·eae···-rc,ook·o·eeT'T.if .. rii' ;+aTe ... v·er'ic'ooTd·e···.spi'ere'",:an'··aTe·"6·0rska5-
. 1('!! :t d· .. i· in ks ... a-r.-t e·r·o :l.·at e-:r~8·? .. ·s-~~•i:ntl ·;··""~·-:···· .. r,-ti~):L ... 1'~·0 -aP'I'~ ... is't'e·etcwon de 
.v-0c;.r-... e,n ... d,r,.i,e, .. .s;-t.o-el,¥-0n.tl-& ... a ,g~-e-~•··~f}•·-d·~e .. -b~r-•sk:e.•:,• .. s•.!-gb-s'ZlryNo-H~·)···"'·oor 
.P..n •• Jtl.e .... b . .Q.r.§.lS:.el~ ..... :i.tr..e.~ ... d.eur. ... l-.Q.t. ..• l.x:i ••• d..i.e. .. .bo..r~b.oJ..te. .• .e.n. .. dh".a:.s.dcur. .. die 
_hart: ..... .'n ... St eekwond .. s tr~l-t .. d"·~.-f5d,eur ... di e ... la13,r .. koi;wel ..• asJer ... opoen·l ak· 
kig onder die vel deur. 

(q c.ii. ;i, t~,Ol£ \l:'~rny w~m~:nbgs \\ilJr.·w 'n ks hi~rondcr volf ck b-.-sluit he1-
tlm . .i,;, rt,;;h oi m1 obstmllions 1: s:hooullt of which follows. I ccn-:h:dcd-

f;i l ell' di-: daod ,·Lc•r m~· ot.c!!t$¢tk pla:!sJ;e\t.id bet; en 
1h::11 ck:;:i; h:id o.~u:r;d ... .. ............................................ ............................. : .. p:ior to in; ex:uni!l.:!.tion; and . 

(t,.) d;it di~ oors3ak/a.."'CJb.">'ar, die d-,od . . . 
1h:n the ~l!SC/c::1:.ists of dca:h \\l!.S .. 1were .. n ... ~Ja.~.:t~,:9.n.Q ... Q..~.l,l,f.' ... ~.i.f .. J-;;o~ ... e.TI .• ?n. .• .s.i.e.ak.w.o nd 
tct in dje hart. 
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--
Lys Waamemings Schedule of Observations 

GW"l/15

1 ~Slc!r 8 ·a jf ~~ "---!?=i~tt;;,;.!!..!9h.;.,;re.;:;gi_~1_er_N_CN_B_P_J-_l_1_0_1_/_5_. __ __,, 

ALG'E~1£E.-../GESERA1. • 
1. Lc::i;;rc 

1 6 M:i!.S:1 - .5. _ Ligt:3:11nsbou. l . Voedinf.;toesand . d l.d 
ffos."lt. ................. 3 .... m M;i..;s .................... .:, ...... 1., Ph}·siquc .•.... k .e.1.n.......... Nutdlian •.•••. sem.1. d& 

3 
~~;:; :t,~~~~~~ ... ~.~f;.~::.~ ... ~~~.: ... ~E~!.~.~~·~····.!·!: .... t~.~~-.. Y..!r.~.~}:~:~~1 ... ~r. ............ . 
. ~-.:.:. !: ~-~.; .~-~ ... ~:.?..~ ... ~.~!.~.:..~.: ............................................................. ·····~-··············· ............................... . 

4. tiit·.i.endi.,-c vc,r,rliomH~n li~cn ~~nd.vanfl!(jem:aie Si en Bvla e A en A.iln'- . $ 1 I 
Extl"fllJI apt)l:lr-n~ cf body ar.d cor.diuon of limbs ................................................... ................. f.l~.ns.,.f:.1-••• ···········--

... ·~ ............... ~- ................................................................................ + ............... •••••••••••• .................................... -4 ................. ; •• , ............................. . 

, ••••• .. •••• .. •••••t+-"••• ................... • .. ••• .. ••••••• .. •••• ........... ,.••••"' ................. • .. ••••r• ...... •••••.tr ••••••+••..,•••••••••••••••••••••••••• .. •••••••••• ••••••••••••• ••••••• • ... 

. ..................................... , ........ .. ............... ~ ...................................................... ,........................................... . ........ ,, .... ....... ........ . .. 
• • •• • ••••~•, ............ '!,.••·•• ...... , .................. ~, .... ........ , .............................. w ... ............................. . .......................................................... - ................................ ., ....... ~ .. .. 

................ . .......... ..................................... ,. ........ . ............................................................................................................................... ., ....... ~•· ... ·• .. t ........... .. ........ <11+••·••+ ......... . 

'.' ••••••••• •• • 4 . - -- . ............................................... '..... • • • .... ... • ............ ......................... ............................... ....... •• • •• .... • ... ....... ...... .... •• ..... • • ..... • 

................ - • ♦• ........... • ••••• ...... .... .. .. ..... . . . .......................................................................... . f,J,t t ...................................................................... . ... ······--· .... . 

0 0 0 ... 0-0. 0 0 •A ... ,+ t ... ~ ...................................... , • ..................................... , •• a ............................ .. ............ ~ ................ , .... '. O ..... .. ........ ,. ............................................ .. 

• "••" •••• • t I•• f • • • 41 • , .. , •·• • . +•t. f 1-1 •• • • • • ...... • .. ., •••• • ,..,. ~ ....................................... ;,.,..,'f .. fioio ♦1>•• .......... ,. ..................... ~. 1-f' ............. . a. ............... ., ... ,.·••• ..... ~ ....................... ~-·•• 

... , ....... ... . . . . ........ . .............................. ~ . ....... + . ............................. ► ................... , .................... ,. ........................................................... ,. i;, ............................ ... 

.. .. ·4······· ■ ....................... , .. ., ............ + ............................................ ,. ...... , ............................................ ➔ .................................................................................... "' ... "•◄ ............... . 

-+ ., ........ .. ............. . ........................ + .......... ....... .... . ...................... .... ..... . .. ..... ................................................... .................. .. .................. " ....... , ........................................ . 

i, Oatt;-.r.e1:s-cnoutho!1~ .. \'eelvuldi~c ins-edre\·.2! i"rakture ,•an die oo~ en neusd..:l•: Orb1i~t nl,S;j] :ind .~cral C!\:?ll:5 .............. ,t .. ~• .. ~· ........ . .. . !-:' . ........ , ... ,. .. . ............ "'; ... , ......... ............. ............. , •• : ........ , ................... ~ .... ♦.......... .. ..... ~:+••···· ... .... • 
plat~. Die 005 1 neus en oorholtes 1s egter n1e oopgemaak n1e • 
.. ..... .... .... .. •• ...... • • • .. • • •• .. .............. ••• .. •• ............ ........... ............. ... . • • • ... ....... •• -~ ••• • ••+•• ......... ............................... , ....... , ................... ,. ............ , ....... 1 ............... ~ .... . 

S. Mom:!.t;;mgcnra;inks Die T'\Unt ·van die tonr.- W"'ilr di+ +us!5°n ,-1.; 6 + .. ,,,,1,.. Mouth tonsuc l!nd ph;!!'l1lX .......... , ...... ~ ......................................... c.:. .••••• '!: ............ 't,.')' •••• :-.............. . .... M,i, . .. M .. '1',t:'AIM/T. 

deuisteek. t~on verbrandins. Daar is geen verd~re verbrandin~ van die 
·~ lj n t o'ii.5·;····0r"r:t:r·im:·s···:s-rfm,:·1:re·s···nre·;····en···aaa·r· .. :rs···ge·en· .. roo·kv·e·rETeu·rin·g"·a· r roe t -

s-. 1',J.s1n.1}aure deeltji~s in die mond, farinks o:f lugwei nie. 
N,!t.\ strucu:rc~ . ......................... , ............ ............................................................................. ..... .. ..... ..................... .. 

~• • 1 • 1 . •l • •. ;i.1. ~.f: ... f>.!'l.tlQ.t.Jn,i.\;J. .•. $ ... Z.t\".l.t.1{~ ... .ni.~ ............................ -: ................. ,.., .... ., ...................................... -.7 -;·, 
1.0· 

: :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ::::: ::::: :::::::::::: :::::::~:::::::::: ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::···tt:( 
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- ... G?,•7/1! 

'B/Jll/01£SI' 

Doodregisicr N NB P"-1 0 8/8 A,,- ') D~th tcgi;ter o. 1• l l 5 If~• & &,...;~.;;.;~;.....;------------..J 
JO. t~r~ ~~rJ&;ibrag:n ••••••.• §.!.~.U ... ~.1.~9.~.Y .. J.: ...... _.t:.l ... P..:r..:i-.~ .... 9-.i.~ ... ~Ql.19.£1 ... Y.fl.9..t ... Rll .•. rJ.i.e .... . 

b ors It as st r c I< d wars de ur die .. P C?.t.l?.!~.~.~}~:~.m;l.: ....... P.t~ ... r.J.J;,.°t?.i:l.~ .... P-H:il ... ~lP..fl,L .. . . .. . ............... ........... .. ......... ................................ ,... . . .. ..... ..... ....... . .. 
. k.i.n.l.o .... t.o.oi:i •. ,\:.ai;-.kol.i:l5 ... ..an .• ,\o'-05•b.-a•nd;i.n.g .. ,v-an .. ,d.j_.e, ••• 1a,e.J1••·l"•l:bb-e-s•~·····'""· 00•"·""' 

JI. Ma.!!5st!:1umcnllukdc:rm Steckwond (2) strek c:leur die anterior inediastinum. Mc:J1astUlum a.nJ oc:soph.!p ..................................................................................................................................... . 

.. . ......... .. ................................... , ................................................................................ ....................................................................................................................... .. 

I '+f-4 ••• ••• ........ ,. ••• ... ,.,. .............. •••• .. •• .... ,... .. tlN .. I• I-• t• • • ................. , .. • • .......... ., ••• ........ , .. .,., .......... ,., .. ., ........... ., .............................. ii ............. ••••••••••••• ........................ ••••••• • ., .... • 

ll, Plcut3.0 c.-i long-c: 
i'.wrae ud h1np: 

ftJ!~ ................... P..!.~t ... A.! .... !.9.P.!~.~ ... E.!.'!..~.~.!-~.~.!~.f!l.!.~ ... ~.!!~n ... s.~.\<;g.R.~.t.~ ... x9.8.t~Qm., .. . 
........................... ~.l'.l ..•. ~J.~ ... F..~.&J.~.r..: .... ~.'l............................... Lunt= ........................................... , 
t:ff.~ .......................... ~QQ.K~ .... k!..O.t:.Q.li.to..t~.~l.s ... me.t. .. .'.n •• ~~o.okt.e ... l.',00.r.koms ... i.n. .. di e 

linker borsh~l t e. .......i~ 
...................... ,................................................................................. LunJI~ ............................................ £ 

....................................... , .......... ~ ................ .... : ..... ........................ ...... ' ......................... .......................................................................................................... . . 
DL'IK( ADDO~ll:..~ 

J
6
. ~~~:lo\.ity ....... ~A.1.~§ •... ~P.P..9.X:ffifl.~J.~ .•. s;.$:J7.in.d ... ni.e ....................................................................... .. 

• • .. , ... ., .......... • 0 ....................... •4,f ................ •·"'•·••+sf• .. •• .. , ...... ,.,. ... ., ............. • ........... ., ................................... • 00 • ,.,.,. ............ , ............. 0 , ........ • • • •• • ... ., .. •ro .... • •• • • o .... , 0 •••• .. •• .. .. 

I 
♦ .. .,, ........................ •••••· • ........ ,. .. •t• ., ... , ........... ,, .. , •• ,.., .. ,. ....... , ........... o • o ... ••••• ■ •• .. . •+ +••• o ............... I ... t• .............. , ..... t I It ........ ._ ... ,. ■••• ••• ,. ... f • ....... •~•••,-• .. •,,,.., ♦ ♦ lo I 

lii. Derm~enm"..se~t::fam Verbrandint." n3.n o.,P...:+'-.,... n--1.c e.n ~A-1 r1~ \· 1 hlt::st.nc&~d ~:;o, ......... - ........................ .;l ................. :s •• -. ... .:z.~.u.Y.:,,.... ...a..t..~ e.n.a-··-Cl-.Otl, ....... .. 
sow~l as cnkele kleinderm lusse • 
• .. ............ .... • ............ ... ................ ••• .. .......... ................ . . . ............. ... •• • • ..... • • .. ..... ••• • ............... ......... ...... ..... .... • .............. ..... , ................................ •+• !'• ............ ' ..... .. 

. ......... ............................................... , ........... '-............................. ·--····· ........................................................................ ~ ................................................ , ................................. , .. . 
• ................. ,, .................................. ~ ,.,. .......................... , ... "' .......................................... ~ ........... ••4 ..................................... " ................ ··~·· ................................ . 

......................... .,. .............................................................................................................................................................................................................................. . 
B. ~~.~folu.Hopllbu!a:e Die l ewe,.. h + • 1-.,.,,i..,_('r 1 • 1.· u,'=', ~-bl,iUcr ~j bili.riQ' ~ .................. ... ~ ......... ~ ....... ~.~ •••• i:\ ••• .,.: .... w. ........ ,-o.e£._ .•. 1.o.0r..-om.s.., ... ma.n..r. 

. .l.~~.0 ... !.tt.~ ... ~.fl.tg,r..9.9.t ... frl.f ... i:~.r.:"i:.e.t ... :r.o.or. .. .nia.. ... ~T.l ••• t.cc.n. .. !n ... 0 .el,;.c>..ok!..o ... :.~o..;,;;-:komi', 

.... ~:.~.:.' ..... ~! .. : ... ::.:: .. ~.~ .. ~•~u•~-~ .. ~.':.r. .. ~::;:! .. ~.:•••••• .......... •t•• • ••• .. •• ................ .., ......... ..... , ................... ,., • .,.,...,, ........... ., .......... .. ............. , .............. , 

4'~~ ................ , .................... ~ ............................................ .. ............................................. , .. .. ......................... u~mas.:. ...................................................... .i ....... . 
~/\ P....nkr:1$ 
- P...:i.:r= ... ...... ~.~];;,~ •.. ~.1?.n~ . .r.!!H~.?..+.~ ... .s: ~.r.iDJL. r..i.e ................................................................................. . 

♦ • o O < .. .. ... 'O O ....... . . .. . 0. O .......... , .... •· 0 ..... " ....... t a O O . ......... 4 ... 0 •• ~ .. ·• • • •· • • • 0 O • •·· ......... TO " . f ♦ .. f "f •Of ..... O O• o o0 · • • • 0 0 ................ 0 .... . '• • • L 4 •&I IO O O O • .. .. .. .. 4 •· ·• ..... . ................... . 

::··~::~::···~i;1~~§i~::·.-~:~:::.::::::::::::~?.T/;~: ............ .. ...... .... .... .......... ..... ., .... ... .. .. ... .. .. ........ .......... ~....... ........ .. ...,. --·--~T I 

\\JJ 
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--- OW1jJ! 

B)'nffl . 
Adrt'.Uls ·~· ........... -··--~--- ·····-· ......................... I ••• I •••••• • • ♦ • •-t• ....... . .. . ...... . ............... ,. ......................................... ···~····· ............ . 

R~111cr : 
RJJ;ht .. .................... .. ... , ...................... 4 •••••• , •···· ~ .............. , .......... ,, ................................................ •••• ......... ...................................... .. 

~ resister · A, 'JI 
.._D_c:_•::i._1h_r_.:~ __ izi_s1_er_N_o_._.r-.:_·_s_ P_~_1_ 1_0_1_8_/_8..;;.; __ -J/f ~• & 

. .... ... .................... ; ... N.i.1$.~ ... ~.l?..r:i:!'.?.f.~!e.~.+.~ ... S.~.Y .. +.~.~ ... !J:!.~.~ .............................................................. . 
L11:1:cr : 
Ld'I •, • .. t · ·~ ·~ • .... . ... • 1 a-~·• •, • ■ ..... ■ ••• , • •• • . .. • • .......... 11 •• • • 4 ...... •, • • ••• • ....... • • •• • • .. ........ ... ..._ .............. ..... 1 •• o ••••• o. ... •., ....... . . . .. .. .. . ......... • 1 , •• ··- · ··· 

I 

2J. Nicrc c vreters : 
K.~neyi end urc1:n: I 

i 
Ri:;:cr ;t\lbci niere hct 'n gekool-:te 
fltS,hC ..... ... , ......... t . .. . .. .. +-, .. ...... .......... ....... ... ........ , ..... 4 

. . ................................................... .... .. ... . ............ 4 ....... !1,••·,, ........................... ~••••••· · •·• .. •··•·· . 

. ........................... ~.~-~ ... ~:~.f.~.[.~!~i?.t.~ ... ~:!?.!?.f.~~.9.'!:.~.:.............. ~;a!~s:1 .......................................... s 
lin\:cr . 
l.ef( _ 0 o -. .a• ■ •• · ··· 0 ■ 0• • o • - ~ ! -- ■ LO • ,t• &OIO & O ■■ o ... . . . ..... ... ......... • • ••• • .. ••·· •• ■ """ .. .. ...... , O # 'f ♦ ;,t f P, ■ 0,p <t •• •· • ··· .. • .................. ••••••'1-l• ♦♦ f-1'<1 .. •••··• ·• .. • ... ~ ■ !'♦■■■ 0 ■,--, .. ~ ffftt'O 

i Nierrtl:ISS3 
............. ..... ............. ...... :. ...... ..... .......................... .................. .................................. Ncls',:y m:lS! ............... t .. ............. " ................ .. ... !' .......... 9 

:?4. \.!ric;";bl~scnun..t;;i j~ik.s abnorma"'ls gevind nie. 
'l1r:nao· blaJJc: ~d a::c~r:s. ........... .... ~! ...... .. ,_ .......... . -.. ~ .. .. .. .. ... ~ ..... '::. ...................................................... J ...................... ... ........................ ,,., ............................. .. 

! 
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~an besering nie. 

::!S. Rugmi.:rg : 
Sp1n:11 cord ............................................................................................................................................................ . 
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MO:-.-Sn:RS GEHOl1/SP£CL\I.E.i"'-S R£TA.r','ED 

A:!.."ii i-:in monsttr 
r-;~cc.tt of speci..::ns 

A.lrd van or.detSOCx l'O"l:is 
N=lt.r: of i."l.-l'Sti1?:1ion requ:r:d 

Beskikkin1 oor moosu::s 
Disposal ors~ 

j ... ?.~ .. ~.!": ... t~ .. ~).~~.~~.~.7..~ .... ~.: .......................................................... ········ ............................................. . 

I ::: : ::: : : :::: :::::::::: : :::::::::::: : :: ::::::::: :~:: ::::::::::::::::::: :<:::::::: :::::::::::::::::::~::::::::::::: :::::::~::: : 
I.•••·••••,, • r • • • • o.o ~ •• • .. .. •-+ • • • • • 1 ... •• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • .,_ , , • ♦ ,. .. • • • .. ~ •• .. , • ♦, .... • • if • • • • •••• '- •• ~'" • tt •• • ., ..... • _. . .... ,. .. ,,. ...... ,. .. •• • ~••• <o •♦•••••• • •t• •~• .. .., •••• II! +~•• •~ .... , .. ~+•t• ,.,!, ... • 

1 ... ........ .. ............. .. ........... ............... ........... , ................... , ............ ......... . ........................ ............................. . 

'1:R.OEPJ;: ,\.·.~~-'\.EM!',CS/ . .\DDmOSA!.. OBSElt'/ATIO'.'\S 
Sien Aanhantsel 2 • 
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DTI r--;n PM 1018/85 
Olad.!-y 2, item 11 (vervolg) 

AANHANGSEL 1 /Is. 
A. VERBRANDING 

Oie liggnam toon uitgebreide verbranding van die hele liggaam 

voor met diep verkoling van die spiere voor aan albei bobene, 

maar minder ernstige verbranding van albei voete waaraan 

gedecllclikc verbrande sokkies nog teenwoordig is. 

~ Groot gedcolte van die kopvel agter, ~ gedeelte van die vel 

aor die skoucrblaaie aster, sowel as~ gedeelte van die vel 

oor die boud area toon minder ernstige verbranding. 

Onar is diep verbranding en verkoling van die laer rug en 

lcnde~ricrc nster met deurbranding dwarsdeur die ribbes aan 

alhei kante agter tot in die borsholte regs en tot in die 

huikholte ljnks aster waardeur dermlusse uithang. 

lijc spjere van die bobene a.gter en lateraal agter toon diep 

vcrkoling tot op die hoogte van die kniebuiging agter. 

□. STEEKWONDE 

Dric steekwonde voor op die borskas. (1} is 3,0cm lank 1 10,0cm 

regs van die middellyn en 10,0cm onderkant skouerhoogte. ~ Kond­

gang strek van hicraf mediaal-, af- en gering agterwaarts skuins 

ondcr die borsvel en borsspiere in en drink die borskas binne 

tussen ribbes 2 eq J net regs van die middellyn tot in die 

anterior mediastinum se sagte weefsel 

(2) if ~ 1 0c~ lank, skuins horisontaal gelei in die middellyn 

voor 20 .. 0cm onde:rkant skouerhoogt e. •n Wondsang strek na agt er 

afw~arts en effens na links, sny die linker rand van die borsbeen 

deur op die hoogte tussen ribbes 4 en 5, strek tot in die linker 

borsholte, deur die anterior mecliastinum se sagte weefsel, dwars­

deur die regter i.·entrikel, die intrin·entrikulere septum en aster,-:an 

van dje linker ventrikel van die hart d~ur. 
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f)R :-;o P!-1 1018/8; 2 

(J) is~ steekwond wat op die laer borskas links voor gele~ 

js op die rand van die verkoolde vel area, sodat die uitwendige 

mnte van hierdie ~ond nie gemeet kan word nie. ~ Wondgang 

slrck nn aster en af~aarts deur tussen ribbes 6 en 7, deur die 

linker diafragma koepel tot in die buikholte. 

naar is drie steekwondc agter op die rug gele~: 

(I) is J,Ocm lank, vertika~l gelei 1 4 1 0cm van die middellyn en 

6 0cm onderkant die skouerlyn. 

(2) is J,Ocm lank vertikaal gelei 1 2,0cm links van die middel­

lyn 1:n 111,0cm onderkant die skouerhoogte. (J) is 1,5cm lank 

vcrtikaal gelei regs agter 4,0cm van die middellyn en 16,0cm 

onderkilnL skouerhoogte. Da.ir is 'n steekwond wat net onder die 

vrl van die agterkop luag af deur strek met~ wond wat 2,0cm 

1Ank is aan die linkerkant van waar ~ wondgans onder die vel 

deurs lrel( na re.gs en afwaarts met 'n ui tgangswond van 1,0cm. 

Sjen skeLs. 

{1} 'n ingan.;swond is gelee in tlie kopvel links, 6,0cm agter 

die linkeroor en het ~ onreilmatige ovaal voorkoms met~ 
I 

horisontalc liggins, 2,0cm lank en 1,0cm breed. ·n Wondgang 

strek van hier skuins nn voor, na regs 1 en effens opKaarts deur 

die skedel. Die skedel insangswond is 1,5cm in deursnee met 

becnrande wat na binne ingebreek is in die linker posteriorholte 

van die skedel, en is selee 11 ,Ocm links agter die foramen magnu;n. 

Die wondgang strek van hier deur die serebellum, deur die 

posterior helite van die pons, deur die regter temporale brein­

kwab se onderste helfte, en deur die laterale wand van die 

skedelbasis regs net onder en aster die vryrancl van die sfenoied 

been. Die uitgangewond cleur die skedelbeen hier, is 0 1 7cm in 

deursnee r.iet beenrande h'".?.t na buite uitgebreel: is. 'r. Verv-rornmeJdc 

------,--r-:-. 

; r,r "--.u . ) 
\. 

I 

208



DR NB PM 1018/85 J AANHANGSEL 1 

loodkoe~lpunt is net buitekant die skedelbeen en onder die 

rcgter temporale spiere gevind. Daar is uitgebreide 

subaragnoiedale bloeding aan die basis, en bilateraal oor 

die bo-oppervlaktes van albei breinhemis£ere. 

{ 1) is aan sy basis gemerk Kl.) 

(KoeiHpunt 

(2 ) : ~ Tweede loodkoe~lpunt is gevind in die laterale 

1Jorskasspiere links voor op die hoogte van! die tiende rib, 

in die area van die borskas waar die vel en onderliggende 

spiere verkoling toon sodat seen vel ingangswond of rigting 

van die wondgang bepaal kon word nie. Hierdie koe~l toon 

slegs geringe afplatting van sy voorpunt en is aan sy basis 

gernerlt K2. 
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nn :--n NI 1018/85 AANHANGSEL II /Jr. 2 
~10:-!STEnS GEIIOU 

1. Dlocd van die oorledene is met~ spuit uit die femorale 

vena getrek en in~ bottcltjie gespuit wat uit ~ houtkissie 

verwyder was na die seel van die Gesondheidskeikunde 

Lnboratorium Nr 7 gebreek is. Deide bo~teltjie en hout­

kissie is gemerk on ~a P~ 1018/85. Na terugplasing van die 

botteltjie in die houtkissie, is laasgenoemde oorhandig 

aan S/A/0 SJ Els. 

'?,\c.c,\ v.....r 
:!. Koolstofmonol<sieclbepaling oorhandig aan S/A/0 S J Els. 

/I 

J. Olocd vir groeperingsdoeleindes is van hierdie liggaam 

geneem, die monsters is gcmerk NB PM 1018/85 en oorhandig 

aan Speurder Adjudant-Offisier Els van die Moord en Roof 

Afdeling van Port Elizabeth. 

D:i c lco eelpun tc. is as gevolg ger.icrk: (1) wat deur die skedel 

gcstrck het, is ilan die basis gemerk Kl en (2) wat links in 

die borskas spiere gevind is, is aan sy basis gemerk K2, en 

albci koeilpunte is oorhandig aan S/A/0 SJ Els van die 

Moord en Roof Afdeling, Port Elizabeth. 

VERDERE \\'AAilNEMINGS 

1 . fotos van hierd~e oorledene is in my teen~oordigheid geneem 

deur die amptelike polisie fotograa~ van die plaaslike 

vingerafdruk afdeling. 

2 . Die lykskouing is uitgevocr in teenwoordig van Dr Jan Botha, 

Spesialis Patoloog van Johannesburg. 
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SUID•AFRIK.AANSE POL1S1E 

BE.tOJGDE VERKLARlNG JNGEVOLGE ARTIKEL 112 (4), W£T SI VA~ 1977 

El;, .... . ... ~.ideon ... J acobus. Kno bel ............ .. ...... .................... ....................................................................... . 
(volle voomamc en ~;tn) 

.. :--10 ... C.h.B, .. D .. Gerest ... Gen ... SA, . N~t~d ... P~ th ................. . ...... .......... ............................................................ .. 
(kW31ilikllsic$) 

•,·crklaar ondcr ccd~~: 

Ek is ir. dicns \.·:an die St:i:i.t as 'n 9jfi1ttix~o:J:/p:11oloog tc ..... Kaap.=.tAd .......... ...... ,. .... ........ , ... .............. . 

Op .. ...... J .... J .~ l .i ~ .. . l.9~ 5 ........ ... ................. ............. ..... ...... is die lyk v:in 'n •Bfilille/Sw:irt/KMtftlnnlf 

l\~ •man!,lmo met hang-ctiket gcnommcr DR ..... NB ... P.~J ... l.02.2/.8.5 ........................ ....... ~n my uilgew)'s dcur 

S/A/0 S J £ls 
. . . . . . . . ... .. .. .. . - · - • •• • •• •• •• - ~ - • ••• • • , ..... .. .. .. . .. .. · - .. .. .. . . .. .. ... ... ..... . .. .............. . ~- • • • ' , ........ . ....... • •• • • •• •• ••♦•- · ... . ....... ···~······ .. ·····•·"·"'·"'· •• -~···· •• 

en uitsck~n as die lyk "-a'fi .. .. .... .. .... .. .. ... .S !tl'.l:l.~.r.K .. J.9..?..?./&!L ............. .... ... ................... .............................................. .. 

Op ... 3 JU t .j, e .J9 ~5 . ., .... .... het ck 'n lyl;skouing op die genoemdclyk ui1gcvoer en my bevindin;s 
op ;1a:i;_1.."hegtc vc,rm (Gcsondhcid l} ilanicteken, wclke fcice ek ,·as,cscel het deur 'n ondcrsock w:it bedrewendhcid ,n 
"j):o~iej,:m:r:cscci-e/ 11IKp:itologie \·creis. 

I. Ek is \'ertroud met die inhoud \·:in die vcrl:faring en bciryp dic. 

2. Ek het •ieeu besw.:i3.r/b~,llC~~ttr teen die a!lcgging van die voorges.krcwe eed. 

3. Ek beskou die voorgcskrewc ccd •as bindcndj.D,c,uitmd::mt vir my ,eewete. r , n 
f ~ Pick ... KA.1\l?.$:l' Ap.... .......... .. . i~':-~ .................. ......... . 

D3lum ....... . 1.8./7/~?.... .... .......... .. .. .. ..... HOOF SPESIA. =J 

D.:itum .... . S~ '°1 .. ·J.~ ...... ~ l~~ 

Piek... .. .\~~Jr~~£!\ .... 
Volle n.:iam (In drubkrif) ..... 0.~ .. ~.~ ..... f c;~~;".':'". ..0~~~~ .... .................. -........ . 
B;-sightids:idm (In drn kskrif J .. ... ~~-.r~:..:~<.... \~.~.~~ ..... 1 ... ~:~~. ~~ ... ~~~~ 

. •· .~ c.:)~.~~~Y..;.~~.. .... .... . . .. ..... . ....... , ................... ,. .. . ........ ............ ..... .... . . 

R:111g .. ..... ..... ... .... ...... .. \s.~\~, ........... ............... ........................................ .. .. St.:id-Afrikn:1n~c Pelis:: 

• S~rir ,1,:i,:,rJ~ i-:ic I Jr. 1o~r~s.sint ni:. 
1·\ . l'.-~kr;,)'f)i~ss n1~~: szttu.: e- g:d•C~:'t c1i ,c~nJ\.·r.!~g! n,~e"~ ~e;lr...r-:~: ,, ~:-! 
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O,t . .S, 
RE1'u"BL~ VA~ stro-APIUKA • lL~C OF SOUTR A.'CJUCA 

DEPARTE\tf.'-T YA~ cr.sm,"'OJrem p; \\'ELS\"S • DF.P,\RThfE!'li"T OF m:AJ.nt A~1) WELFARE 

\'ERSLAG OOR ,!'\ REGSGENEESJ-:UNDIGE LYKSKOUING 
REPORT ON A i\lEDJCO-LEGAL POST-MORTE!\-fEXAl\llNATION 

te PM 1022/8$ 

A:::idi~l.:i'?'ldr-,sv.ln Port Elizabeth 
1 o 1hc ;\.b!!ISlr.!t: of ...................... , ...................... ...................................... ............................................. -· ................... . 

El. Gideon Jacobus Knobel . scrtifi;w_hiffl!'=-1.. . •. . . . .. .. . . . . . .. . .. .. ... ... . .. . . . • . . ...... ... . . . .. ........................................ .. ........................................ , .... , do hcreb} cer-Jfy-

{i) dlt ek or . 
rhai ;u ......• S ... 1\ ... P..Qlt~.i .. ~ .... P.!?.~.~J:l.HJ.~.:. ... ~.~.~: ... J:?.r.A,g}:!:t:_~~.l .... f.!?.r..F. ... ~1;;.~.~P.~.Hl.. ........ .. 
or d,~ 1 d ~p·~TI Julie 8 5 be1[1nne~ om 10 1 ; 
~,nth( .... r ..... ~ ........ l!~y c-f. . . ... .......... ..................... J. ............ 19 .. . .... comr.r.rn:mJ,U ..................... h ............... .. 

llieJip~iir.van Swart manlike volwassene 
I t-";lffltncd 1hr boldy of ........................................................................ ., ...................................................... . 
cirwersrek het; 

(ill <fat dit lig~.tm ~ir my ~id;:ntifa~r is-
1hlllh1s bll'd} w:i.s iJ1!111lticd l{lm¢- Moord en Roof Afdelins, 

(:l)d,ur Speurder A/0 S J El~ '~ Port Elizabeth • ec 
b,> .. .. .. .. ...................... .................... ... ~ ... ............................................. o, ........................ ,. ., ........................ __. ................................... ,. ............. a:Jd 

(t-l d.lur ,-:in 
by ...................... , .... .. ........ .. .......................... ......... of ............................. .......... ............................... . 

~~ tJ:~~:1:1 ., . Sic elo Mhlaul i 
il) t-!111.- lh:!1 of. .. .. ... .. ..... ........... ................................... ,. ...................................... ......... ~ .. , ........ , ... , ... .. 
uie se CH:llerJ.,:n ~a l:e"t:::ii: 1~~~ + J6 j aar "~, 
.. ,·hes~ r.:;,:.:tt!!l~1tr."~tt1.1 :!ii! ,,,,2s ............................... . ...... ................................................................... , ........................................................... . 

(iii) ,t,, di.: doc--t pl:l.'l~~,;mJ hl't-
1t-h11 d~:i1h 1oot plJ~-

0 
b 1 d n eten e 

l:ll !~~fu;.l~:!.~: ...... X.~r:m9. .~!J.~ li.~ .. . i.7. 1§.l.~5. ......... ............... !~ ..... :t::-:·JL.?:-.n .. h..9.!.~ .. -~.~ nd 
(b) soo~ b.!r,.ul rr.e1 or.1!,:m,cJ; ure vaor my on~irsoek; 

2s ifoc.:rmlncd nt eXlmi.-:atioil ........................ hoors l)riM 1ci rny cxamin:ition; 

.D.i~ ... .l.;i,g,gernm ... l~-.~~ ... s~X)...P..9 •. JH\ ... Q.~).(~.t:.in.g ... f.?.P. ••• JJhP.Q ... !.~ ... l!J,Y..lf! .... w~.t!!:X: 

.Pa, ...... Port ... Eli ~abe'th ... oP._.~9/6/~2• ..... ............................................................... .. 
") D,i e l isgaam ... too.11-... ook._ .. ui t$epre i_c!e .. 1-;erbrand i!l~L_me.t ... v erkol.ing 

"·an croot arens van die liggaam. (Vervolg op aanhang$el I) 
........... _~ ............... , . .... .. ........ - .... . ....... . ............................. . .. .. ......... . ..................................... . ............................. ,. • . , •• f ....................................... . ... . , 

fi'.) d;it die \~m:ia'r.m: lyk.skot.:in;<t-e\indin~ in ,-crband mc1 hierdie li~aam dte volg.endcw;is 
thl1 th--~ chitf rvs.-r;~c,r,cm fin:1i:.~( n::id'e by me on trJs booy were • 

o. ) ...... R-~~.r.... ~~:~.~ .... Y..~~J:~~ ~J.q !.s.~ ... ~.; ~.~.1.~J::~ ~~.~ ... ~.!.~ ... ~.t~ .... +..;.S.S'.~~.i:i:., .... ~.t .. g.?.. .. :H e e k­
wo nd e aan die voorkant van die borskas en arms, 7 steekvonde agter op die r 
en ·n srool snywond .. ,·oor'"en-··ress' .. aan··oie ... nek ..................................................................... .. 

D :i:'f · "t''e~·t ·e r ·h1m<l · · ·\r .x·s "ll'!" t ... t, ol:arrt ... d·t·s .. -ptri ·s" ·t·otc: a'l:"· a-f w1rs i·si""nret"•rr--
s lee kwo n d d evi---·ei·e··•V•e-l•· .. be-ka~t ... cii•e•--r-•es:;.,e,r-... p,eJ..s•r•~en••Jn .. ,s-t-e-e-k.w<::>n-d ... d.waF•SG eur- die 
vel van di£: .. linker.ha.n.d ... paln1. ..................... ............................... .............................. .. ................................ . 

....... .. ........ ...... ...... ........ . .... ......... ... ........................ .................. ...................................................... ;and 

r1·J data• 1?~~ ,•l;: \::!r, rn:- \t:t.ir:,~d:if5 \\:l::!r,Jn ·n lys hieronsh:r ,-.>I~ d: t-:;luil h~1-
1h:u. ;,; ii r:,L?I: t': r.~ Clt:;~•u:ions ;i. ~=hc.1ol~ Df which foliO\H. l c,:,r.dudcd-

(~) d:.t die uo,.-~ ,·.,~r m_y ondmock pfazJe\inc! hct; er. 
1h:?1 c!•::-:.th h:i:! cr:cu~cc ,_ ..... ., ............. ........ ................ .... ..... .. .. .. ................... prior 10 m)· c~tior.; .:lnj 

(bl d:i1 dtc o.:,~::k l°'!!~·.e \':l:': die decid 
tt'~t lht CQ.~W/ ~ap~~ or d.C.Llh \",'::.'S/•·· ~(~. ···~---·-··· .......... r••·~·· .. ··· ... • ............ ~ ....................................... 1,,, ............................ . · -· ~· 

.\:.eel;-..:ul.di.s;.e ... . ~:t.t.i;}:-:lfQ.nd.r. .... e.11 ... fj.i.e ... .t.e"··o.l~e ... da.ar.~.'J\T.\ .............................. .. 

SA 
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GW7/1S 

Lys Waamemings ( Schedule of Observations 

ALCE!\JEES/G.ESER.\L 

I ~;u,; 1 "5 
H~11!h1. ...•••.• !.l. ........... m 

1. S~~1\,: idcn!ifi~tren® kenmtrke Ge en van be la ns; • 
Si=;!CJ:11 IG'entifytns re:uures •••• ············••H••············ ·····••H•u .................. ········"·· ........................................................... . 

3
· t~:~t:; ~~~t:1;~~;:--=~·-··~i~.!~~~ .. }:.~.:.£!'.~.'::~.~~§ .... ~.~-~ ... ~.!.~ .. .!.tii.~.~m ... ~f.?.~ .. ~.':.~?.?.:.~ ..... . 

!}.~ft~t9.P..~.~ ... x.~~~M19.~.r.J.~.s.t ... nJ.~ .... ~!~.~-~S!MM~~m ... ~9..f.9 ... n.if4., ....... P..~.~.r. ... i.~ ... bi.tJ. .. ~ ....... . 
~:.~r.~.tYJ1'.!P..S. .. ~:~.~ ... #.;.i ... §P.A.i;.f..,., ....... Q.i.~ ... J.:i-.s.g.~~.W ... }~:f!-.l ... ~.is.~.\t9..t.l.t ............................. .. 

~ l'it~c:idip:-:"·oorkomH:mllp,g33mtn,~und.wnlcdemJfc Sien Bvlae A vir sltetse en 
Externll ai,i,c:ira;x:,: or body and c:ond11tl)n or h,.ibs ................................ , ....................................................................... • 

Aan.hangs.e.1 ... 2 ............................................................................................................................................ . 

• •• •• ... ·~ ••••••• • ··• ........ ' .................. ., ...................................................... -· ........................................................................ ..,. .............. , ......... ' ••• ♦ 

.................................... , .......................................................................................... ·····••+••· .•. , .............................. "" .................................... ' 

...................................................................... , ...................... ~ ........................................................................................................................................................................... .. 

....... _ .......... .. ......... ......... ,., ~ ................................... _ ...................................................................................................................... ., ............................................ . 
....... ... .............. ........ .. ........ , ................................................................... -••······· .... .. .......... _. ..................................................................... _ .................. . 

• ..... ' .......... , ............ ' ....... . ......................................................... , .............. . .............. 4 ......................................................................... , ...................................................... .. 
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Oladsy 1, item (iii) vervols: 

A. Verbrandins. 

Hierdie verbranding strek aan die voorkant van die liggaam en 

die gesis afwaarts oor die borskas en buik en al vier die 

ledemate. •n Groot deel van die buik en boonste gedeelte van 

albei bobene toon erge verkoling en is weggebrand tot diep 

in die spiere. Daar is geen verbranding 'l."an die slymvliese 

van die mond, die farinks of die tragea nie. Daar is ook 

geen teken van rookverkleuring, roet of koolstof deeltjies 

in die mond, la.rinks, tragea of lugpype nie. (Vir gedetail­

leerde beskrywint van die beserings, sien Bylae A vir sketse. 

-
c -- ci rvr 3 \ \ < 

~(!_ 
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Oladsy 2, item (4) vervolg: 

A. Verbrandins. 

Uitgebreide verbranding v~n die liggaam. ~ Gedeelte van 

die asterkop sowel as~ sroot area agter op die rug oor 

die skouerblaaie en mid rug gebied toon min tekens van 

verbranding. Die sagte weefsel van die buik en lies area 

en die boonste gedeelte van albei bene voor is diep weg­

gebrand met verkoling van die onderliggende spiere. Die 

voete en enkel areas toon minder tekens van verbranding, 

soos sesien sou word indien hierdie gedeeltes deur skoene 

en sokkies bedek sou ge_wees het. 

13. Snywond • 

·n Groot horisontale snywond, 14,0cm lank strek voor oor 

die nek van net links van die middellyn na regs en effens 

opwaarts aan die regter laterale aspek van die nek tot net 

onderkant die oorskulp en net agter die kaakhoek. Hierdie 

wond strek diep deur die nekspiere, dwarsdeur die tragea 

na agter, tussen die tiroied-kraakbeen en die hioied-been 

deur, strek dwarsdeur die posterior wand van die hipofarinks, 

tot teen die nekwerwel kolom. Die linker sterno-mastoiedspier 

is gedeeltelik raakgesny. Die linker arterie karotis en 

jugulare vene is nie raakgesny nie. Die rester sterno-

mastoied spier is feitlik dwarsdeur gesny. Die regter 

jugulare vene is raakgesny 1 maar die karotis ~rteri is 

normaal. 

C. St e e ln;o n de . 

Vooraan die liggaam en arms: 25 steekwonde: {1) is 2,5cm 

lank horisontaal gelei v-0or op die borskas, 5,0cm van die 

middellyn, en 12 1 0cm onderkant die skouerlyn, ~ Wortdg•ns 

strek Yan hier lateraal en skuins op,..-aarts onder die vel 

in, vir ~ diepte van 8,0cm in die borskas spiere. 

(2) is 4,0cm lank horisontaal gelee net rebs van die rniddel­

lyn , 15,0cm onderkant skouerhoogte. ·n Wondgan.s strek 

me~iaal agter- en afwaarts tussen ribbes 2 en J deur. 

~ 
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Annhangsel II, vervolg: 

links van die middellyn en .15,0cm onderkant skouerhoogte. 

Wondgang strek mediaal af en agter~aarts tussen ribbes 

2 en 3 links deur tot in die regter ventrikel van die 

hart. 

( l1) is 7, 0cm lank slcuins selee links ,·oor op die borskas, 

10,0cm van die middellyn en 20,0cm onderkant skouerhoogte. 

'n Wondgans strek mediaal af en agterwaarts tussen ribbes 

~ en 5 links deur. 

(5) is 2,0cm lank, 12,0cm links van die middellyn en 22,0cm 

onderkant skouerhoogte. Hierdie wond strek na agter 

lateraal en afwaarts slegs in die spiere en nie deur die 

borskaswand nie. 

(6) is ),Dem lank vertikaal gelee 8,0crn links van die 

middellyn en 26,0cm onderkant skouerhoogte. 

(?) is 2,0cm horisontaal gelee 9~0cm van die middellyn 

en 28 1 0cm onderkant s}:ouerhoogte. Albei wonde(6)enl7) 

strek mediaal af en agterwaarts tussen ribbes 6 en 7 deur. 

(8) is 6 1 0cm lank horisontaal gele~, 11,0cm links van die 

middellyn en 29, 0cm onderli:ant slcouerhoogte. 'n Wondgang 

strek na agter rleur tussen ribbes 6 en 7 en veroorsaak 

~ snywond 7,0cm lank in die tussenribspiere. ~ Wond strek 

ook van hieraf dwarsdeur die diafragma. 

(9) is 2,0cm lank: lJ,Ocm van die middellyn en J0 1 0cm 

oncierkant skouerhoogte. ~ Wondgang strek mediaal af en 

agterwaarts tussen ribbes 7 en 8 deur, deur die diafragma 

tot in die pankreas. 

( 10) is 1,5cm, 17,0cm Yan die middellyn en 28,0cm onderkant 

skouerhoogte. 

(11) is 2,0cm lnnl:, 10:0cm 

o~derkant skouerhoost~. 

van die rniddellyn en 25 ,Ocr:i .., 

~/" ------W'y 
( L- , 
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Aanhangsel II, vervolg: 

U> 

(12) is 2,5cm lank, 19,0cm van die middellyn en 28 1 0cm 

onderl-:ant sl~ouerhoogte. Wonde \10 J (i 1)en \12) strek almal 

slegs deur spiere en nie tot in die borskaswand nie. 

Wondel13) (_111)en(15)is naby mekaar gelee links voor en 

lateraal op die borskas! 

(1)) is 2 1 0cm lank en 24,0cm onderkant skouerhoogte. 

{l~) is 2,5cm lank en 2J,Ocm onderkant skouerhoogte. 

Albei hierdie wonde is 23 1 0cm links van die middellyn. 

(15) is J,Ocm lank, 24,0cm van die middellyn en 2J 1 0cm 

onderkant skouerhoogte. Onderliggend tot hierdie wonde 

toon die tussenribspier tussen ribbes 5 en 6 ~ skeur 

snywond 12,0cm lank. 

(16) en {17) is elk 2,0cm lank, 20 1 0cm onderkant skouer­

hoogtc en onderskeidelik 20 en 21,0cm links van die 

middellyn. 

(18) is J,Ocm lank, 19,0cm van die middellyn ~ 17 1 0cm . 
onderkant die skouerhoogte. 

(19) is 2 1 5cm ~ank, 23,0cm van die middellyn, 15 1 0cm 

onderkant skouerhoogte en in die anterior okselvou gelei. 

(20) is 2,3cm lank, 22,0cm links van die middellyn en 

9,0cm onderkant skouerhoogte. 

{21) is 4 1 0cm lank bo-op die linker skouerknop gelel 16,oc~ 
van die middellyn met~ los vel flap soos die vel losgesny is. 

(22) is 4,0cm lank voor op die linker bo-arm net onderkant 

die oksel en strek slegs enkele sentimeter in die spiere 

in. 
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Aanhangsel II, vervolg: 
t It) 

(2J) is 5,0cm lank voor op .die middel van die linker 

bo-arm gelee en strek slegs enkele sentimeter in die 

spiere. 

(2~) is 2,0cm lank, vertikaal gelei lateraal op die 

borskas links, in die mid-oksel&re lyn, 4,0cm onderkant 

die oksel. 

+ 
(25) is - 2,0cm lank gelee reg bo-op die linker 

skouergebied net links van die nek. 

A~ter-o p die ru g : 

(1) is 4,0cm lank vertikaal gele~ 22,0cm links van die 

middellyn, 20,0cm onderkant die skouerlyn en 2,0cm 

onderkant die ok.sel hoogtepunt. 

(2) is 2,,5cm lank horisontaal gelee op die linker 

skouerblad, 2J,Ocm van die middellyn en 9 1 0cm onderkant 

die skouerlyn. 

(J) is 4,0cm lank regs aster op die rug, 2,0cm van die . 
middellyn en 8,0cm onderkant die skouerhoogte. 

( 11) is ·n skuin9 gelee oppervlakkige sny,,·ond .! 7 ,Ocm lank, 

regs van die middellyn en! 21,0cm onderkant skouerhoogte. 

(5) is 'n oppervlakkige snywond in die vel net bol~ant (4). 

{6) en (?) is albei horisontaal en parallel tot mekaar 

gelei 8 1 0cm van die middellyn en is onderskeidelik 2 1 5cm 
en 2,0cm lan~, gel~i aan die Sokan~ van die rug regs 

aster, net onderkant die skouerlyn. 

Voor oo die linker ools: 

• Daar is 'n ,dnl·:elhaal;:vormige sny,,·ond 3,5c .. ; lank in die 

one e:- Llie 

Le... 
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Aanhnngsel II, vervolg: 
( ,.. } 

met~ uitgangswond van J,O~m lank aan die ulnare aspek 

van die polsgebied, in die kussing van die handpalm 

aan die pinkie se kant, net onderkant die pols, 

Die re.'1:ter ools: 

Die hand is by die polsgewrig totaal af'gesny van die arm. 

~et bokant die pols is daar ook weer~ steekwond wat 

dwarsdeur strek net onder die vel, met die in- en 

uitgangswonde J,Ocm en 3,5cm lank. 
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AM~HANGSEL III 

Blndsy J, item 10 

Daar is veclvuldise steekwonde wat deur die borskasWQnd strek 

soos reeds beskryf. Daar is drie steekwonde wat deur die 

diafragma strek 1 die een is 7,0cm lank, die ander twee elk 

J.Ocm en 3,0cm. Daar is omentumvet en gedeeltes van die 

transvers kolon wat in die linker borsholte gelei is. Daar is 

~ snywond dour die wand van hierdie gedeelte van die transver~ 

kolon, wat J,Ocm lank is. negs agter tussen ribbes Jen 4 
deur strek twee wonde: (1) is 2,5cm lank net ress van die 

werwelkolom; (2) is 5,0cm lank net regs van wond (1). 

Links aster tussen ribbes 7 en 8 deur strek 'n vertikale steekwond 

1,5c·n lan1c op die posterolaterale aspek, en tussen ribbes 5 en 6 

·'l stco'o,·ond 1, 5cm lank van asterai cleur net links van die werwel-

1a1lom. 
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AA.NH,\NGSEL IV 

Dladsy J, item 13 

~ 

PCTJR\E CN LONGE 

Daar is veelvuldige steekwonde in albei longe. 

n~ster: Orie wonde, elk 1,5cm lank strek tot in die regter bok~ab. 

Een wond 2,0cm lank strek van die superolaterale aspek van die 

rester naiddelk,;ab mediaal af en '\."oorwaarts dwarsdeur die middel­

J3loederige slym strck tot laag af in die brongiale 

vertalckinge. 

Linker: Een steekwond dcur die post€rior rand van die bokwab tot 
vcar: 

jn die onderkwab.=Twee wonde elk deur die inferior rand van die 

linker onderkwab. Orie wonde bymekaar gelei, elk 1 1 0cm op die 

lacr nnterior aspelt van die linker bok1\"ab. Een wond 1,5cm lank 

deur die inieromediale rand van die linker bokwab. Een wond 1,0cm 

lank op die inferomediale rand van die bokwab. Die linkerlong 

kom gcdeeltelik saamseval voor. Daar is! 50ks vrybloed in elke 

borsholte. 
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!\'0 Pn 1022/8.5 AANHANGSEL V 

J9S·lf.: 

;'-IOXSTERS GEHOU 

1. Blocd van die oorledene is met~ spuit uit die femorale 

vena getrek en in 1n botteltjie 5espuit wat uit 'n hout­

kissie verwyder h·as na die seel \"an die Gesondheidskeil(unde 

Laboratoriu:n nr. 7 gebreek 

is ~emerk DR l'-E NI 102::!./8;. "- . 

is. Deide botteltjie en houtkissie 

Na terugplasing van die botteltjie 

in die houtkissie is laasgenoemde oorhandig aan 

S/Adjudant-Offisicr SJ Els. 

2. Dloed vir koolstofmonoksiedbepaling is oorhandig aan 

S/Adjudant-Offisier SJ Els. 

J. Bloed is ook geneem vir bloedgroeperingsdoeleindes en 

oorhandig aan S/Adjudant-Offisier SJ Els. 

VEP..DEflE \-.'AAR.\"E'MIN'GS 

1. rotes van die oorledene is in my teenwoordigheid geneem 

dcur die arnplelikc polisie fotograaf van die plaaslike 

,·in.geraf'dru~ .. afdeling. 

2. Cie lykskouing ~s uitgevoer in teenwoordigheid van 

Dr J Botha, Spesialis Patoloog van Pretoria. 
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Deceased: 

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF SOUTH AFRICA 

(SOUTH - EASTERN CAPE LOCAL DIVISION) 

MATTHEW GONIWE 

SPARROW MKONTO 

FORT CALATA 

SICELO MJiLAULI 

FINDING 

INQUEST NO. CC 7/93 

It has been proved that Matthew Goniwe, Sparrow Mkonto, 

Fort Calata and Sicelo Mhlauli were murdered near Port 

Elizabeth on 27 June 1985. 

In February 1989 an inquest into their deaths was held 

at New Brighton, Port Elizabeth, by regional magistrate 

M. de Beer (Inquest No.626/87). In terms of the Inquest 

Act, No. 58 of 1959, he was required to endeavour to 

establish -

(1) The identity of the deceased persons; 

(2) The cause, or likely cause, of their deaths; 

(3) The date of their deaths; and 

(4) Whether their deaths were brought about by 
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any act or omission prima facie involving or 

amounting to an offence on the part of any 

person . 

The magistrate was able to identify the four persons and 

to establish the date of their deaths as being 27 June 

1985. He came to the conclusion, further, that they had 

been deliberately killed. He was however not able to 

establish the identity of the killer or killers. 

During May 1992 a report appeared in the New Nation 

newspaper containing a photo copy of a signal allegedly 

sent from Port Elizabeth by Colonel (then Commandant) 

du Plessis, acting on the instructions of General (then 

Brigadier) van der Westhuizen, to General van Rensburg 

in Pretoria with the proposal that Matthew Goniwe, 

Mbolelo Goniwe and Fort Calata be permanently removed 

from society. The actual wording of the signal will be 

dealt with in due course. The newspaper referred to 

this signal as a death order, or death warrant, and 

suggested that the sender and receiver thereof might be 

responsible for the deaths of Matthew Goniwe, Sparrow 

Mkonto, Fort Calata and Sicelo Mhlauli. 

It was then decided that the inquest into their deaths 
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should be reopened, and I was requested by the Minister 

of Justice to preside at the re-opened inquest which 

started on 1 March 1993 • 

Exhaustive investigations were done and several 

affidavits taken by Adv. Hodgen, Adv. -Henning and Adv. 

Marais of the Grahamstown Attorney-General's staff and 

at my request most of the evidence at this re-opened 

inquest was led by Adv. Hodgen and Adv. Henning. The 

South African Army, the South African Police and the 

Department of National Intelligence were represented by 

Counsel as were the families of the deceased persons . 

The aforementioned Colonel du Plessis also had his own 

counsel to represent him . 

The proceedings at this re-opening of the inquest were 

long and protracted - the record runs to over 4500 pages 

- and I am greatly indebted to the various counsel 

involved for their thorough examination and cross­

examination of the witnesses called to testify and for 

their very considerable assistance in the matter. 

It soon became clear from the documents and evidence 

taken at 'the initial inquest, and from the documents and 

evidence taken at this re-opened inquest, that regional 
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magistrate de Beer was justified in finding: 

( 1 ) 

(2) 

That the identity of the bodies of the 

deceased persons had been established as 

being those of Matthew Goniwe, Sparrow 

Mkonto, Fort Calata and Sicelo Mhlauli; 

That the cause of their deaths was a 

deliberate killing. It can safely be said 

that they were deliberately murdered; and 

(3) That the date of their deaths was 27 June 

1985. 

These findings of the magistrate have not been 

questioned or doubted, and the purpose of re-opening 

the inquest was to see whether the perpetrator or 

perpetrators of the murders could be identified • 

Matthew Goniwe was quite clearly the most important of 

the four deceased. The evidence strongly suggests that 

he was the person, or the main person, whom the 

perpetrators intended to murder. The -other three, 

Sparrow Mkonto, Fort Calata and Sicelo Mhlauli were 

travelling in a motor vehicle with Matthew Goniwe when 
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they were attacked and this could be a reason, or the 

reason, why they were also murdered . 

Matthew Goniwe was a prominent member of the United 

Democratic Front (UDF) in Cradock at the time of his 

murder. The UDF and the Azanian Peoples Organization 

(AZAPO) were at loggerheads at the time and it was 

initially thought that members of AZAPO may have been 

responsible for the murders. This was considered to be 

a possibility at the time of the initial inquest and 

this possibility was investigated as fully as was 

possible. No evidence of AZAPO involvement was 

forthcoming, and at this re-opening of the inquest it 

was stated by some of the witnesses that it is unlikely 

that the murders could have been committed by AZAPO 

members because of the way the murders were planned and 

executed . 

The facts, briefly, are the following: 

(1} Matthew Goniwe's telephone in Cradock was tapped 

by the security police. 

(2) Matthew Goniwe was in the habit of going to Port 

Elizabeth on Wednesdays to attend meetings at the 
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UDF office in Port Elizabeth 

(3) The usual Wednesday meeting was not held on 

Wednesday 26 June 1985. On 24 June 1985 Matthew 

Goniwe telephoned Derrick Swarts, a fellow UDF 

member ~n Port Elizabeth, and told him that he 

would be travelling to Port Elizabeth on Thursday 

27 June 1985 and a meeting was arranged for that 

night. On Thursday morning 27 June 1985 Matthew 

Goniwe again telephonically confirmed the 

arrangement . 

(4) Matthew Goniwe, Sparrow Mkonto, Fort Calata and 

Sicelo Mhlauli travelled to Port Elizabeth in 

Matthew Goniwe's car where they met Derrick Swarts 

and other persons. At approximately 9.10 p.m. that 

night the four of them, i.e. Matthew Goniwe, 

Sparrow Mk.onto, Fort Calata and Sicelo Mhlauli left 

Port Elizabeth for Cradock in Matthew Goniwe's 

motor vehicle. Before leaving Port Elizabeth 

Matthew Goniwe told Derrick Swarts that they would 

not stop on the way for anyone except the South 

African Police or the traffic police. 

(5) The evidence suggests that they did in fact stop, 
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or were stopped, at or near Bluewater Bay, a short 

distance from Port Elizabeth, and the occupants of 

the car were then all murdered. 

(6} The car was taken to a place on the road to Addo 

where it was set on fire and almost completely 

destroyed. It seems to be clear that this was done 

in order to try to prevent the car from being 

identified as being that of Matthew Goniwe. 

(7) Both numberplates of the car were apparently 

removed. A severely burnt false numberplate, with 

the number CB. 10627, was left lying in front of 

the vehicle. Apparently due to a slip-up by the 

murderers, one of the original numberplates removed 

from the car, apparently not damaged or burnt, was 

left in the grass behind the burnt-out car, and it 

was this numberplate that led to the car being 

identified as that of Matthew Goniwe. 

(8) The mutilated bodies of the four deceased persons 

were left scattered over a wide area. 

The first body to be found was that of Sparrow 

Mkorito and his body was found on 28 June 1985 by 

certain Makwetas in a remote area at Stones Hill, 
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Redhouse. Sicelo Mhlauli's body was found the next 

day, on 29 June 1985, by a fisherman at Bluewater 

Bay. The bodies of Matthew Goniwe and Fort Calata 

were found three days later in the bushes alongside 

the Port Elizabeth/Grahamstown road, approximately 

7 kms from where the car was found. These bodies 

were deliberately set on fire and one is forced to 

the conclusion that the intention was to render 

them unrecognisable and therefore not identifiable . 

The overall impression one gets is that the murders were 

carefully planned and that great lengths were gone to to 

try to prevent any identification of the bodies and of 

the motor vehicle, and to try to eliminate clues which 

would link the bodies to each other and to the burnt-out 

vehicle. 

Whoever planned and carried out the murders had to have 

the ability to formulate such a plan and the resources 

to carry it out. The South African security .forces, 

which included the police, the security police and the 

army, had the necessary ability and resources . 

Mr. de Bruyn, who appears for the South African Police, 

ct 
Lt 
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has submitted that members of AZAPO also had the ability 

and resources to carry out the murders. There is no 

evidence to support this submission which is in conflict 

with opinions expressed by certain of the witnesses 

including General van der Westhuizen who gave it as his 

opinion that the murders could only have been carried 

out by the security forces. The probabilities support 

this opinion. Apart from the unlikelihood that members 

of AZAPO would have been able to carry out the murders, 

and to then take the steps that were in fact taken to 

try to prevent any identification of the murdered 

persons or of the vehicle in which they travelled, it is 

improbable that members of AZAPO would have considered 
. 

it necessary to go to such lengths to try to avoid an 

identification of their victims . 

Because the probabilities point to members of the 

security forces as being the murderers sus~icion centred 

on the army and the security police, and a considerable 

amount of evidence was led to try to prove their 

complicity or non~complicity therein • 

It will be convenient at this stage to deal with the 

standard of proof required for a positive finding to be 

made in terms of section 16 (2)(d) of the Inquest Act, 

~ 
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No. 58 of 1959. 

An inquest is held where it appears that a death has 

occurred, that such death was not due to natural causes 

and where criminal proceedings have not been instituted 

in connection with the death. In the case of Marais NO 

v Tiley 1990 (2) S.A. 899 (A} Smalberger JA stated, at 

page 901 E-G: 

11 The function of an inquest is to determine the 

identity of the deceased person; the cause or 

likely cause of death; the date of death; and 

whether the death was brought about by any act or 

omission involving or amounting to an offence on 

the part of any person (s 16 (2) ). ( The latter . 
determination would include, insofar as this is 

possible, a finding as to who th~ responsible 

offender is or offenders are.) The underlying 

purpose of an inquest is to promote public 

confidence and satisfaction; to reassure the public 

that all deaths from unnatural causes will receive 

proper attention and investigation so that, where 

necessary, appropriate measures can be taken to 

prevent similar occurrences, and so that persons 

responsible for such deaths may, as far as 

236



,.., 

"::"I 

'-1 

\.I 

11 

.. 
• .1 

• 

• 

1,. 

possible, be brought to justice." 

Smalberger JA also expressed his approval of the 

following passage in the judgment of Cillie JP and 

Marais Jin the case of Tirnol and Another v Magistrate, 

Johannesburg 1972 (2) S.A. 281 (T) at pages 287 - B; 

11 
••• for the administration of justice to be complete 

and to instil confidence, it is necessary that, 

amongst other things, there should be an off~cial 

investigation in every case where a person has died 

of unnatural causes, and the results of such 

investigation should be made known". 

In the case of De'ath (substituted by Tiley) v 

Additional Magistrate, Cape Town. 1988 (4) S.A. 769 (A) 

van den Heever J states at page 775 G: 

"The predecessors of the Act show clearly that the 

purpose of all inquests is to investigate whether, 

when someone has died or is suspected of having 

died otherwise than of natural causes, his death 

has been the result of a criminal offence, and, if 

so, who the offender is. An inquest is not aimed 

at proving anyone's guilt, but is most certainly 

aimed at ensuring that, if possible, where guilt 
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exists it will not remain hidden." 

At the time when the cases quoted above were decided 

section 16 (2){d) of the Inquest Act read as follows: 

11 16(2) The judicial officer holding an inquest 

shall record a finding upon the inquest -

(d) as to whether the death was brought about by 

any act or omission involving or amounting to 

an offence on the part of any person." 

De Villiers J. in the case of Claassens en n Ander v. 

Landdros, Bloemfontein en n Ander 1964 (4) S.A. 4 (O) 

stated, at page 11C" 

"Art.16(2)(d) dui nie aan watter maatstaf eerste 

verweerder moes gebruik het om totJn bevinding te 

geraak nie. Vir doeleindes van hierdie uitspraak 

sal dit aanvaar word - aangesien daar geen ander 

voor die hand liggende maatstaf is nie - dat eerste 

verweerder geroepe was om op'n oorwig van 

waarskynlikhede te beslis." 

It was thus not clear what test was envisaged by the 

legislature • 
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Section 16(2)(d) of the Act was then amended by section 

16 of Act 45 of 1990. The amendment simply added the 

words " prima facie" between the words "omission" and 

''involving" so that the section now reads: 

"16(2) The judicial officer holding an inquest 

shall record a finding upon the inquest -

(d) as to whether the death was brought 

about by any act or omission prima facie 

involving or amounting to an offence on 

the part of any person." 

This amendment, and the interpretation of the section 

generall_r, was considered by Stegmann J. in the 

unreported case of the Inquest Into The Death of Dr. 

David Joseph Webster, a judgment of the Witwatersrand 

Local Division delivered on 22 January 1993. Stegmann J 

came to the conclusion that the test to be applied is 

the same test that is used at a criminal trial, namely 

proof beyond a reasonable doubt. He concluded further 

that the introduction by the legislat~re of the words 

"~rima·facie 11 to section 16 (2)(d) in 1990 was merely 

intended ·to show that a finding made at an inquest is 

not a final and binding determination that immediately 
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affects the legal rights and obligations of the 

interested parties. Such rights and obligations remain 

to be determined in subsequent civil or criminal 

proceedings. 

With due respect I am unable to agree with the 

conclusion reached by Stegmann J. When the amendment to 

the section was introduced it was known and accepted 

that inquest findings did not finally determine the 

rights and obligations of parties. This acceptance did 

not require any further clarification and no amendment 

to the section was necessary for this purpose. What was 

not clear, as can be seen from Claassen's case quoted . 
above, was the test to be applied by the magistrate or 

judge presiding at the inquest in order to arrive at his 

findings, and it was to clarify this uncertainty, in my 

opinion, that the amendment was introduced. The 

section, as I read it, now provides that the presiding 

officer must record a finding in terms of section 

16(2)(d) if in his opinion the evidence establishes 

prima facie that an offence causing the death of the 

deceased ·has been committed by any person. This 

conclusion is, in my view, supported by the fact that 

section 16(1) of the Act specifically requires proof 
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beyond a reasonable doubt for a positive finding that a 

death has occurred in a case where no body is found • 

When section 16(2)(d) was amended the legislature, in my 

opinion, provided for a different standard of proof . 

This conclusion still does not determine what exactly is 

meant by the words prima facie. It has been suggested 

that the test is to be the test applied at the end of 

the state case in a criminal trial where an application 

is made for the discharge of the accused, or the test 

applied at the end of the plaintiff's case in a civil 

trial where absolution from the instance is sought. The 

problem is that we are dealing here with an 

inquisitorial and not an adversarial proceeding and it 

is difficult in the former type of proceeding to apply . 
the test that is used in the latter type of proceeding. 

The officer presiding at an inquest does not always have 

all of the available evidence at his disposal. He 

submits his report to the attorney-general who then has 

to decide whether or not a prosecution should follow. 

If a prosecution does follow it will be for the trial 

court to decide whether the case against the accused has 

been proved beyond a reasonable doubt. The presiding 

officer at the inquest need go no further than to ask 
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himself whether a prima facie case has been established 

against any particular person . 

In deciding whether a prima facie case has been 

established some regard must, in my opinion, be had to 

the reliability and credibility of witnesses if they 

have given evidence at the inquest. The fact that 

evidence has been produced which, if accepted, would 

prove that some person has committed an offence which 

brought about the deceased's death will, in my opinion, 

not be sufficient to justify a positive finding if it is 

obvious to the officer presiding at the inquest that 

there is no prospect of such evidence being believed at 

a subsequent criminal trial. 

Bearing in mind the object of an inquest it is my 

opinion that the test to be applied is not the "beyond 

reasonable doubt" test but something less stringent. In 

my opinion the test envisaged by the Inquest Act is 

whether the judicial officer holding the inquest is of 

the opinion that there is evidence available which may 

· at a subsequent criminal trial be held to be credible 

and acceptable and which, if accepted, could prove that 

the death of the deceased was brought about by an act or 

omission which involves or amounts to the commission of 
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a criminal offence on the part of some person or 

person:s. 

Mr. Bizos has submitted that the person referred to in 

the section need not be a natural person but could be an 

artificial person since artificial persons can be held 

liable for criminal acts or omissions. See e.g. section 

332 of Act 51 of 1977. This is no doubt correct but in 

my opinion it. will only apply where one is dealing with 

a corporate body or association which can be correctly 

described as an artificial person. 

Mr. Bizos has submitted further that the evidence 

establishes prima facie that members of the South 

African police and members of the South African defence 

force planned and carried out the murders of Matthew 

Goniwe and the others. He submits that I should find 

that there is prima facie proof that General van der 

Westhuizen, Colonel du Plessis, Major General van 

Rensburg, Colonel Snyman and Colonel Winter were all 

involved in the murders. He submits, in the 

alternative, that I should find that General van der 

Westhuizen and Major General van Rensburg conspired to 

commit the murders, or that General van der Westhuizen 

is guilty of incitement to murder . 
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As regards the allegation of incitement I must bear in 

mind the fact that r cannot make a positive finding in 

terms of section 16(2)(d) unless the evidence prima 

facie establishes an offence which "brought about" the 

deaths of the murdered persons. If the evidence 

establishes an incitement to murder which in fact did 

not cause or contribute to the deaths of the murdered 

persons this will not justify a finding in terms of the 

section. The same applies to conspiracy to murder. rf, 

for example, there is evidence which prirna facie proves 

that General ·van der Westhuizen and Major Genera1 van 

Rensburg conspired to murder the said persons, but if 

the murderers who carried out the murders were unaware 

of that conspiracy, it cannot be said that the deaths 

"were b:r::ought about by" the conspiracy. In such a case 

again no finding in terms of section 16(2)(d) would be 

justified. In the case of an alleged conspiracy it 

would of course also have to be proved that there was a 

meeting of minds amounting to an agreement between the 

conspirators that the persons in question be murdered. 

Mr. Bizos submits that the only inference to be drawn 

from the proven facts ·is that the murders were planned 

and committed by members of the south African defence 

force, including General van der Westhuizen, Major 
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General van Rensburg and Colonel du Plessis, and that 

the murders were committed with the help and assistance 

of members of the police force, including Colonel Snyman 

and Colonel Winter. There is no direct evidence 

suggesting a common purpose to murder or an agreement 

between the defence force and the police to commit the 

murders and I intend at this stage to deal separately 

with the allegations against members of the police and 

the allegations against members of the South African 

defence force. 

I start off with the police. 

At the time of the murders the country was in a state of 

unrest and the Eastern Cape in particular was described 

as the centre or burning-point of the unrest. The 

African National Congress (ANC) had been banned but the 

United Democratic Front (UDF) had not been banned even 

though it was considered to be a front for the ANC. 

Matthew Goniwe was an organiser for the UDF. He played 

a leading role in organising school and trade boycotts, 

and it was felt that he was actively assisting in what 
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was termed the revolutionary strategy. This included 

the setting up of alternative structures such as street 

committees. The security police and the army were 

engaged in what was regarded as a counter-revolutionary 

strategy. Matthew Goniwe was a thorn in the flesh of 

the security forces and he was at times referred to as 

an enemy of the State. 

Colonel Harold Snyman was in 1985 head of the Eastern 

Cape branch of the security police and was stationed in 

Port Elizabeth. The head of the local security branch 

in Cradock was Colonel Winter. The commanding officer 

of the Commando Unit in Cradock was Commandant Botha 

Marais. 

Matthew Goniwe was on 1 September 1977 convicted in 

Umtata of furthering the aims of Communism in the 

Transkei and was sentenced to four years'imprisonment. 

He then left the Transkei. In 1984 he was detained in 

South Africa for a period of six months in terms of the 

security legislation then in force but on his release he 

continued with his anti-establishment protests. He lost 

his position as a teacher when he refused a transfer 

from Cradock to a school in Graaff-Reinet. He then 

became the main organiser of the UDF in the Eastern Cape cf 
L,c... 
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and he devoted most of his time to his political 

activities. It was felt that something had to be done 

to curb his activities. 

The Depa:rtment of Education and Training felt that 

Matthew Goniwe should be reinstated as a teacher in 

Cradock in an attempt to end the school boycotts and to 

curb his political activities. The security forces in 

general were opposed to his reinstatement. 

Col. Snyman was against Matthew Goniwe's reinstatement 

as a teacher. He would have preferred to see him 

convicted of a crime and given a long prison sentence. 

lie felt in any case that Matthew Goniwe's further 

detention in terms of the security legislation was 

warranted. Commandant Botha Marais was also opposed to 

Matthew Goniwe's reinstatement as a teacher. Colonel 

Winter, on the other hand, stated in evidence that he 

favoured Matthew Goniwe's reinstatement. However it is 

clear that on 3 April 1985 there was a request from the 

security branch of the South African police that Matthew 

Goniwe be detained in terms of the security legislation. 

Matthew Goniwe, Sparrow Mk.onto, Fort Calata and Sicelo 

Mhlauli were murdered on the night of 27 June 1985. It 
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is clear from the evidence that the murders were 

carefully planned and that the murderers went to great 

lengths to try to prevent any identification of the 

murdered persons and of the vehicle in which they 

travelled. 

When the inquest was held by regional magistrate de Beer 

it was thought that members of AZAPO might have been the 

murderers. However, in the evidence given before me it 

was conceded by most witnesses that this was unlikely. 

A further fact is that before leaving.Port Elizabeth 

Matthew Goniwe told Derrick Swarts that on their return 

journey to Cradock they would not stop for anyone other 

than the• police or the traffic police. It is unlikely 

that they would have stopped for members of AZAPO, and 

there were no signs to indicate that the vehicle in 

which they travelled had been forced off the road or 

forced to stop. 

The. evidence suggests that Matthew Gortiwe and his fellow 

travellers voluntarily stopped their vehicle, and the 

evidence suggests further that their deaths were then 

caused by members of the security forces. I use this 

term to include the police, the security police and the 

army. The question I am now dealing with is whether 
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there is prima facie proof that the murderers were 

members of the South African police or of the security 

police • 

It is clear from the evidence that at the time of his 

death Matthew Goniwe's telephone was being tapped by the 

Cradock security police and his movements were being 

carefully monitored. In a telephone conversation on 

Monday 24 June 1985 Matthew Goniwe let it be known that 

he would be travelling to Port Elizabeth for a meeting 

there on Thursday 27 June 1985. On the morning of 27 

June 1985 he telephonically confirmed this arrangement. 

These conversations were tapped by the Cradock security 

police, and it is probable on the evidence that this 

information was passed on to the security police in Port 

Elizabeth. 

The security police in both Cradock and Port Elizabeth 

would thus have known that Matthew Goniwe would be 

travelling to Port Elizabeth on 27 June 1985. 

The witness Sgt. Koni, a member of the security police 

in Cradock, whose main task was to listen into and to 

record tne telephone conversations on Matthew Goniwe's 

telephone, stated that shortly before his death 
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Matthew Goniwe's surveilance was stepped up and that 

wherever he went in his vehicle he was followed by 

members of the security police or by persons appointed 

by them. If his evidence is correct a member or members 

of the security police, or a person or persons appointed 

by the security police, would have been following 

Matthew Goniwe's motor vehicle when it was stopped and 

would have known what happened to Matthew Goniwe and to 

the others. There is evidence also from Colonel Snyman 

that Matthew ·Goniwe's movements were closely monitored 

up to the time of his death but no other evidence was 

led to support Sgt. Korti's statement that Matthew 

Goniwe's motor vehicle was actually followed wherever it 

went. 

Sgt. Koni was in many respects an unsatisfactory witness 

and it would not be possible on the evidence given py 

him to make a positive finding that Matthew Goniwe's 

vehicle was being followed at the time when it was 

stopped, immediately prior to the murders. 

A worrying factor is that records pertaining to the 

monitoring of Matthew Goniwe's movements on the days 

immediately preceding his death have disappeared or have 

been deliberately destroyed. If they were deliberately 

destroyed the suspicion is that this was done by a 

member or members of the security police. 

1 
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There was no evidence to prove how and by whom Matthew 

Goniwe's vehicle was stopped. According to police 

records there was no police or army roadblock near Blue­

water Bay on 27 June 1985. There was such a roadblock a 

week earlier. Evidence was given by Mrs Butters and her 

driver Vusani that they encountered a huge roadbl.ock 

near Bluewater Bay, manned by police supported by 

members of the army, during the ev~ning of 27 June 1985. 

Vusani said it was there that morning as well. Both Mrs 

Butters and Vusani impressed me as being honest and 

truthful witnesses but their failure to report this fact 

earlier, and their need to rely on their memories of 

what happened several years ago, creates the possibility 

that they could be mistaken as to the date upon which 

they encountered the roadblock, even though they 

themselves were convinced that they were not mistaken. 

The probabilities suggest that Matthew Goniwe and his 

fellow passengers voluntarily stopped their vehicle on 

that fatal night and this suggests a roadblock as 

described by Mrs Butters and Vusani. There is, however, 

in my opinion, insufficient evidence to make a positive 

finding to this effect. 

A pointer to the possibility that the security police 

were at least involved in the murders is the fact that 
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the registration number on the false numberplate found 

near Matthew Goniwe's vehicle had been used on vehicles 

parked near the security police offices in Strand street 

in Port Elizabeth. At least seven parking tickets were 

issued in respect of vehicles bearing this number but no 

prosecutions or fines followed. The evidence was that 

where police vehicles, used on official business, 

received parking tickets these were subsequently 

withdrawn by the public prosecutor. This is apparently 

what happened to the seven parking tickets referred to 

and this suggests that the false numberplate found near 

Matthew Goniwe's car carried a regist~ation number 

formerly used by the security police in Port Elizabeth. 

This evidence is however not conclusive. Some of the 

tickets were withdrawn at the instance of the former 

civilian owner of the number and there is evidence that 

other persons, including members of the South African 

Defence Force, also on occasions used false number­

plates . 

On 14 December 1989 three policemen, Detective sergeant 

Mgoduka, Sergeant Faku, Constable Mapipa and a black 

man, Xblile Sakati, described as an askari, were killed 

when the'car in which they were travelling was totally 

destroyed by a bomb. Detective Sergeant Mgoduka and 
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Sergeant Faku were members of the security branch and 

were stationed in Port Elizabeth in 1985 at the time 

when Matthew Goniwe and the others were murdered. The 

suggestion was that the four persons were deliberately 

killed because one or more of them knew who had caused 

the deaths of Matthew Goniwe and the others, and were 

about to spill the beans. A considerable amount of 

evidence was led concerning this bomb incident and 

several suspicious and unexplained facts emerged. It 

was suggeste~ that Major Nieuwoudt planned and carried 

out the murders of the four men. 

The evidence, briefly, was that Major Nieuwoudt alleged 

that he )lad received information on 14 December 1989 

that a terrorist was in hiding in a house in Hintsa 

street, Motherwell, and he decided to ~end members of 

the police force into Motherwell to keep the house under 

observation. He arranged for the policemen concerned to 

meet him at a certain cross-road. He said it was 

necessary that they use a vehicle not easily identified 

as a police vehicle so he arranged with Captain Lotz 

that the latter would drive a Volkswagen Jetta vehicle 

from Louis Le Grange Square police station to the cross­

road from where it would then be used by the 

policemen. Captain Lotz would then return to Louis Le 
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Grange Square in the policemen's Kombi. This was done. 

The three policemen and the askari got into the Jetta 

and after they had driven a short distance there was a 

massive explosion that blew the Jetta and its occupants 

to pieces. 

The evidence given in connection with the explosion 

uncovered many strange facts and left many questions not 

satisfactorily answered . 

The Volkswagen Jetta used by the police had false 

numberplates. It was parked under some trees opposite 

the entrance to the police station at Louis Le Grange 

Square .. It was kept locked where it was parked, and it 

was used for different purposes by different policemen. 

It was not used continuously for regular trips. The 

police suggested that members of the ANC must have 

secured the bomb underneath the vehicle while it was 

parked under the trees. The type of detonator allegedly 

used would have caused the bomb to explode at any time 

from five minutes to one hundred and ninety nine hours 

after it had been planted underneath the vehicle. If 

the bomb had been planted by the ANC one wonders when 

and how it was done, why a vehicle that was not used for 

regular police duties was chosen, and why the ANC would 
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have planted such a bomb if there could be no guarantee 

that anyone would be in the vehicle when the bomb went 

off . 

Major Nieuwoudt, who it was suggested planned the bomb 

blast, was the man who investigated the incident. He 

subsequently signed documents suggest~ng that the 

explosion was caused by a limpet mine of the type 

commonly used by the ANC. He claimed to have picked up 

a detonator of a type used for such limpet mines 

approximately ten meters forward of the huge crater 

caused by the explosion. The detonator was virtually 

undamaged. It is made of a relatively soft alloy and 

the question arises how it managed to remain virtually 
. 

undamaged in an explosion that completely wrecked 

everything else. His explanation was that explosives 

are unpredictable and can produce surprising results . 

It was suggested to Major Nieuwoudt, and denied by him, 

that he had activated the bomb using a radio apparatus . 

This would be one way of ensuring that the bomb would go 

off at the right moment. There was however no other 

concrete evidence to support this suggestion. 
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The arrangements allegedly made by Major Nieuwoudt also 

raised questions. He said he had first spoken to the 

policemen and the askari, other than Detective Sergeant 

Mgoduka, at the New Brighton police station. There they 

were told what to do. He then went to Detective 

Sergeant Mgoduka's house and spoke personally to him 

there. The arrangement was that the other policemen 

would fetch Detective Sergeant Mgoduka at his house 

later on and take him with them to the cross-road. The 

first question posed was why it was necessary for major 

Nieuwoudt to himself go to the cross-road. He said it 

was just to check and co-ordinate the carrying out of 

the instructions he had already given to the policemen. 

The next question was why the parties all had to meet at 

the cros's-road. Major Nieuwoudt said it was so that 

the policemen and the askari could change vehicles 

there. It was clearly established that this change of 

vehicles could have taken place at either the Louis Le 

Grange Square police station or the New Brighton police 

station in which case everyone concerned would have had 

a shorter distance to travel. To get to the cross-road 

the policemen had to virtually pass Motherwell, the 

place where the terrorist was supposed to be in hiding. 

The suggestion put to Major Nieuwoudt, and denied by 

him, was that the cross-road was chosen because he knew 
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that an explosion would take place and he wanted to 

ensure that this would happen in a comparatively 

isolated place where other persons or property would not 

be affected. 

Another strange fact is that after the explosion 

apparently nothing was done to complete the unfinished 

business of looking for the alleged terrorist. 

Major Nieuwoudt himself investigated the explosion and 

it was suggested, with some justification, that the 

investigation was not as thorough as it could have been . 

The explosion was caused by a bomb containing probably 

more than six kgs. of explosive, yet written statements, 

signed by Major Nieuwoudt, suggested that the explosion 

was caused by a limpet mine which would have contained 

only about 300 grams of explosive. These written 

statements misled the press, the attorney-general, the 

district surgeon and the magistrate who carried out the 

ing~est into the deaths of the four men, yet no attempt 

was made by Major Nieuwoudt to correct the wrong 
~ 

impression he had created. His explanation in evidence, 

namely that he had signed the written statements without 

reading them, was unconvincing. 

cl 
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The evidence concerning Major Nieuwoudt's instruction to 

Captain Lotz to drive the Jetta to the cross-road was 

also contradictory and unsatisfactory. In an affidavit 

Captain Lotz stated that Major Nieuwoudt told him to 

take the white Jetta to the cross-road and told him also 

where he would find the keys of the vehicle. This did 

not fit in with Major Nieuwoudt's evidence and both 

Major Nieuwoudt and Captain Lotz had difficulty in 

explaining the allegation in Captain Lotz' affidavit, 

but both stated that it was incorrect. 

The unsatisfactory evidence to which I have referred 

raises a suspicion that the truth has not been told and 

that Detective Sergeant Mgoduka, Sergeant Faku, 

Constable Mapipa and Xolile Sakati might have been 

deliberately killed by their own colleagues. There is 

however no definite proof of this, nor is there proof 

that either of them had information about the death of 

Matthew Goniwe and the others. 

Despite the suspicions raised, there is, in my opinion, 

no direct proof that any specific member of the police 

force or of the security police plotted or carried out 

the murders of Matthew Goniwe, Sparrow Mkonto, Fort 

Calata and Sicelo Mhlauli • 
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Mr. Bizos has submitted that the murders could not have 

been carried out in the way they were carried out by 

other members of the security forces without the 

knowledge and co-operation of the police because in the 

absence of such knowledge and co-operation the danger 

existed that the police might come upon the scene and 

prevent the murders from being carried out, or arrest 

the perpetrators thereof. Mr. Bizos points out further 

that it was the police who monitored Matthew Goniwe's 

movements and who knew that he would be travelling to 

Port Elizabeth on 27 June 1985. There is some force in 

Mr. Bizos' submission but in my view this does not 

constitute prima facie proof that the police were 

involved in the murders. In particular the evidence 

falls short of proving Colonel Snyman's and Colonel 

Winter's co-operation or support for the murderers . 

The witness Sergeant Koni testified that shortly before 

the murders the monitoring of Matthew Goniwe was stepped 

up and he stated that on the day of the murders Colonel 

Winter left the police station early in the day and did 

not return until the next morning. Ha stated further 

that when he did return Colonel Winter appeared to be 

unusually nervous and he anxiously and frequently 

enquired whether any conversations had taken place, or 
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were taking place, on Matthew Goniwe's telephone. I 

have already stated that Sergeant Koni was in many 

respects not a reliable witness and, as Mr. du Bruyn 

pointed out, his evidence concerning the telephone calls 

and his reports to Colonel Winter in connection 

therewith is contradictory and unsatisfactory. It would 

accordingly not be possible to make any positive finding 

on Sergeant Koni's evidence or to draw any inference 

therefrom. 

The evidence raises a suspicion that Colonel Snyman and 

Colonel Winter knew that Matthew Goniwe and the others 

were to be murdered and that they could have taken part 

in the planning of the murders. The acceptable evidence 

however• falls short of establishing a prima faci e_:.·case 

agains_t them. 

I come now to deal with the members of the South African 

Defence Force, and in particular with the signal sent to 

Major General van Rensburg on 7 June 1985, the 

disclosure of which in the New Nation newspaper was the 

main reason for the reopening of this Inquest. 

The author of the signal was Colonel Lourens du Plessis. 

He stated however that he sent the signal on the 

instructions of his superior officer in Port Elizabeth, 
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Brigadier (as he then was) van der Westhuizen. For the 

sake of convenience I will now refer to him as 

Brigadier van der Westhuizen. The signal was sent to 

Major-General van Rensburg in Pretoria . 

At the time the signal was sent the country was in a 

turmoil of unrest, and the Eastern Cape in particular 

was referred to as the focus or burning point of the 

unrest and of the militancy directed against the local 

authorities who were seeking to maintain law and order. 

A body known as the Joint Management Centre, in 

Afrikaans the Gesamentlike Bestuursentrum or GBS, had 

been formed with branches in various centres and the 

branch in the Eastern Cape was known, in Afrikaans, as 

the OPGBS. I shall for the sake of convenience, and for 

ease of reference to the relevant portions of the 

evidence which was given in Afrikaans, use the Afrikaans 

abbreviation and refer to it as the OPGBS. A State 

Security Council, or Staatsveiligheidsraad, had also 

been formed to deal with the unrest situation in the 

country, w~_th a full-time secretariat known in Afrikaans 

as the Sekretariaat van die Staatsveiligheidsraad, or 

SSVR. Again I intend using the Afrikaans abbreviation 

and will refer to it as the SSVR. 

Matthew Goniwe was an active member and organiser of the 

United Democratic Front (UDF) and was regarded as one of 

J 
Le.. 
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the most important political activists in the Eastern 

Cape. He was alleged to be the prime instigator of the 

school and business boycotts that were widespread in the 

Eastern Cape and he was commonly referred to as a thorn 

in the flesh of the authorities who were trying to deal 

with the unrest situation. Brigadier van der Westhuizen 

was under extreme pressure from senior members of the 

government because of his apparent inability to put an 

end to the chaotic situation which was developing from 

the boycotts and general unrest in the area. Matthew 

Goniwe was a particular problem for him since the UDF 

was not a banned organisation even though it was 

considered to be a front for the banned A.NC, and Matthew 

Goniwe was therefore entitled to the rights and the 

freedom enjoyed by any other citizen. 

Much evidence was led concerning the so-called anti­

insurgency operations carried on by members of the South 

African defence force. It was stated in evidence that 

various books and articles were distributed and read by 

inter alia members of the defence force, the most 

important being that written by John J. Mccuen entitled 

"The Art of Counter-Revolutionary War" and that written 

by Brigadier· C.A. Fraser entitled r•Lessons Learnt from 
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Past Revolutionary Wars". It was argued that in 

applying the principles set out in these books and 

articles the South African security forces accepted in 

principle the fact that political activists could in 

certain circumstances be legitimately killed. However 

the decision to kill a political activist was a 

strategic decision which had to be taken at the highest 

level. 

Matthew Goniwe had been imprisoned in the Transkei on 1 

September 1977 for allegedly furthering the aims of 

Communism, and in 1984 he w~s detained for approximately 

six months in terms of the South African security 

legislation. This did not deter him from his political 

activities or from his support for the various boycott . 
actions being undertaken. He became one of the most 

prominent members of the UDF in the Eastern Cape and he 

was given a motor vehicle by the UDF so that he could 

more easily attend political meetings in various centres 

in the country. 

Because of his activities and his importance as a member 

of the UDF his telephone was tapped by the security 

police and his movements were closely watched • 

Matthew Goniwe had lost his position as a teacher at the 

cl 
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Cradock school and he then devoted his time to his 

political activities. The classes at the school were 

boycotted and demands were made that he be reinstated 

as a teacher. The authorities decided that something 

would have to be done to curb his activities and various 

possibilities were considered. The Department of 

Education and Training were of the view that he should 

be reinstated as a teacher in the hope that this would 

end the school boycotts and also limit the time he would 

be able to spend on his political activities. The 

authorities involved with state security, on the other 

hand, were of the opinion that Matthew Goniwe was too 

dangerous a person to be reinstated as a teacher. 

. 
On 6 June 1985 a body known as the GVS-Aksiekomitee held 

a meeting under the chairmanship of Deputy Minister Vlok 

and among other things the position of Matthew Goniwe 

was discussed. It was decided that a ,committee under 

the chairmanship of Brigadier Geldenhuys, which I will 

refer to as the Geldenhuys committee, would be formed to 

go ~nto the question and to make a recommendation 

concerning the fate of Matthew Goniwe and in particular 
' the possibility of his being reinstated as a teacher at 

the Cradock school. The committee would commence its 

deliberations on 7 June 1985 and its recommendation had 

to be forwarded to Deputy Minister Vlok by not later cJ 
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than 12 June 198S. The committee duly met at 10 a.m. on 

7 June 1985 and its recommendation, submitted on 12 June 

1985, was that Matthew Goniwe be reinstated as a teacher 

in Cradock. 

The signal sent on behalf of Brigad~er van der 

Westhuizen to Major General van Rensburg was sent at 

2.30 p.m. on 7 June 1985, the day the committee started 

its deliberations. At the time the signal was sent 

Brigadier van der Westhuizen was the commanding officer 

of the Eastern Province command and he was also chairman 

of the OPGBS. Colonel du Plessis, a commandant in the 

army, was acting senior staff officer; Information, and 

he was also in charge of the OPGBS's secretariat. Major 

General van Rensburg had been seconded to the 

secretariat of the state Security Council and he was in 

charge of the strategy branch of the council. 

The signal marked II PRIORITEIT" and "UITERS GEHEIM", 

purports to be a signal sent from the OPGBS to the 

Secretariat of the State Security Council. It reads as 

fol.lows: 

"PERSOONLIK VIR GENL VAN RENSBORG 
-

1. TELEGESPREK GENL VAN RENSBORG/ BRIG VD 

WESTHUIZEN OP 7 JUN 85 VERWYS 

2 • NAME AS VOLG 
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MATTHEW GONIWE 

MBOLELO GONIWE (BROER OF NEEF VAN BG) 

FORT CALATA 

3. DIT WORD VOORGESTEL DAT BG PERSONE PERMANENT 

UIT DIE SAMELEWING, AS SAAK VAN DRINGENDHEID, 

VERWYDER WORD. 

4. WYE REAKSIE KAN PLAASLIK SOWEL AS NASIONAAL 

VERWAG WORD AGV BELANGRIKHEID VAN HIERDIE 

PERSONE, VERAL EERSGENOEMDE, VIR DIE VYAND BV 

A. INTERDIKTE SOOS ONLANGS MET VERDWYNING VAN 

GODOLOZI, HASHE EN GALELA {PEBCO 

AMPSDRAERS) 

B. 

c. 

REAKSIE VAN LINKSE POLITIC! SOOS MOLLY 

BLACKBURN 

PROTES SOOS GEVAL OSCAR MPETHA IN 

SIMPATIE. 11 

At the top of the signal is a figure S inside a circle. 

I was told in evidence that the form, which is 

apparently the only one available, is not the original 

signa1 form but is a copy thereof, and the figure 5 

ind"icates that it was the fifth document placed in a 

file of documents. 

cl 
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Much evidence was led concerning the intention and the 

meaning of the signal, and the reason why it was sent to 

Major General van Rensburg. 

Colonel du Plessis stated that at approximately 2 p.m. 

on 7 June 1985 Brigadier van der Westhuizen called him 

into his office and told him that he had just spoken to 

Major General van Rensburg and that Major General van 

Rensburg had told him, inter alia, that he could be of 

assistance in solving the Goniwe problem. Brigadier van 

der Westhuizen then instructed Colonel du Plessis to 

send a signal to Major General van Rensburg confirming 

their telephonic conversation. Colonel du Plessis 

stated that he in all probability made a rough note of 

the wora'ing of the signal to be sent but he could not 

specifically remember having done so. He stated however 

that he was satisfied that he understood what message 

had to be sent and he then arranged for the signal to be 

sent in the form in which it was sent. Paragraph 3 of 

the signal which reads "Dit word voorgestel dat BG 

per~one permanent uit die samelewing, as saak van 

dringendheid, verwyder word" wa$ the essential part of 

the message. Colonel du Plessis stated that he was also 

instructed to refer to the telephonic convers~tion 

between Brigadier van der Westhuizen and Major General 
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van Rensburg and to add to the name of Matthew Goniwe 

the names of his close associates. He was also told to 

spell out in the signal what the likely consequences 

would be if the recommended action was carried out and 

this he did in paragraph 4 of the signal. 

Colonel du Plessis could not remember Brigadier van der 

Westhuizen's exact words to him but he stated that he 

clearly understood from Brigadier van.der Westhuizen 

that the proposal was that Matthew Goniwe and his 

associates should be murdered. This was the message he 

intended to convey in the signal. He stated that the 

words "kill" or "murder11 were never used in such signals 

but that it was well understood in army circles that to 

propose that someone "permanent uit die samelewing 

verwyder word" was a proposal that the person be 

"eliminated" i.e. killed. Twenty days after the signal 

was sent Matthew Goniwe and the three other persons in 

his motor vehicle were in fact murdered. 

Brigadier van der Westhuizen gave evidence and stated 
-

that he could remember nothing at all of the incident. 

He did not deny the telephone conversation or the 

sending of the signal, but he stated that he had no 

recollection at all of the incident. He denied that rJ 
le.. 
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he would ever have sent a signal proposing the unlawful 

killing of anyone. He stated that the words "permanen·t 

uit die samelewing verwyder", if used, \olOuld probably 

have meant a lengthy detention in terms of the security 

legislation, but he denied in any ease that he would 

have used such words in giving instructions to Colonel 

du Plessis. He described Colonel du Plessis as a 

conscientious and dedicated military officer but added 

that he was at times forgetful and scatter-brained. 

In an affidavit g;i.ven by Brigadier van der Westhuizen, 

and filed before the first oral evidence was led at this 

re-opened inquest, Brigadier van der Westhuizen stated, 

in paragraphs 19 and 20, the following: 

"19. Ek ontken ten sterkste dat ek ooit voorgestel 

het, soos wat die media beweer, dat Goniwe, 

Mbolelo Goniwe en Ford (of enigiemand anders) 

doodgemaak moet word. 

20. Indien die sein wel deur die OPGBS aan Generaal 

van Ransburg gestuur is, kan die woorde 

" •.• permanent uit die samelewing 

.verwyder •...• ", in die konteks van die OPGBS se 

funksie en die omstandighede wat op daardie 

stadium aldaar geheers het, slegs beteken dat 
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die persone vir h lang tyd deur middel van aan­

houding uit die gemeenskap verwyder moes word. 

Neg ek, nog die OPGBS bet ooit die moord van 

enige persoon beplan of goodgekeur." 

After his affidavit had been filed, but before he was 

called as a witness to give further evidence,documents 

came to light giving details of a plan referred to in 

the evidence as the Katzen plan. The plan had as its 

object the overthrow of the government of President 

Lennox Sebe in the Ciskei. Colonel du Plessis gave 

evidence that an active participant in the formulation 

of the Rlan was Brigadier van der Westhuizen, and 

documents signed by Brigadier van der Westhuizen 

relevant to the plan support this statement. Reference 

is made in the documents to President Lennox Sebe as 

being a major stumbling block and to the need that he be 

"eliminated". Colonel du Plessis stated in evidence 

that what was meant by such words was that Lennox Sebe 

should be killed. The effect of Colonel du Plessis' 

eviden~e was that Brigadier van der Westhuizen was an 

active p~rticipant in a plan which included the possible 

murder of Lennox Sebe. 

When he gave his evidence Brigadier van der Westhuizen 
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declined to confirm the words "of enigiemand anders 11 in 

paragraph 19 of his affidavit and the last sentence in 

paragraph 20 which reads "Nog ek, nog die OPGBS het ooit 

die moord van enige persoon beplan of goedgekeur 11
• 

He also refused to answer questions in connection with 

the Katten plan and documents on the grounds that he 

might by his answers incriminate himself. 

Mr. Mostert has submitted that the documents in 

question, which I shall refer to as the Katzen 

documents, do not prove that Brigadier van der 

Westhuizen was party to a plan that included the 

possible killing of Lennox Sebe and others. He submits 

that the documents can and should be given an innocent 

interpretation. Such an interpretation will however be 

contrary to the direct evidence given by Colonel du 

Plessis, and in my opinion the wording used in various 

passages in the documents provides strong support for 

Colonel du Plessis' statements. The Katzen documents 

are not all in Brigadier van der Westhuizen's 

handwriting and are not all signed by him, but he was 

clearly an important party to the whole plan. State­

ments in the . documents include the following: 

"Die groot struikelblok is Lennox Sebe en daaroor 
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moet hy ash stap van hierdie fase - of selfs 

vroeer - "uit die weg geruim" word. Dit kan deur 

enige, of deur n kombinasie, van die volgende 

metodes bewerkstellig word: 

(a) Magoma verslaan Lennox in'n verkiesing. 

(b) Charles bedreig en "verwyder" horn. 

(c) Matanzimas raak van horn ont~lae. 

(d) RSA VM (Veiligheidsmagte} koverte optrede. 

(e) Lennox word deur RSA 11op pension geplaas". 

In my opinion more than one of these options contemplate 

the possibility of Lennox Sebe being murdered. 

One of the documents is a report of a meeting held at 

Mzikaba on 10 November 1986 at which Brigadier van der 

Westhuizen was present. The document contains the 

following statements: 

"Kwane Sebe "uithaal". Hy is gevaarlik en sal by 

Lennox Sebe oorneem. 

Lennox S moet permanent "uitgehaal" word." 

In another document the following appears: 

"Kol Zibi moet verdwyn {Permanent)." 
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Apart from the documentary evidence there was further 

evidence from Colonel du Plessis that part of the Katzen 

plan was implemented, and this included a violent attack 

launched on Lennox Sebe's home. 

The documents and the direct and uncontradicted evidence 

given by Colonel du Plessis constitute, in my opinion, 

prima facie proof that Brigadier van Qer Westhuizen was 

party to a plan that included, as a possibility, the 

killing of Lennox Sebe and others, and that the 

statements originally made by Brigadier van der 

Westhuizen in paragraphs 19 and 20 of his affidavit are 

not the truth . 

Major General van Rensburg also gave evidence. He 

stated that he could remember telephoning Brigadier van 

der Westhuizen on 7 June 1985. He stated that the 

purpose of the call was to ascertain from Brigadier van 

der Westhuizen what the attitude of the OPGBS was to the 

suggested re-instatement of Matthew Goniwe as a teacher 

so that he could advise the Geldenhuys committee 

accordingly. He stated that he asked Brigadier van der 

Westhuizen to confirm his attitude by sending a signal 

to him and to spell out in the signal what the probable 

consequences of his suggested action would be, something 
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which he said could not be discussed over the telephone. 

Major General van Rensborg stated that the conversation 

took place before 10 a.m. on 7 June 1985, and that he 

passed on to the Geldenhuys committee Brigadier van der 

Westhuizen's verbal recommendation. This evidence is in 

conflict with the evidence given by Brigadier van der 

Westhuizen and by Colonel du Plessis. Brigadier van der 

Westhuizen stated that immediately after the telephone 

call he called in Colonel du Plessis and instructed him 

to send the signal, and Colonel du Plessis stated that 

he carried out the instruction immediately. It is clear 

from the signal itself that it was sent at 2.30 p.m. and 

Colonel. du Plessis stated that it was just after 2.00 

p.m. that Brigadier van der Westhuizen called him in and 

told him that he had just spoken to Major General van 

Rensburg. 

It seems from the evidence of Brigadier van der 

Westhuizen and Colonel du Plessis that the telephonic 

conversation between Major General van Rensburg and 

Brigadier van der Westhuizen must have taken place in 

the afternoon of 7 June 1985, and not before 10.00 a.m. 

as stated by.Major General van Rensburg. 

A further difficulty is the fact that the signal was 

~ 
Le_ 
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never shown to the members of the Geldenhuys committee 

despite Major General van Rensburg's evidence that it 

was important that the committee be advised what the 

implications would be if the recommendation made by the 

OPGBS was adopted. Major General van Rensburg's initial 

explanation was that he did not himself see the signal 

until 17 June, i.e. after the committee had forwarded 

its recommendation to Oeputy Minister Vlok. Why the 

signal would have taken so long to reach Major General 

van Rensburg, or to be seen and read by himJwas not 

satisfactorily explained. Major General van Rensburg 

stated that the only use he made of the signal at that 

.f stage was to show it to Brigadier Verster and to the 

witness Stemmet as an example of the exaggerated and 

unacceptable language used by high ranking officers of 

the army. 

After the witnesses had completed their testimony the 

advocates commenced making their submissions. ~. 

Mostert submitted that I should make a positive finding 

that the signal of 7 June 1985 was in fact placed before 

the members of the Geldenhuys committee and considered 

by them-before they completed their report. Such a 

finding would have run contrary to the express evidence 

given by Major General van Rensburg who had said in 

275



• 

• 

• 

.. 

, 

so 

evidence that he saw the s .ignal for the first time on 17 

June 1985, five days after the Geldenhuys committee 

report had been completed and sent to Cape Town. Such a 

finding would also amount to a rejection of the evidence 

given by committee members Brigadier Geldenhuys and J.N. 

Vermaak who both stated that the signal was not placed 

before the committee. 

Before the completion of counsels' submissions Major 

General van Rensburg indicated in writing to his counsel 

that he wished to change some of the evidence he had 

already given. Advocate Mostert decided that he could 

in the circumstances no longer continue to represent 

Major General van Rensburg who then instructed a 

different attorney and counsel to represent him. In due 

course he furnished a further affidavit and was called 

to give further evidence, and in the light of the 

evidence that he then gave I decided that a further 

witness, Mrs Vorster, should be called and that 

Brigadier Geldenhuys should be re-called for further 

testimony. 

In his further evidence Major General van Rensburg 

stated that his earlier evidence that he had seen the 

signal for the first time on 17 June 1985 was incorrect . 
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He stated that he in fact saw the signa1 on 12 June 

1985, before the Geldenhuys committee report was sent to 

Cape Town. He stated further that the draft Geldenhuys 

committee report and the signal were handed to him by 

his secretary, Mrs Vorster, on the afternoon of 12 June 

1985. He read the two documents, made alterations to 

the Geldenhuys report by adding to it certain facts and 

recommendations prompted by the wording of the signal, 

and then himself arranged for the completed, amended, 

report to be sent to Cape Town. He stated that the 

alterations and amendments he made to the report were 

inserted therein by Mrs Vorster. 

This new evidence drastically altered Major General van 

Rensburg's earlier evidence, and if accepted it might 

support the allegation that the recommendation made in 

the signal of 7 June 1985 was in fact intended for 

consideration by the members of the Geldenhuys 

committee. It would also explain why the signal was not 

seen by the members of the Geldenhuys committee. 

Major General van Rensburg was asked how it was that he 

now suddenly remembered receiving the signal on 12 June 

1985, reading it, altering and adding to the report of 

the Geldenhuys committee and then himself arranging for 

the report to be sent to Cape Town when he could 

remember none of these details when he first testified. 
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He stated that it all came back to him when he by chance 

discovered that his staff officer, Colonel Le Clus, 

was away on study leave during June 1985. He stated 

that he then realised that Colonel Le Clus could not 

have sent the Geldenhuys committee report to Cape Town 

and that he himself must have done so. He then 

remembered all the details to which I have referred. 

I have difficulty with the further evidence given by 

Major General van Rensburg. Colonel Le Clus' name did 

not feature at all in his earlier evidence. If he had 

thought Colonel Le Clus was doing duty as his staff 

officer during June 1985 it is strange that he did not 

initially mention him as being one of the people who 

might know what happened to the signal document after it 

had served its purpose. 

Major General van Rensburg was asked whether he would 

have been entitled to refer to a document which had not 

been seen by any of the members of the Geldenhuys 

committee and to then alter and add to their report 

information and suggestions obtained from that document. 

His answer was that this was perfectly in order provided 

that he did not alter the final recommendation agreed 

upon by the committee members. He stated inter alia 

278



.. 

• 

.. 

.. 

• 

1 

" 

1 

53 

that he was fully entitled to add paragraph 40 which 

reads: 

"Dit kan oorweeg word om meelopers van Goniwe, soos 

sy nee£ Mbolelo Goniwe en Fort Calata na die 

Direkteur van Staatsveiligheid te verwys vir 

moontlike aanhouding of inperking. Dit moet egter 

nie Onmiddelik saamval met Goniwe se aanstelling 

nie aangesien dit weereens "n moontlike uitkomkans 

vir Goniwe kan bied. Jn Geskikte tyd en 

omstandigheid meet hiervoor afgewag word" 

even though this was not a matter up for consideration 

by the members of the Geldenhuys committee and was not 

considered or even referred to by them. He stated 
. 

further that he himself added under the heading 

11 OPORAG" the words "Oostelike Provinsie GBS het ook'n 

kart skriftelike inset gelewer 11 and admitted that if 

this is so it created a wrong impression, namely that 

the "kort skriftelike inset", which he said was in fact 

the signal of 7 June 1985, had been placed before the 

members of the Geldenhuys committee and had been 

considered by them. Nowhere in the report itself is it 

stated; or does it appear, that Major General van 

Rensburg'added his own thoughts and comments to the 

report which on the face of it appears to be a report 

cJ 
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drawn up and agreed to in its entirety by the members of 

the committee. 

A further conflict between Major General van Rensburg's 

earlier evidence and his later evidence is the fact that 

he originally stated that the chairman of the committee, 

Brigadier Geldenhuys, had himself arranged for the 

signal to be sent to Cape Town and that he, Major 

General van Rensburg, was given a copy thereof to pass 

on to Mr. Jaap Strydom. In his later evidence he stated 

that he had sent the report, and that Brigadier 

Geldenhuys was not even on duty when this was done. 

Major General van Rensburg was asked why, if his later 

evidence was true, he did not first discuss the signal 

and his proposed alterations to the report with 

Brigadier Geldenhuys or with other members of the 

committee. His answer was that it was a Wednesday, that 

it was already in the afternoon, that the report had to 

be sent to Cape Town that day, and that Brigadier 

Geldenhuys had taken the afternoon off to take part in 

sports·activities. He added that he did speak to a Mr. 

Strydom, 'now deceased, but that he did not attempt to 

speak to any of the other members of the committee. 

Brigadier Geldenhuys, when he was recalled, stated that 

280



55. 

he did not take an active part in sports activities, and 

that if he had for some reason not been on duty that 

Wednesday afternoon it would definitely not have been on 

account of sports activities. He said that he was not 

told at any time that Major General van Rensburg had 

seen fit to alter and to add to his committee's report. 

Major General van Rensburg stated that he furnished 

Brigadier Geldenhuys with a copy of the completed report 

together with a memorandum containing the words "Sorg 

dat jy dit verder afhandel'1
• Brigadier Geldenhuys had 

no recollection of this, and he said that there was in 

any case nothing else that he could have done with the 

copy of the report other than hand it to the correct 

person for filing purposes. 

When he was asked how he could remember that it was 

during the afternoon that the report was sent to Cape 

Town Major General van Rensburg stated that he 

specifically telephoned the Cape Town office with the 

request that they remain open after 4 p.m. to receive 

the report. He stated further that the next day Deputy 

Ministir Vlok told him telephonically that he had 

received "the report. None of these details were 

remembered by him when he first testified. 

0fi 
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In his original evidence Major General van Rensburg 

stated that the words "Oostelike Provinsie GBS het ook 'n 

kort skriftelike inset gelewer" were included in their 

report by the members of the Geldenhuys committee 

themselves., and he then presumed that what was referred 

to was a signal dated 23 May 1985. If in fact he had 

himself added those words after he had seen the signal 

of 7 June 1985, and if it was the signal of 7 June 1985 

that was referred to, it is remarkable that he did not 

remember that fact when he was questioned in some detail 

about the matter during his initial evidence. The same 

applies to paragraph 40 of the Geldenhuys committee 

report. In his earlier evidence he stated that 

paragraph 40, relating to Mbolelo Goniwe and Fort 

Calata, was included in the report drawn up by the 

members of the Geldenhuys committee. If he himself 

added that paragraph later, as he stated in his later 

evidence, it is remarkable that he did not remember 

having done so when his attention was directed 

specifically to the paragraph during his earlier 

evidence • 

What is even more remarkable from Major General van 

Rensburgls later evidence is his statement that on 17 

June 1985 he had already forgotten that he had five 
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days earlier amended the Geldenhuys committee report by 

adding to it information obtained from the signal of 7 

June 1985. He stated further that he was on 11 June 

1985 under the impression that Colonel Le Clus, his 

staff officer, had been with him on duty the previous 

week whereas Colonel Le Clus was in fact away on study 

leave for the month of June 1985. 

A further change from his earlier evidence made by Major 

General van Rensburg in his later evidence concerned 

what happened to the copy of the signal after it had 

been sent to Cape Town. He originally stated that he 

had shown it to Brigadier Verster and had later shown it 

to the witness Stemmet, and he stated that he had 

probably left it with Stemmet. In his later evidence he 

said that he first showed it to Stemmet on 13 June 1985 

and that he thereafter received it back from Stemmet and 

handed it to Brigadier Verster on 17 June 1985. He also 

gave different reasons for having shown the signal to 

Stemmet and to Brigadier Verster. He went on to say, in 

his later evidence, that he might have left the signal 

with Brigadier Verster. This was in conflict with his 

earlier evidence that he had probably left it with 

Stemmet. The fact that he might have left it with 

Brigadier Verster was also not mentioned in paragraph 16 ct 
~ , .. 
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of his latest affidavit which deals with what could 

possibly have happened to the signal. In paragraph 16 

he alleges that he might have left the signal with his 

secretary. When asked why he did not include the 

possibility that he might have left it with Brigadier 

Verster he said that he had omitted to include it in the 

final draft of his affidavit on the advice of his legal 

representatives who advised him to keep his affidavit 

short and to the point. 

In his later evidence Major General van Rensburg stated 

that the original report, as well as the alterations 

thereto, would have been typed by his secretary, Mrs 

Vorster. Mrs Vorster however denied this and said that 

the style of typing was not the style she used • 

Mrs Vorster; in an affidavit signed by her on 1 March 

1994 stated, with reference to the signal of 7 June 

1985, "Ek kan kategories verklaar dat ek daardie sein­

berug nooit gesien het of dit hanteer het nie". In her 

evidence she did not fully support this allegation. She 

stated that she did not always read the documents she 

received and handed to Major General van Rensburg and 

that it was possible that she might have handed him the 

signal without knowing what it was. She stated however 

that if she had received the signal marked "uiters 
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geheim" in a sealed envelope, she would have handed it 

in that form to Major General van Rensburg. Major 

General van Rensburg, on the other hand, stated that the 

signal and the draft report were handed to him by Mrs 

Vorster as two loose documents, not in envelopes and not 

even in a folder. Mrs Vorster stated that she could not 

recall having seen the Geldenhuys conunittee report at 

all, nor could she recall having been given instructions 

by Major General van Rensburg to alter or to add words 

or paragraphs thereto. She stated also that she 

normally did· not alter or amend documents typed by 

someone else, but might have done so if that person was 

not available when the alterations or amendments had to 

be made. However she had no recollection at all of 

having seen the signal or the Geldenhuys committee 

report . 

Brigadier Geldenhuys in his original evidence stated 

that he had arranged for the committee report to be sent 

to Cape Town on 12 June 1985. Wh.en he was recalled to 

give further evidence he repeated that this is probably 

what happened because on the copy of the report handed 

in he had himself written the words "Per disket na 

Kaapstad op 12/6/85 11 and had then signed the document . 

He said he was reasonably sure this had happened but he 

could not be 100% sure about it . 
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As can been seen from what I have already stated the 

changes Major General van Rensburg sought to make to his 

original evidence were substantial changes, and they 

concern matters about which he was closely questioned 

when he first gave evidence. His latest evidence is 

given no positive support by the further evidence of the 

witnesses Mrs Vorster and Brigadier Geldenhuys and I 

find his latest evidence to be unconvincing and 

unacceptable. 

The witness Stemmet was questioned about the meaning of 

the signal of 7 June 1985. He stated that in his 

opinion the words "permanent uit die sarnelewing verwyder 

word" could have meant that Matthew Goniwe be trans­

ferred qut of Cradock and given a permanent teacher's 

post somewhere else. When it was pointed out to him that 

the signal went on to state "Wye reaksie kan plaaslik 

sowel as nasionaal verwag word" if the recommendation 

was adopted, he stated that he still thought the signal 

could have meant that a simple transfer to another 

school was recommended. When asked why a simple transfer 

would be likely to cause such widespread reaction he 

altered his opinion and said that the signal perhaps 

meant that Matthew Goniwe and the others should be 

restricted or detained. It was then pointed out to 

Stemmet that the signal goes on to draw a comparison 
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with the Pebco three who disappeared and were not heard 

of again, and he was asked whether this did not suggest 

that a more sinister meaning should be given to the 

words "permanent uit die samelewing verwyder". His 

answer was that he had not considered the matter in that 

light and that paragraph 4 of the signal was 

inappropriate and should not have been included in a 

signal sent to the secretariat of the State Security 

Council. 

The evidence surrounding the signal is in practically 

every important respect unsatisfactory. 

Major General van Rensburg stated that the signal was 

intended to convey to the Geldenhuys committee the 

attitude of the OPGBS to Goniwe's reinstatement as a 

teacher. Mr. Mostert has submitted that this evidence 

should be accepted, and he has submitted that I should 

accept also the latest evidence given by Major General 

van Rensburg to the effect that he first saw the signal 

on .the afternoon of 12 June 1985 when it was too late to 

place it before the members of the Geldenhuys committee. 

In support of his submission that the signal was 

intended for the Geldenhuys committee Mr. Mostert points 

to the following facts: 
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The Geldenhuys committee started its 

deliberations on 7 June 1985 and it was on that 

same date that the signal was sent. Further, 

the report furnished by the Geldenhuys 

committee contains the statement "Oostelike 

Provinsie GBS het ookJn kart skriftelike inset 

gelewer. 11 

2. ln the signal, in addition to Matthew Goniwe, 

reference is made to Mbolelo Goniwe (as 

Matthew's brother or nephew) and to Fort 

" Calata. The report also refers to Mbolelo 

Goniwe {as Matthew's nephew) and to Fort 

Calata. 

,. 
3. The signal uses the words "permanent uit die 

•• samelewing .•.. verwyder II and paragraph 3 5 (a) of 

the report, in listing the possible 

consequences of a transfer of Matthew Goniwe to 

another school, uses similar wording, namely, 

11Hy word uit die gemeenskap waar hy h leidende 

.. 

I 

rol speel verwyder 11 
• 

The submission by Mr. Mostert overlooks the following 

facts: 
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1. The signal does not refer at all to Matthew 

Goniwe's reinstatement as a teacher or to the 

likely implications of such a reinstatement. 

2. Major General van Rensburg stated that he 

telephoned Brigadier van de:r: Westhui~en before 

10 a.m. on 7 June 1985 and passed his 

recommendation on to the Geldenhuys committee 

at the start of their meeting at 10 a.m. As 

stated above, this evidence is in conflict with 

the evidence given by Colonel du Plessis and 

Brigadier van der Westhuizen, and by the fact 

that the signal was in fact despatched only at 

· 2.30 p.m. Brigadier Geldenhuys also stated 

that he could not remember Major General van 

Rensburg ever telling the committee that the 

OPGBS recommended that Matthew Goniwe be 

detained. 

3 . The signal was given the classification 

11 Prioriteit11 which, according to W/0 Wybenga, 

was the third highest and second lowest speed 

delivery classification. If Major General van 

Rensburg telephoned Brigadier van der 

Westhuizen immediately before the Geldenhuys 
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committee was due to start its deliberations, 

and if the signal was required for the 

attention of the committee members, one would 

have expected it to be marked either 

"Operasioneel Dadelik" in which case, 

according to Major General van Rensburg, it 

would have reached him approximately one hour 

after it had been despatched, or "Flits" 

which, according to W/0 Wybenga, was the 

highest speed delivery classification. 

4. On the assumption that the reference to the 

"kort skriftelike inset" was included in their 

draft report by the members of the committee, 

the witnesses Vermaak and Geldenhuys could not 

say what was referred to, but they were adamant 

that it was not the signal of 7 June 1985. It 

could however have been the signal sent on 23 

May 1985. 

5. Major General van Rensburg initially stated 

j that he did not receive the signal until 17 

June 1985. He could not satisfactorily explain 

the delay but he assumed that it was delivered 

late or that it lay around in his office await­

ing his attention. Stemmet stated in his 

"'I 
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evidence that if the signal, which was marked 

"Prioriteit", "Uiters geheim" and "Persoonlik 

vir Genl. van Rensburg" lay around for ten 

days before it was seen by Major General van 

Rensburg this would have shown gross 

irresponsibility on the part of those concerned 

with its delivery or receipt. The same 

considerations would, I believe, apply if it 

took five days for Major General van Rensburg 

to see the signal. If the signal was intended 

to confirm the attitude of the OPGBS and to 

spell out what the implications would be if its 

recommendation was adopted, it is more than a 

· little strange that no attempt was made to get 

hold of the signal in time to submit it to the 

members of the Geldenhuys committee for their 

consideration. 

6. The signal was apparently the fifth document in 

a file of documents but the whole file has 

simply disappeared. No copy of the signal could 

be found in any of the official files either in 

Pretoria or in Port Elizabeth. staff Sergeant 

Groenewald explains in her affidavit where the 

signal should have been filed. The signal sent Csr' 
Le 
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on 23 May 1985 was properly filed but not the 

important signal of 7 June 1985. Brigadier 

Coetzee states in his affidavit that the copy 

of the signal was in fact never filed in the 

normal filing system that was in use because, 

as can be seen from the photocopy thereof, it 

was never given the punch-holes required for 

that filing system. 

7. Conflicting evidence was given as to what might 

have happened to the copy of the signal 

received by Major General van Rensburg. He 

initially stated that he thought he had left it 

· with stemrnet but Stemmet denied this. In his 

later evidence he stated that he could not have 

left it with stemmet but might have left it 

with Brigadier Verster. whatever happened to 

it, it could not be found for the purposes of 

this inquest. 

8. A further major conflict concerning the signal 

was Major General van Rensburg's statement that 

it would have been within his rights to destroy 

the signal. This conflicts with Stemmet's 

evidence that to have done so would have 
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constituted a criminal offence. Major General 

van Rensburg's further evidence that he might 

have destroyed the signal and have then 

forgotten to complete the required certificate 

indicating its destruction, is equally 

unsatisfactory. 

9. The signal of 7 June 1985, if it was intended 

to be a proposal that Matthew Goniwe and the 

others be detained in terms of security 

leg~slation, went much further than the signal 

of 23 May which merely recommended that Matthew 

Goniwe not be reinstated as a teacher. Yet it 

is clear that Brigadier van der Westhuizen did 

not consult any of the other members of the 

OPGBS before sending the ·signal, and he did not 

tell them about it afterwards. This suggests 

that the fact that he had sent the signal was 

deliberately withheld by Brigadier van der 

Westhuizen from the other members of the OPGBS 

and that he did not want them to know about it. 

10. In paragraph 18 of his affidavit Brigadier van 

der Westhuizen suggested that the purpose of 
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the signal might have been to identify certain 

persons for lengthy detention in terms of the 

emergency regulations that would soon come into 

force. This does not explain the word 

"permanent" in the signal, nor does it explain 

why this purpose was not stated quite simply in 

the signal itself . ~t the time when the 

signal was sent detention without trial for a 

period of six months only was possible. The 

contemplated amendments to the emergency 

regulations were expected to provide for a 

longer period of detention_. But however one 

looks at it, the word upermanent'' in the signal 

· did not fit in with any of the existing or 

contemplated emergency regulations. In his 

evidence Brigadier van der Westhuizen stated 

emphatically that the purpose of the signal was 

not to identify persons for detention in terms 

of the emergency regulations. 

11. If it was the intention in the signal to 

recommend that Matthew Goniwe and the others be 

detained, it is strange that Colonel Winter, 

who was head of the security branch of the 

police in Cradock, was not consulted or told 
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about the signal despite the fact that 

detention was essentially a matter for the 

security police and was not a matter normally 

dealt with by the GBS. 

12 Brigadier van der Westhuizen's evidence as to 

whether he himself favoured Matthew Goniwe's 

detention was inconsequential and conflicting. 

He stated at one stage that he was against his 

detention but said later that he might have 

told Colonel du Plessis to send a signal 

recommending Matthew Goniwe's detention. He 

then went on to say that detention would not 

have solved the problem. Why then would he 

have arranged for the sending of a signal 

recommending Matthew Goniwe's detention? 

The facts to which I have just referred support the 

submission made by certain of the counsel appearing at 

this inquest that this was not the innocent signal 

suggested by Mr. Mostert , and by Major General van 

Ransburg in his evidence. 

Colonel du Plessis stated in evidence that when 

Brigadier van der Westhuizen called him into his office 
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on 7 June 1985 he told him that Major General van 

Rensburg had said to him that he could assist him with 

the Goniwe problem, or words to that effect. He did not 

mention the Geldenhuys committee to Colonel du Plessis. 

If this evidence is to be accepted it is a further 

pointer to the fact that the signal had nothing to do 

with the deliberations of the Geldenhuys committee. It 

is interesting to note also that Brigadier van der 

Westhuizen could not explain why the signal, if it was 

an innocent one, had been given the high security 

classification of "Uite:rs Geheim". His explanation was 

simply that it was not his, but Colonel du Plessis' 

decision . 

Colonel du Plessis evidence was severely criticised by 

Advocate Mostert. Reference was made to a possible 

drinking problem that he has and to the fact that he was 

not happy with the gratuity and pension that he received 

when he retired from the army. It seems likely from the 

evidence that it was du Plessis who gave a copy of the 

signal of 7 June 1985 and of the Katzen documents to 

Major General Holomisa, chairman of the military council 

of the· Republic of Transkei, who in turn furnished a 

copy to the New Nation newspaper. Colonel du Plessis was 

shown to have serious financial problems, 
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and Mr. Mostert pointed out that he kept quiet about the 

signal for seven years and then produced it, not to the 

police, but to the people for whom it would be of 

considerable value. It was established that he had 

meetings with Major General Holomisa and members of the 

New Nation newspaper before the signal was published, 

and before he made his first affidavit for the purposes 

of this inquest. In that first affidavit he states, 

inter alia, 

"Ek is egter baie seker daarvan dat Brigadier van 

der Westhuizen nooit teenoor my te kenne gegee het 

dat sy voorstel behels dat enige persone doodgemaak 

moes word nie". 

In a later affidavit he states the opposite, namely: 

"In elk geval was dit vir ens albei duidelik dat wat 

voorgestei word, die doodmaak van Goniwe behels 

het". 

Colonel du Plessis explains the discrepancy by stating 

that conside~able pressure was brought to bear upon him 

not to state or admit, in his first affidavit, that the 

signal suggested that Matthew Goniwe and the others be 
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killed. 

Mr. Mostert submits that Colonel du Plessis stole the 

documents he gave to Major General Holomisa and that he 

is therefore a thief as well as a perjurer. He submits 

further that he fraudulently withheld from his legal 

advisers, when his first affidavit was taken, the fact 

that he had already spoken to the representatives of the 

New Nation newspaper and had told them that the signal 

was a death threat. 

Mr. Mostert submits in the circumstances that Colonel du 

Plessis has no credibility at all and that nothing he 

says can be accepted as being true. 

I have considered Colonel du Plessis' evidence and Mr. 

Mostert's criticism thereof. I have looked carefully at 

the wording of the signal and I have also considered the 

evidence given by General van der Westhuizen, by Major 

General van Rensburg and by the other witnesses who 

testified. Much of the criticism levelled against 

Colonel du Plessis' evidence I find to be valid 

criticism. It has however, in my opinion, been prima 

facie established on the evidence as a whole that the 

meaning Colonel du Plessis intended the words used by 
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him in the signal to have is that Matthew Goniwe, 

Mbolelo Goniwe and Fort Calata should be killed. 

The next question to be determined is whether Colonel du 

Plessis correctly understood the instruction given to 

him by Brigadier van der Westhuizen, and whether it has 

been proved prima facie that Brigadier van der 

Westhuizen intended the signal to contain a recommend­

ation that the three men be killed. 

Mr. Mostert has argued that if Brigadier van der 

Westhuizen had intended that Matthew Goniwe and the 

others be killed he would not have reduced his 

recommendation to writing in the form of a signal that 

would be noted and filed in various files and registers. 

Against this there is the fact that the signal was 

marked "uiters Geheim", and the Katzen documents are 

proof of the fact that Brigadier van der Westhuizen was 

quite happy that such recommendations be included in 

highly secret written documents. 

Colonel du Plessis stated that there could have been a 

misunderstanding between them. He went so far as to say 

that the possibility of a misunderstanding could have 

been as high as 501 . He said it was possible that 
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Brigadier van der Westhuizen could have used the words 

11permanent uit die samelewing verwyder 11
, that Brigadier 

van der Westhuizen may have meant by these words that 

Matthew Goniwe should be detained for a lengthy period 

in terms of security legislation and that he, Colonel du 

Plessis, thought he meant that Matthew Goniwe and the 

others should be killed. There are many facts which 

throw doubt upon the possibility of such a 

misunderstanding. Brigadier van der Westhuizen and 

Colonel du Plessis had worked together for many years . 

They understood each other and there had never before 

been a major misunderstanding between them, and 

Brigadier van der Westhuizen denied in any case that he 

would have used the words "permanent uit die samelewing 

verwyder 11 if he had intended to convey to Colonel du 

Plessis the suggestion that Matthew Goniwe and the 

others be detained. It would have been a simple matter 

for him to have told Colonel du Plessis that the 

recommendation was that Matthew Goniwe and the others be 

detained in terms of security legislation, and Colonel 

du Plessis said in his evidence that if this had been 

his instructions he would have used similar terminology 

in the signal. 

In my opinion it has been established prima facie that 

300



I 
I 

75. 

the signal was intended by Colonel du Plessis to mean \., 

that Matthew Goniwe and the others should be killed and 

also that this is~the meaning that Brigadier van der 

Westhuizen intended should be conveyed in the signal. 

Mr. Bizos in his argument outlined the National Security 

Management System set up in about 1979 in order to show 

where Major General van Rensburg, General van der 

Westhuizen, Colonel du Plessis and the witness Stemmet 

fitted into the system. At the apex of the system was 

the State Security Council (in Afrikaans the 

Staatsveiligheidsraad or SVR). It was supported by its 

secretariat known as the Secretariat of the State 

Security Council (in Afrikaans die Sekretariaat van die 

Staatsveiligheidsraad or SSVR). I will again use the 

Afrikaans abbreviations SVR and SSVR. 

The function of the SSVR is described by Stemmet in 

annexure B to his affidavit as follows: 

1. Die verskaffing van vertolkte inligting aan die 

nasionale veiligheidsbestuurstelsel. 

2. 'Die koordinering van formulering van 

strategiee, strategiese adviese en vermoensplan 
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en koordineer die uitvoering daarvan. 

3. Die koordinering van die bedryf van strategiese 

kommunikasie. 

4. Die opstel en byhou van administratiewe 

funksies wat deur departemente gekoordineerd 

uitgevoer meet word. 

5. Die lewering van adrninistratiewe dienste. 

The SSVR comprised five branches. Major General van 

Rensburg was the head of the strategy branch; stemmet 

was the head of the strategic communications branch and 

he was also in overall control of the administrative 

branch. 

On a regional level were the Joint Management Centres 

(in Afrikaans Gesamentlike Bestuursentra or GBS's). 

Brigadier van der Westhuizen was the chairperson of the 

Eastern Province Joint Management Centre (OPGBS}. Du 

Plessis was the secretary of the OPGBS. 

There were also mini GBS's in smaller centres. The 

chairman of the Cradock mini GBS was Commandant Botha 
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Marais who was also the officer commanding the Cradock 

Commando. 

Mr. Bizos has submitted that bearing in mind the 

positions occupied by the persons concerned it is 

logical that the signal, if it was a death proposal, 

would have been sent by Brigadier van der We~thuizen 

(through his secretary Du Plessis) to Major General van 

Rensburg, the head of the strategy branch of the SSVR, 

who would then presumably send it on to the State 

Security Council so that the recommendation to carry out 

the murders could be considered at the highest level. 

The problem is that we do not know what happened to the 

signal after it had been received by Major General van 

Rensburg. The evidence of Major General van Rensburg is 

contradictory and unsatisfactory, but a rejection of his 

evidence does not justify a finding that the signal was 

sent on to higher authority and was then acted upon. 

There is no evidence to prove that the recommendation in 

the signal was adopted and carried out. There is no 

evidence to prove that the person or persons who 

murdered Matthew Goniwe and the others knew of the 

signal or its content. Evidence to link the signal with 

the murders is lacking and the set-up of the National 
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Security Management System does not in itself justify 

the assumptions and. inferences I have been urged to 

make . 

What must also be borne in mind is the fact that the 

signal was a proposal (voorstel) and not an order given 

to any person or persons. 

To sum up, the evidence shows that it is extremely 

unlikely that members of AZAPO could have murdered 

Matthew Goniwe, Sparrow Mkonto, Sicela Mhlauli and Fort 

Calata . 

It was conceded in evidence, particularly by Colonel 

Winter, Brigadier van der Westhuizen and Commandant 

Botha Marais, that probably only the security forces had 

the necessary information and means to have carried out 

the murders, and in my opinion there is prima facie 

proof that it was members of the security forces that in 

fact carried out the murders. 

It was·· proved further that Matthew Goniwe, in 

particular, was a thorn in the flesh of the security 

forces and he was, at times, and by certain members of 

the security forces, referred to as an enemy of the 
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State whose activities had to be curtailed or 

terminated. 

It has also been proved prima facie , in my opinion, that 

the signal sent by Colonel du Plessis on the 

instructions of Brigadier van der Westhuizen to Major 

General van Rensburg was a recommendation that Matthew 

Goniwe, Mbolelo Goniwe and Fort Calata should be killed, 

and that this was the meaning Colonel du Plessis and 

Brigadier van der Westhuizen intended the signal to 

have. 

As I have stated above, it is not my task to speculate 

on possible offences which may have been committed where 

there is no prirna facie proof that any of those offences 

brought about the death of any of the persons whose 

deaths are here being investigated. I accordingly 

decline to comment upon whether there is prima facie 

proof that an offence such as conspiracy to murder or 

incitement to murder has been committed, in the absence 

of evidence to show a link between such possible offence 

and the death or deaths of one or more of the four 

deceased persons. 

It has, in my opinion, been established prima facie that 

the murderers of Matthew Goniwe, Sparrow Mkonto, Fort 

305



BO 

Calata and Sicelo Mhlauli were members of the security 

forces. A case of suspicion has been made out against 

certain members of the police force including Colonel 

Snyman and Colonel Winter, and against certain members 

of the South African Defence Force including Brigadier 

van der Westhuizen, Colonel du Plessis and Major General 

van Rensburg, but suspicion does not constitute prima 

facie proof. Prima facie proof requires at least some 

evidence directly linking the deaths of the deceased 

persons to the acts committed by the persons under 

suspicion. The evidence led at this inquest does not, 

in my opinion, provide the necessary link, and I am 

accordingly not able to bring in a positive prima facie 

finding against any particular person or persons . . 

My findings are: 

1. That the deceased have been identified as being 

Matthew Goniwe, Sparrow Mkonto, Fort Calata and 

Sice1o Mhlauli. 

2. The causes of their deaths are 

{a) In the case of Matthew Goniwe multiple 

stab wounds which include a stab wound 
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through the heart; 

(b) In the case of Sparrow Mkonto a bullet 

wound to the head and a stab wound into 

the heart; 

(c) In the case of Fort Calata stab wounds 

into the heart; and 

(d) In the case of Sicelo Mhlauli multiple 

stab wounds. 

The date of death in respect of all four of the 

deceased is 27 June 1985. 

Their deaths were brought about by deliberate 

acts committed by an unknown person or persons 

which acts constitute murder on the part of 

such person or persons. I am however not able, 

on the evidence placed before me, to identify 
JLI" 

the murde~ or murderers. I am accordingly 

unable to find prima facie that an offence has 

been committed by any specific person or 
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persons which offence contributed to or brought 

about the death of any of the aforementioned 

four deceased per$ons . 

This report on my findings will be submitted to the 

Attorney - General in Grahamstown. 

Pated at Port Elizabeth this 28th day of May 1994. 

N.W.ZIETSMAN. 
JUDGE PRESIDENT 
EASTERN CAPE DIVISION 
OF THE SUPREME COURT 
OF SOUTH AFRICA. 
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VORM ·1 

AANSOEK OM AMNESTIE INGEVOLGE ARTIKEL 18 VAN DIE WET OP DIE 
BEVORDERING VAN NASIONALE EENHEID EN VERSOENING, 1995 
( WET NO. 34 VAN 1995) 

1. Van : Van Zyl 

2. Volle voorname: Johan Martin 

3. Adres: P/a Adv C. McAdam, Getuiebeskermingsprogram 

4. ldentiteitsnommar/Paspoortnommer: 5002075016080 

5. 

6. 

Geboortadatum: 

Geboorteplek : 

7 Februarie 1950 

Otjiwarongo, Namibie 

7. {a) lndien u 'n beampte/ampsdraer/lid/ondersteuner is/was van enige 
politieke organisasie/instelling/liggaam of bevrydingsbeweging, meld 
naam daarvan : 

Nasionale Party 

(b) Meld hoedanigheid waarin u in die betrokke organisasie/instelling/ 
liggaam of bevrydingsbeweging gedien het, indien van toepassing en 
lidmaatskapnommer, indien enige : 

Slegs ondersteuner 

8. (a) lndien u 'n beampte/ampsdraer/werknemer is/was in diens van die 
Staat of enige voormalige staat of indien u 'n lid is/was van die veilig­
heidsmagte van die Staat of enige voormalige staat, meld die departe­
ment/afdeling/divisie : 

(b) 

S.A. POLISIE VEILIGHEIDSTAK 
S.A. WEERMAG SPESIALE MAGTE 

Meld hoedanigheid en tydperk waarin u in diens van die Staat of 
voormalige staat was of in die veiligheidsmagte gedien het, indien van 
toepassing en magsnommer, indien enige : 
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1972 

1973 

1974 

1975 
1976 
1978 
1979 
1980 
1981 
1984 
1986 
1991 

hv!i.S'.S..:~, •::>;.:,€Sl~.:o ... ~;::;:,,n~ici 
i(onstabel G;2~7f S=:,.::: 
Vl/apensmid}:urrns 
Tean-insurgensiekur3u2 
Grensdiens 
Sersant: Oprukeenli~id. Ur,:sta 
Grensdisns 
Veiligheldstak Umts:a 
Gransdiens 
Adjudant Offisiei 
Grensdiens 
Grensdiens en verdere teer,-insurgensie kursusse 
Adj Off: Pietermaritzburg Veiligheidstak 
Offisierskursus 
Luitenant, Takbevelvosrde;, Ladysmith 
Oshakati : Operasie Koevoet , Gevegspanleier 
Kaptein 
Veiligheidstak Port Elizabeth 
Bedank uit Polisie, sluit aan by S.A.W. Spesiale Magte 
Bedank uit S.A.W. toe eenheid ontbind. 

Kort oersaonlike oorsio : 

Ek is op 7 Februarie 1950 op Otjiwarongo in die destydse Suidwes-Afrika gebore.My 
pa was 'n bankamptenaar en het daarin geglo om 'n neutrale politieke beeld uit te 
dra. Hoewel ek geweet het dat my ouers die gewese Verenigde Party ondersteun 
het, was hulle nooit aktief in enige politiek betrol<ke nie en het ons selde politieke 
gesprekke in die huis gehoor. Ek was egter 'n ywerige leser van koerante en boeke 
met 'n politieke strekking en het 'n studie van die Wereldoorloe en die konflik in 
Korea en later Vietnam, gemaak. My ouers het dus nie 'n groot rol gespeel in die 
vorming van my eie politieke oortuigings nie. 

Deur middel van boeke en koerante het ek my eie menings begin vorm en dit was 
veral na afloop van die Rivonia verhoor en met verwysing na sabotasie-aanslae en 
die berugte Johannesburgse stasiebom in die vroee sestigs dat ek 'n afkeur in 
Kommunisme en terrorisme gekry het en geglo het dat dit ten alle koste beveg moes 
word. Ek het geglo dat Afrika-leiers deur die Kommuniste om die bas gelei word en 
dat dit tot my land se ondergang sou lei indien 'n Kommunisties-gesinde 
mserderheidsregering hier aan die bewind sou kom. Ek het met verloop van tyd 'n 
sterk weersin in terrorisme opgebou en het gevolglik my Nasionale Diensplig met 
ywer aangepak. 

Gedurende my dienspligjaar is my ma na 'n jarelange siekbed oor!ede op 'n jong 
ouderdom en het ek, om nie 'n finansiele las op my pa se skouers te wees nie, by 
die Polisie aangesluit. Vele lesings en toesprake deur politici tydens parades en in 
koerantonderhoude het my motivering ten opsigte van die bevegting van 
Kommunisme en terrorisme versterk. Ek het 'n studie van die bestryding van 
terrorisme in lande SOOS Malaya, Kenia, Angola, Mcsembiek en die destydse_-1=-,-,.-! . le 

·~ ·-.- . . - . • -~. ~c_~-;~~.,~;••"'s~~- _;,il;;;,:c;-o~· 

~ ~ /~ 
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Rhoaesie g~m2~k en vry,.vi!liglik soveel as moontlik grenSidiens gedoen omdat ek di: 
as my plig geag heL Lesings tydens kursusse het die gevare van Kommunistiese 
oorheersing beklemtoon en my verder gemotiveer om die staatkundige bestel ten 
alle koste ts beskerm an wet en orde te help handhaaf. Die ernstigste insident 
waarmee ek gemoeid was tydens my grsnsdiens was 'n operasie naby Victoria Valle 
waar ek een van die lsde was wat e~rste op die toneel afgekom het waar vier van 
my kollegas elk met 'n skoot deur die kop deur guerillas doodgeskiet is nadat hulle 
deur die guerillas aangehou is ( 8 Maart 1974 ). Ek hat die opvolgoperasie gelsi, 
maar die guerillas het reeds oor die Zambesi rivier na Zambia ontsnap met 'n Vyfde 
kollega as gsvangene, van wie daar nooit weer gehoor is nie. 

Gedurende die jare wat ek op permanente diens op Operasie Koevoet was, was ek 
noodwendig in 'n groat aantal skietgevegte met SWAPO guerillas betrokke, 
waartydens hondsrde guerillas gedood is en ek ook etlike van my vriende en 
kollegas in gevegts verloor het. By vier geleenthede het ek anti-tenkmynontploffings 
op my voertuig oorleef en enkele ander noue ontkomings gehad. Ek het egter 
deurentheid gevoel dat ek my lewe vir 'n regverdige saak op die spel plaas en het 
my ondergeskiktes na die beste van my vermoe gelei. Die oorwegende meerderheid 
van my span was swart en van Angola afkomstig waar hulle eerstehandse kennis 
opgedoen het van die lewe ender 'n Marxistiese regering en hul gemotiveerde 
optrede was vir my bevestiging van my filosofie en politieke oortuiging. 

My verplasing na Port Elizabeth het ek hoofsaaklik uitgevoer om vir my familie 'n 
meer normale lewe te verskaf as wat die operasionele gebied hulle gebied het. Ek 
het vroeg in 1985 ( Fsbruarie tot April) na Owarnboland teruggekeer om te help om 
'n besonder hewige reenseisoen-infiltrasie deur SWAPO te help stuit. 

Ek het nooit vir enige voordeel of geldelike gewin opgetree of 'n ander motief gehad 
tydens enige van die operasies of ander diens tydens my loopbaan in die Polisie en 
die Weermag nie. 
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9 (a) Verska'.' ·.:c-!doenc.i:= b=sonderheda \•an die d=adidade, versuim.'e of rnisdryf, 
misdry·.r-1e v:~t met 'n politi~ke oogmerk in verband staan ten opsigte waarvar 
amnestie vsrlang word, insluitende datum/s, plek/ke aard daarvan en die 
naarn/nam~ van enige ander persone betrokke : 

(i) Daad/dade. versuim/e of misdryf/misdrywe: 

a. Die ontvoering en dood van M Goniwe, F Calata, S Mkhonto en 
S Mhla'Nl.Jli 

b. Kwaadwillige saakbeskadiging ( uitbrand van motor) 

c. Bssit van onwettige wapen 

d. Regsverydeling ( vernietiging van wapen ) 

e. Enige ander strafregtelike of siviele aanspreeklikheid wat uit 
die voorvalle hierin beskryf, mag voortvloei. 

(ii) Datum/s 

27 Junie 1985 

(iii) Plek/ke 

Port Elizabeth 

(iv) Aard en besonderhede 

1. 

Gedurende 1985 was ek 'n kaptein in die S.A. Polisie, gestasioneer by die Veilig­
heidstak, Port Elizabeth. Ek het onder die direkte bevel van Majoor Herman du 
Plessis gedien. Hy was in bevel van die eenheid wat gemoeid was met Swart 
Politieke Aangeleenthede. Ons werk was hoofsaaklik toegespits op die 
bedywighede van die ANC, UDF en ander bevrydingsorganisasies. Ek was in bevel 
van die lessenaar wat op die infiltrasie en bedrywighede van buitelandse opgeleide 
terroriste toegespits was. 

2. 

Gedurende 1984 en die eerste helfte van 1985 het die aanslag van die ANC/SAKP 
Alliansie om die regering van die dag met geweld omver te werp en die staatkundige 
bestel te vernietig, momentum gekry. Dit was hoofsaaklik a.g.v. die stigting van die 
United Democratic Front (UDF), wat verantwoordelik daarvoor was om die 
gemeenskap in die Oos-Kaap en omliggende plattelandse gebisde te verpolitiseer. 
In hierdie verband het die Cradock Residents Association (CP.J\DORA) 'n baie /J ✓.O 
prominente rol gespeel. Die bsginfase van hierdie aanslag was aanvanklik beperk \§' 
tot politieke opswepery van die massa en die hou van politieke vergaderings. 

LC 
. - - ., "·" .,-...,..-_,:= . --=-~-~ .,,~-~'":"::r=•- - .- ,c,a:~-=~-"(}:~ ~, 
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Gedurende 1964 is daar ender die vaandel van die UDF begin mst die skepping en 
uitbouing van alternatie\.ve strukture in die Oos-Kaap. Die strukture was veral gemik 
op die opvoedkundige en sosiale terrains. Die doelwit van hierdie alternatiewe 
strukture \Vas om 'n algehele onregeerbaarheid van die masses te bevorder \Nat die 
instandhouding van die Regering en sta2tkundige bestel ingevaar sou stel en 
uiteidelik totaal onmoontlik moss maak. In hierdle klimaat sou die aanslag van die 
ANC/SAKP Alliansie om die Regeiing met geweld omver te \Nerp en die 
staatkundige bestel te vernietig aansienlik makliker kon plaasvind. Die skepping van 
hierdie alternatiev;e stru•~ture het gedurende 1984 reeds daartoe gelei dat die stresk 
in anargie gedompel is. lntimidasie en gsweld, waarby ingesluit die dood van lede 
van die gemeenskap en polisie, sowel as die afbrand van amptenare en 
polisiebeamptes se woonhuise, 1..vas aan die orde van die dag. Ook beriggewers en 
selfs persone wat foutiewelik as beriggewers gebrandmerk is, is in hierdis tyd om 
die lewe gebring . 

4. 

Hiedie stand van sake het teen die einde van 1984 aansienlike aandag geniet 
tydens die Gesamentlike Bestuursentrum (GBS) vergaderings. Dit het duidelik 
geword dat die normale regsopsies socs inperking, beperking en aanhouding van 
politieke aktiviste nie die gewenste resultate sou gehad het nie. Die proses was 
veral aan bande gele deur die feit dat vrees onder die gemeenskap en selfs 
polisiebeamptes sodanig was dat niemand bereid was om na vore te tree om 
getuienis af te le nie. Getuies hst vir hul lewens gevrees, wat verstaanbaar was 
aangesien talle burgerlikes, wat regtens of verkeerdelik aangesien is as 
"collaborators" deur middel van die halssnoermetode en ander wrede wyses 
vermoor is. Dit was op daardie stadium duidelik dat die sogenaamde G-plan, waar­
van Matthews Goniwe die argitek was, besig was om vrugte te werp vir die 
ANC/SAKP Alliansie en dat die bedreiging wat dit ingehou het vir die Regering en 
die staatkundige bestel, wesenlik en baie ernstig was. A.g.v. hierdie bedrelging het 
die Veiligheidstak in oorleg met die GBS hul werksaamhede aansienlik verskerp 
deur: 

4.1 Alie organisasies wat verantwoordelik was vir die destabilisasie in die 
Oos-Kaap se doelwitte en optrede volledig le dokumenteer; 

4.2 Alie persone en politieke aktiviste se bedrywighede volledig te monitor; 

4.3 lnligting insake hulpverlening aan militer-opgeleide terrorists en die 
identifikasie van persone en fasiliteite hierby betrokke, op datum te 
hou; 

4.4 Skakeling met ANC-lede in die buiteland, insluitende opdragte van die 
ANG en SACTU met spesifieke verwysing na die Oos-Kaap, intensief 
te monitor. 
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Voortsprultend u t bovermelde di:at~s'.s i o,-. ;-, 9oeie g~heelbaald gevorm wcrd van 
wie verant\voordelik was vir die onrus en opcnbare geweld in die Oos-Kaap. 
Politieke aktiviste is hiermee geidentifiseer asook geprioritiseer. Die oorNeging was 
aanvanklik om hierdie geprioritiseerde aktiviste op \'tettige v.yse aan bande te le en 
te beperk tot die beste van die Veiligheidstak se vsrmoe. Dit het egter duidelik 
geword dat, om die redes hierbo genoem, dit tesn-produktief sou Vlees en dat die 
mate van geweld slegs sou toeneem. Dit was dus gemeensaak in die 
Veiligheidsgemesnskap dat die situasie dringende en drastiese aksie vereis het. 
Veiligheidstaklede, wat geed besef het dat hulle, en slegs hulle, tussen anargie en 
ordelikheid gestaan het, moes magteloos toekyk hoe anargie en wanorde in die 
Oos-Kaap heers en toeneem. 

6. 

Op hierdie stadium is geweldige druk deur middel van die GBS en politieke leiers op 
die Veiligheidsmagte geplaas om stabiliteit in die streek te herstel en die situasie 
onder beheer te kry. In hierdie verband word veri.vys na uitsprake deur o.a. cud­
President PW Botha en Gen! Magnus Malan, asook ander politieke leiers dat ons 
"ens in 'n guerilla-oorlogsituasie bevind" en dat "vuur met vuur" beveg moet word; 
dat ons besig was om die "totale aanslag" in die gesig te staar, ens. 

7. 

My werk het ingesluit veldwerk ( fisiese insameling van inligting ), sowel as die 
evaluering en vertolking van inligting wat vanoor die hele Veiligheidsafdeling 
Oostelike Provinsie en die res van die land ingesamel is. Ek was dus, soos die 
meeste ander senior lede, bewus van die aktiwiteite van die meeste prominente 
aktiviste in die Oos-Kaap. M Goniwe, F Calata en S Mkhonto was almal van die 
Cradock-omgewing en het prominente rolle vervul in die UDF en van die 
alternatiewe strukture. S Mhlawuli was van die Oudtshoorn-omgewing en het op 'n 
gereelde basis met Goniwe geskakel. Ons inligting het aangedui dat Mhlawuli ender 
leiding van Goniwe besig was om die oogmerke en rol van die UDF in die SWD te 
bevorder en uit te brei. Dit was duidelik dat Goniwe beplan het, of opdrag gekry het, 
or~ _'iie alternatiewe strukture wat hy in Cradock geimplimenteer het. uit te brei na 
ander streke in die platteland, waaronder die SWD. Daaglikse vergaderings is by 
Veiligbeidstak, Port Elizabeth gehou waartydens terugvoering gegee is oor die 
situasie t.o.v. persoonlikhede en aktiwiteite. Moontlike optredes is daagliks op alle 
vlakke bespreek. 

B. 

Enkele wske voor 27 Junie 1985 het Lt Kol van Rensburg, tweede in bevel van die 
Veiligheidstak, Afdeling Oostelike Provinsie, my in sy kantoor meegedeel dat daar 'n 
drastiese plan met Matthews Goniwe en sy grootste trawante gemaak moes word, 
omdat hulle besig was om die situasie op die Oos-Kaapse platteland in totale 
anargie te omskep. Ek het aangeneem dat hy bedoel dat die aktiviste elimineer 
moes word, aangesien hy dit uitdruklik sou stel indien hy bedoel het dat hu!le 
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aangeho'..J mo-~s v.'o,d. Ek het c,it ri.~t later mst r.'iaj ciu Pl;ssis c•espreek, met 
spesifier:e verw_ysing na Goniwe , Calata en Mkhonto. fvi2j du Plessis het my op ·,. 
stadium na Lt !<ol van Rensburg se kantoor vsigesel \.Vaar Kol van Rensburg di: 
benadruk het dat Kolonel Snymen, die bevelvoerder van Veiligheidstak, Afdeling 
Oostelike Provinsie, die eliminasie van die aktiviste moes goedkeur. Ek en Maj du 
Plessis is na Kol Snyman se kantoor waar ons die aangeleentlieid kortliks bespreek 
het, aangesien Kol Snyman op hoogte was van die bedry1.1ighede van al die 
betrokke aktivists . Kol Snyman, wie ek nog altyd as 'n sagmoedige persoon beskou 
het, hst gsse dat ons meet doen wat in belang van die RSA is. Ons het dit as die 
amptelike magtiging van die operasie beskou. Ek en Maj du Plessis hat daarop na 
dis kantoor van Lt Kol van Rensburg teruggekeer en aan hom meegedee! dat Kol. 
Snyman die operasie goedgekew het. 

9. 

Lt Kol van Rensburg het gevolglik in gesprek getree met Maj du Plessis en myself 
ten einde die beplanning te doen rondom die wyse waarop die operasie uitgevoer 
moes word. Lt Kol van Rensburg het opdrag gegee dat die operasie moes voorkom 
socs 'n roof of 'n vigilante aanval. Hy het waarskynlik daarop gemik dat daar 'n 
redelike hewige stryd tussen sekere faksies van die UDF en AZ.APO was wat reeds 
tot bloedvergieting gelei het. 

10. 

Ek het gevolglik vir Lt Eric Taylor en Sers Gerhard Lotz, wat albei op die Swart 
Aangeleenthede tak gewerk het, afsonderlik opdrag gegee om my te help om die 
drie aktiviste vanaf Cradock se bedrywighede en bewegings intensief te monitor ten 
einde ons in staat te stel om 'n operasionele plan te finaliseer. Gedurende hierdie 
proses, waartydens Goniwe, Calata en Mkhonto baie aktief was, het die noue 
skakeling en samewerking tussen Goniwe en Mhlawuli pertinent na vore getree. Ek 
het hul bedrywighede gereeld met Maj du Plessis bespreek en dit is besluit dat 
Mhlawuli dieselfde prioriteit as teiken vir eliminasie sou he aangesien sy 
permanente verwydering waarskynlik die uitwerking sou he dat die situasie in die 
Oudtshoorn-omgewing sou stabiliseer. Die doel van hierdie intensiewe 
moniteringsproses was dan ook om 'n geleentheid te identifiseer waartydens hierdie 
aktiviste om die lewe gebring kon word in omstandighede waar die Veiligheidstak 
nie verdink sou word nie. Aangesien dit bekend was dat die aktiviste baie 
rondbeweeg het, was 'n ooglopende plan om hulle op 'n afgelee pad voor te keer en 
ta ontvoer. Ek het Maj du Plessis meegedeel dat ek van Lt Taylor en Sers Lotz se 
hulp sou gebruik maak en hy het geen beswaar gehad nie. 

11. 

lnltgting is gevolglik op 27 Junie 1985 ontvang dat die betrokke vier aktiviste in Port 
Elizabeth was en dat hulle die aand na Cradock sou terugkeer. Ek kan nie onthou 
wie die inligting aan my oorgedra het nie, maar dit kon enige van Lt Taylor, Sers 
Lotz of Maj du Plessis gewees het. Ek kan onthou dat verskeie bronne van lede van Q 
die tak gereeld oor die betrokke aktiviste gerapporteer het, maar ek herinner my dat (1' 
die spesifieke inligting vanaf 'n telefoononderskepping bekom is. Ek het aan Lt l 
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Tay or en 0~,.: L.:...: c.::c.rsa e,eo;$ ::-1.-, i,ulla c~~==·J te r.cw en om r.\>' om i 700 i)Y u = 
Algoapar~, Pcli~ :e2~2s

0

i·2 ~e -o~tn~oe! en het vo-oris vir Sers FE:~;u opdrag gegee om o ~ 
aand op 'n spesifieke plek naby die !\Jew Brightc-n Polisiest:!sie te v,;ag en in 
radioverbinding te bly. El< het aan hom gese dat hy enige van Sers Moguduka of 
Shepherd Sakati met ham kan saambring. Hy het op daardie stadium nie gev~1est 
wat beplan word nie en ek het die opdrag gegee ingeval iets verkesrd loop en ans 
hulle hulp om sen of ander rsde nodig sou he. Ek kan nie cnthou presies waar ans 
moes ontmoet ni-e aanoesien ons versksie ontmoetinasp!ekke in verskillende dele - -van die \voonbuurte gehad llet 11✓at by normals dienstye gebruik is . 

12, 

Na ons ontmoeting by Algoapark het sk, Lt Tay:or en Sers Lotz met twee motors in 
die rigting van d'ie Olif antshoekpas gery. Ek het alleen gery. By 'n geskikte plek het 
ons stilgehou sod at ons verkeer wat vanaf Port Elizabeth aangekom het, kon 
waarneem. Teen ongeveer 23h00 het ens die veC\'Jagte voertuig, 'n beige kleurige 
Honda, met vier insittendes, waargeneen, wat in die rigting van Grahamstad ry. Ons 
het hulle agtervolg tot waar daar duidelik geen ander verkeer was nie, waarop Lt 
Taylor en Sers Lotz hulle motor verbygesteek het en hulle van die pad afgetrek het. 
Ek het agter die aktiviste se motor gestop en nadat ons hulle geidentifiseer het, het 
ons hulle laat uitklim en hul hande vasgeboei. Ons het hulls meegedeel dat ons 
hulle wou ondervra. Sers Lotz het 'n stel vals nommerplate aan die aktiviste se 
motor geheg. Ek kan die doel daarvan nie meer onthou nie. Twee aktiviste het saarn 
met my gery en een elk saam met Lt Taylor en Sers Lotz. Sers Lotz het die aktiviste 
se motor bestuur. Ons het teruggery na die omgewing van St George Strand waar 
ons van die hoofpad afgedraai het en 'n ent met 'n grondpad tussen die bosse naby 
die kus gery voordat ons stilgehou het. Ons het al vier aktiviste laat uitklim en Lt 
Taylor is deur my opdrag gegee om hulle op te pas. 

13. 

Ek en Sers Lotz het met die aktiviste se motor en my voertuig na 'n punt naby die 
Aldo Scribanti renbaan gery waar ons petrol oar die motor gegooi en dit aan die 
brand gesteek het. Ons is daarop terug na die punt waar Lt Taylor met die aktiviste 
gewag het en ek het een van die aktiviste, S Mkhonto, agter in my motor laat klim. 
Ek het alleen met horn weggery met die doe! om horn met 'n mes om die lewe te 
bring. Ek het ook 'n rubberknuppel by my gehad waarmee ek horn be'Nl.lsteloos wou 
slaan.:rerwyl ek stadig deur 'n verlate area gery het op seek na 'n geskikte plek om 
hem om die lewe te bring, het hy my skielik van agter om die nek beetgakry. Ek 
moes stilhou en het ham oar my skouer met 'n ongelisensieerde 22 kaliber wapen 
wat ek uit die destydse Rhodesie (Zimbabwe) gebring het en wat onder my sitplek 
gele het, geskiet. Ek weet nie waar ek horn getref het nie. Ek het hem uit die motor 
getrek en weer een keer in die kop geskiet en ek het vasgeste! dat hy dood is. Ek 
het horn daar gelos en na die ontmoetingsplek gery, waar ek vir Sers Faku, Sers 
Moguduka en Shepherd Sakati aangetref het. Ek het hulle vertel wat gebeur het en 
het hulie versoek om my te help. Ons het hulle motor, 'n minibus, na die New 
Brighton Polisiestasie geneem. Hulle het daarna saam met my gery na die plek waar 
die aktivis se lyk was en gehelp om petrol daaroor te gooi en aan die brand te steek. 
Voor dit hst Sers Faku horn verskeie kere met 'n mes gesteek, hoewel hy reeds 
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dood was. El: het die oe-,cemde vux1•.a;:sn IZ'.=i ,rl-'ces220 en in d.-s s~e naby Por1 
.._. I ~ -

Elizabeth gegoo; • 

14. 

Ons hst daarna gery na die plek waar Lt Tay,or en Sers Lotz met dia andar aktivista 
gewag het. Ek en Sersante Faku en Moguduka het daarop vir S MhlaviJUli in my 
motor gelaai en na 'n punt sowat ssn kilomster van die plek gery waar Lt Taylor~ 
hulle was, waar ons ham L1itgelaai hst. Ssrs Faku het horn mst 'n rubberknuppel oor 
die kop geslaan en hy het bewusteloos neergeval. Die twee swart polisiemanne het 
horn daarop met 'n mes ( of messe) gesteek en uiteindelik aan my gese dat hy dood 
is. Ons het daarna teruggekeer na die plek waar die ander gewag het. 

15. 

Sers Lotz en een of twee van die s\vart lede het daarna met een van die 
oorblywende aktiviste weggestap tef\vyl ek en Lt Taylor by die motors gewag het. 
Hy (Lotz) het kart daarna teruggekeer en aan my gerapporteer dat die swart lede die 
aktivis met messe doodgesteek het nadat hy horn bewusteloos geslaan het. Lt 
Taylor het die laaste aktivis weggeneem en na ·n paar minute teruggekeer en 
gerapporteer dat hy self die aktivis oor die kop geslaan het, maar dat hy deur die 
swart lede met mssse gesteek is en dat hy dood is. Ek wast nie wie van die aktiviste 
is eerste om die lewe gebring nie. 

16. 

Ek het opdrag gegee dat die boeie vervv-Jder moes word en dat Lt Taylor en Sers 
Lotz moes wag totdat ek en die swart lede by die ander punt was voordat hulle die 
lyke van die aktiviste aan die brand steek. Ons was per radio in verbinding en het 
op 'n frekwensie gekommunikeer wat vir die Veiligheidstak gereserveer was. By die 
lyk van Mhlawuli het ek 'n kan petrol uit die bagasiebak van my motor gehaal terwyl 
die swart lede die boeie moes afhaal. Faku het later aan my gese dat hulle die een 
hand van die lyk moes afsny omdat hulle nie die boeie kon afkry nie. Ek het vir Lt 
Taylor per radio laat weet dat ons gereed was en ons het die lyke op die twee punte 
gelyktydig aan die brand gesteek. Ek het opdrag gegee dat Lt Taylor en Sers Lotz 
moes onttrek, waarna ek en die swart lede na New Brighton is om hul voertuig te 
gaan t;iaal. Daar het ans die agterste sitplek van my motor gewas omdat daar enkele 
blaedspatsels was wat vervvyder moss word. 

17. 

Ek is nie huis toe nie en het vroeg die oggend persoonlik op kantoor aan Maj du 
Plessis gerapportesr dat die operasie afgehandel is. Ek en Maj du Plessis het later 
persoonlik aan Kol Snyman gerapporteer. Ek kan nie onthou of ek dit ooit weer met 
Lt Kol van Rensburg bespreek het nie. 

Lt 
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(b) M€:cid indien eniae persoon bss~er is, -:edood is of eniae skade 22n - ~ ~ 

eiendom gely het as gevolg van sodimige daad/dade, versuim / 
versuime of misdryf/misdryv;-e : 

Ja 

(c) lndien wel, meld : 

(I) Die naam/name van die slagoffer/s 

M GonivJe, F Calata, S Mkhonto, S Mhla\wli 

(ii) Die beroep/e en adres/se van die slagoffer/s 

Onderwysers/aktiviste sover bekend 

(iii) Die name en adresse van die slagoffer/s se naasbestaandes 

Onbekend aan my 

(iv) Enige ander inligting wat met die identifisering en opsporing van 
die slagoffer/s behulpsaam kan wees 

Geen 

10. (a) Meld politieke oogmerke wat bereik wou word: 

1. Die doelstellings van die Veiligheidstak. as magsbasis van die 
vorige regering was die handhawing van binnelandse veiligheid 
deur die bekamping van terrorisme en die beskerming van die 
Staatsbestel en -strukture teen Kommunistiese ekspansionisme, 
socs geidentifiseer in die sogenaamde bevrydingsorganisasies 
(ANC/SAKP Alliansie, PAC ens) en hulfe gewapende vleuels 
{Umkhonto we Sizwe, APLA ens) wat met geweld die regering 
van die dag omver wou werp en oorneem, Hierdie doelstellings, 
as sulks, was die politieke oogmerke van die Veiligheidstak 

Die oogmerke kan verder omskryf word socs volg: 

1.1 Die beskerming en instandhouding van die Regering en 
die wattige instellings wat deur horn daargestel was; 

1.2 Die beskerming van die integriteit van die vorige regering 
om sodoende te verseker dat die gemeenskap nie ver­
troue in die regerende party verloor nie, as gevolg van 
terreurdade en propaganda deur Kommunisties gesinde r .0 
organisasies; \j\ 

Lo 
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S:...1id-Afiika en sy Vv~;s:=:sc l,apitalistiese gemeenskap 
te beskerm teen 'n gev,•elddadige oorname deur Kommu­
nistiese gesinde bevry1dingsbewegings wie se 
doelstellings dit v..,as om die land onregeerbaar te maak. 

Deur bovermelde oogmerke die bestaan van 'n Westerse 
demokrasie soos ek di: geken hat, in stand te hou en te 
verseker. 

Soos vermeld, was al vier persone promine.nte aktiviste wat direk of 
indirek 'n groot aandeel aan die ana;gie en openbare onrus gehad het 
wat voor hul dood in die streek geheers het. Hui eliminering was die 
enigste manier om die leidingsrol wat hulle in die aanslag gespeel het, 
uit te skakel. 

(b) U motivering waarom u sodanige daad/dade, versuim/e of misdryf / 
misdrywe as daad/dade, versuimle of misdryf/misdl'Y',Ve wat met 'n 
politieke oogmerk in verband staan, beskou : 

Deur hulle te elimineer ken hulls nie met hul opruiende bedryvvighede 
voortgaan nie. My seniors en el<self het oortuig gevoel dat daar 'n 
afname in geweld en doodslag sou I/lees. Let asseblief daarop dat 
slegs die geprioritiseerde teikens geelimineer is en nie 'n massa 
onbetrokke burgerlikes soos die geval sou wees as daar bv. 'n born 
gestel was nie. 

(c) Is u op enige Wyse bevoordeel, finansieel of andersins? 

GEENSINS. 

(d) lndien wel, verduidelik die aard en omvang daaNan: 

11. (a) 

N.V.T. 

Is die daad/dade, versuim/e of misdryf/misdrywe verrig in die 
uitvoering van 'n bevel van, of ten behoewe van, of met die 
goedkeuring van die betrokke organlsasie, instelling, liggaam, 
bevrydingsbeweging, staatsdepartement of veiligheidsmag ? 

JA 

(b) lndien wet, meld besonderhede met betrekking tot sodanige bevel of 
goedkeuring en die datum daarvan en, indien bekend, die naam en 
adres van die persoon/persone wat sodanige bevel gegee of 
goedkeuring verleen het : 

Kol Snyman, Lt Kol Van Rensburg, Maj du Plessis 
Huidige adresse onbekend 
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(a) In 1.-✓~lk: hof...h1.V.T 

(b) Saaknommsr ... N.V.T. 

(c) Op welke aanklag ... N.V.T. 

(d) Datum van volgende verskyning in hof (indien enige) .. . N.V.T. 

(e) Misdryf ten opsigte waarvan skuldig bevind en gevonnis is { indien van 
toepassing ) .. . N.V.T. 

(f) Datum van vonnis (indien van toepassing) .. . N.V.T. 

(g) Vonnis opgele (indien van toepassing) .. . N.V.T. 

(h) Gevangenisnommer (indien van toepassing) ... N.V.T. 

13. (a) Is siviele verrigtinge hangende of word dit beoog na aanleiding van die 
daad/dade, versuim/e of misdryvve ten opsigte waarvan amnestie 
verlang word ? 

Onbekend 

(b) lndien we!. meld : 

(i) Die identiteit en adresse van die partye en hulle regsadviseurs, 
indien enige : 

Onbekend 

(ii) Die saaknommer en die hof waarin die verrigtinge hangend is : 

Onbekend 

VEFfKLAARDEfi 

Die verklaarder erken dat hy/Sfvertroud is met die inhoud van die verklaring en dJt 
begryp. Hierdie verklaring is behoorlik vaor my beedig/bete:Stig~p hede die & c- ,., j) 
dag van Mei 1997 te Pretoria. L9 \ 

320



KQMMISSARfS VAN EDE 

cJ 

321



AANHANGSEL 

VORM 1 

AANSOEK OM AMNESTIE INGEVOLGE ARTJKEL 18 VAN DIE 
WET OP DIE BEVORDERING VAN NASIONALE EENHEID EN 

VERSOENING, 1995 {WET N0.34 VAN 1995) 

1. Van : SNYMAN 

2. 

3. 

4. 

Volle voorname : HAROLD 

Adres: p/a VAN DER M:RWE & BESTER PROKUREURS, POSBUS 2306, 
NOORDEINDE, PORT ELIZABETH 

Poskode : 6056 

ldentiteits!lommer/Paspoortnommer : 280423 5032 08 6 

5. Geboortedatum : 23 April 1928 

6. 

7. 

8. 

Geboorteplek : Uitenhage 

(a) lndien u 'n beampte/ampsdraer/lid/ondersteuner is/was van enige politieke 
organisasie/instelling/liggaam of bevrydingsbew~ging, meld naam daarvan: 

Nasionale Party 

(bl Meld hoedanigheid v;aarin u in die betrokke organisasie/instelling/liggaam of 
bevrydingsbeweging gedien het, indien van toepassing, en lidmaatskap 
nommer, indien enige : 

(a} 

Ondersteuner 

lndien u 'n beampte/ampsdraer/werknemsr is/was in diens van die Staat of 
enige voormalige Siaat of indien u 'n lid is/was van die veiligheidsmagte van 
die Stasi of enige voormalige sH:,:H, meld die depanement/afdeling/divisie : 

SAP Streeksbevelvoerder van die Veiligheidstak in die Oos-Kaap 

(b) lv1elcl hoedanigheid en tydperk waerin u in disns van die Stea'( of voormalige 
srnai \':as of in die veih£1h~idsrnag,s gs,jie:-, hst, indien van toepassing, en 
Magsnommer, indien enig9 : 

Magsnommer : 

25.02A 7 - Datum van httestasie 
1£·•47 - l<onsrnbe!, E.aakenssuact Polisiest::~is, Pon H::absth 

"LC17H 
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- 2 -

1947 • Dlstrikskcmmissarls, Port Elizabeth Noord 
1 949 - Alexanderbaal 
1950 • Louis Le Grange Plein 
19 51 • Distrlkskommissaris, Port Elizabeth Noord 
1953 • Louis Le Grange Pleln 
1953 - New Brighton 
1955 • Baakensstraat Polisiestasie, Port Elizabeth 
1955 • Sersant 

. 1955 • Louis Le Grange Plein 
1960 - D K, Grahamstad 
1961 - S K, Oos-Kaap 
1964 • Adjudant-Offisier 
1965 ·MID 
1967 • Louis Le Grange Plein M I D 
1968 - Luitenant 
1971 - Kaptein 
1976 • Majoor 
1981 • Luitenant-Kolonel 
1985 • Kolonel 

KU RS USSE BYGEWOON 

194 7 - Eerstehulp 
1967 - ldentifisering \:an ontplofbare stov,wr:; en toestelle 

KORT PERSOONLIKE OORSIG 

Ek, Harold Snyman, is 6S jaar oud en gebore te Uitenhage in die Oos-Kaap. El< het groat 
geword In Uitenhage waar my pa 'n boer was. Ek is die enigste kind en het groot geword 
In 'n streng konserwatiewe en Afrikaanse huis. Ons was almal lede van die Nederduits 
Gereformeerde Kerk. Ek het aanvanklik op 'n plaasskool skoal gegaan, maar het my 
hoerskoolloopbaan aan die Hoerskool Humansdorp voltooi. Ek het by die Suid-Afrikaanse 
Polisie aangeslult direk na voltooiing van my skoolloopbaan. Gedurende my vormingsjare 
het ek onbewustelik deel geword van die Apartheidsera en was oortuig aan die einde van 
my skoolloopbaan dat Apartheid noodsaaklik was vlr die verdere voortbestaan van die 
Afrikaanssprekende Blanke aan die suidelike punt van Afrika. 

Ek het egter te alle tye tydens my diens in die Suid-Afrikaanse Pollsie opgetree op 'n bona 
fide wyse ter uitvoering ven my roeping as lid van die Suld-Afrikaanse Polisie. Ek was in 
diens van die Regering van die dag en lojaal en verplig om die staatkundige bestel van die 
tyd te beskerrn en wet en orde te handhaaf. My persoonlike oortuiginge is verder ook 
ondersteun d~ur clie feit dat my kerl-i die beleid en optrede van die Nasionale Party Regering 
goedgekeur en ond:rsteun het. 

Ek het te alle tye in my hoedanigheid as lid van die Suid-Afri:Saanse Polisie nooit enige daatl 
of versuim verrig vir persoon!ike ge1.vin nie. My betrokkenheid in hierdie voorval was ooh 
nie weens psisoonli!:e kwcnd\'Ji!ligheicl. k\•1aedgesindheicl of nydigheid gerig teen die 
slagoffer van die dade nie. 
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9. <a) 

- 3 -

Verskaf voldoende besonderhede van die daad/dede, vsrsuim/e of 
misdryt/misdrywe wat met 'n politiel<e oogmerk in verband staan ten opsigte 
waarvan amnestie verlang word, insluitende dat1Jm/s, ple!-:./ke en aard 
daarvan en die naam/name van enigs ander persoon/persone betrokke: 

m Daad/dade, vers1,;i;n/e of misdryf/misdrywe 

Ontvoering en dood van M Goniwe, F Galata, S Mkhnto en 
S fvlhlawull 

(ii) Datum/s 

27 Junie 1985 

(iii) Plek/ke 

Port Elizabeth 

!iv) Aard en besonderneds 

Gedurende 1985 was ek die Afdelingsbevelvoerder van die 
Veiligheidstak In die Oostelike Provlnsie. Ek was gestasioneer te 
Louis Le Grange ln Port Elizabeth. 

Op hierdie stadium was Brigadier C A Swan die Afdelings 
Kommissaris van die Suid-Afrikaanse Polisie in die Oostelike 
Provlnsie. 

As Afdelingsbevelvoerder van die Veiligheidstak moes ek elke oggend 
verslag doen aan Brigadier C A Swart oor die veiligheidsituasie in die 
Oos-Kaap. Hierdie verslae was voorberei uit die inligting slsteem van 
die Veiligheidstak soos ingesamel deur fisiese en nie-fisiese bronne. 

As Bevelvoerder van die Veiligheidstak was dit my plig om deel te 
neem aan alle sittings van die GBS (Gesamentlike Velligheids 
Bestuursentrum) wat normaalweg een keer per maand plaasgevind 
het. Dringencie sittings het egter ook dikwels plaasgevind 
afhangende van die veiligheidsituasie. 

Die doe! van hterdie GBS-sittings was om veillgheidsmag optrede te 
koordineer en te inisieer. Die rolspelers op hierdie vergaderings was 
onder andere die Suid-Afrikaanse Polisie (SAP}, die Suid-Afrikaanse 
Weetmag (SAvVl. die Administras\eraad, Nasional: lntelligensle, 
Binne• of Buitelandse Sake, die Poskantoor en die Suid-Afrikaanse 
U:tsaai Korporasie (SAUK). 

Tyclens hierdie ve;gEiderings h::i die Weermag !siding ganeem en 
ge 1.'.'oonlik w2s Brigadier Joffe! van der Westhuizen die voorsittei. 
Ek kan egter ool-: onthou da'i Btlgadie; Swan van d'= Suid-Afrikaanse 
Polisie egter ook pe; geleenihaid as voorsitter v,·:1a;ganaem het. Op 
hi~rdie vergad~.i .. ;s is re9eringsbeleid en besluir: ,c:r', opsigte van 
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veiligheidsaangeleenthede soos ontvang via die Staatsveiligheidsraad 
deurgevoer na Provinsiale- en Streeksvlak en verder gekoordineer. 
Ek moes as bevelvoerder van die Veiligheidstak verslag doen en 
insette le· .... er met betrekking tot die algehele veiligheidssituasie tn die 
Afdeling. In hierdie verband is daar verwag van die Veiligheidstak 
om lelding te gee en oplossings te bled vir die bantering van 
probleemsituasies. 

Oaar is deur middel van die Staatsveiligheidsraad op 'n gereelde basis 
reelings getref dat alle rolspelers by die GBS toegespreek en besoel< 
word deur politieks leiers en lede van die regering sowel as die 
topstruktuur van die Veiligheidsmagte. Ek kan onthou dat ons by die 
G BS by verskillende geleenthede gedurende hierdie era besoek en 
toegespreek was deur onder andere P W Botha, Louis Le Grange, 
Magnus Malan en Adriaan Vlok. 

Daar was tydens hierdie besoeke geweldig klem gele daarop dat die 
heersende veiiigheidsituasie genormaliseer moes \'✓Ord E:!n wet en 
orde moes ten alle !<oste dringend herstel word. Drastiese optrede 
deur die Veiligheidsmagte is op hierdi:: vergaderings bepleit om die 
onluste en anorgie ender beheer te kry. 

Geweldige druk is op hierdie manier van regeringskant uitgeoefen op 
die Veiligheidsmagte om drasties op te tree om aktiviste aan bande 
te le en te neutraliseer en sodoende die velllgheldsituasie te beheer. 
'n Groot mate van speling is gelaat waarbinne ek byvoorbeeld as 
bevelvoerder van die Veiligheidstak moes en kon optree om te help 
om die regering van die dag en staatkundige bestel te beskerm en In 
stand te hou en te voorkom dat die gemeenskap as gevolg van 
intimidasie en vrees vemoue in die regering verloor. 

Dit was duidelik dat die regering deur die Veiligheidsmagte op hierdie 
stadium gewikkel was in ·n onverklaarde oorlog teen die 
bevrydlngsorganisasies en hu!le totale aanslag. Ons was gevolglik 
aan die voorpunt van die snyd om te voorkom dat die ANC/SAKP­
Alliansie die regering met geweld omver \.'lerp en die staatkundige 
bestel vernietig. Die GBS Se doe! was myns insiens verder om Suid­
Afrika te beskerm teen 'n kommunistiese oorname, of alternatiewelik 
om te verhoed dat die land en sy mense deur 'n reeks aanvalle, beide 
militer of polities van aa:d soos byvoorbeeld imern2sionale sanksies, 
boikotte, isolasie, onluste en intimidesie oorval 1,•1ord. Ek het hierdie 
aan'✓ alle be~kou -as gemik clauop om die land er. regerlng oor te 
neem. Ek he, die werklil-:s vress gehad da, a11::s war op Suid­
Afri:.:aanse bcds.-n rn, srnncl gsbring was, hoofsaeklik dsur die blanke 
£;:meenskap, vedo;e kon ga:;in en dus gepoog om hierd1e s;:atus quo 
te laat voontes:2c!n i:-i ,·,a, ens in die Veiligheid~rn:.. c:s ·n normala 
Suid-fa.-f~ikaanse leefv:ys-: beskou her. 

G sdurenda i 9S-+ ::'i die ee,s,e h:!Hte 1,•;::n 1925 ,,s £!::vo\~1 van die 
s,if!ting van c1,~ L':1itsd De·:1oc.-ati·:- ~.om h::i di: ~,~nsi::; van die 
t ~JC"~/$.C;i•:,p._L, ! .. J'1S 0

!J or1 cL !- ·:::£:::~i~~~ '.:~:n c:·:: d~::~ rn~ · 9-::1.\ :Id 0i71V:r 
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te werp en die staatkundige bestel te vernietig momentum gekry. 
Die gemeenskap van dle Oos•Kaap en omliggande plattelandse 
gebiede, insluitende die SWD, het aansienlik meer verpolitiseer. In 
hlerdie verband het die Crado-:k Residents Association (CRADORA) 
'n baie prominente rol vervul. Die begin f ase van hierdie aanslag was 
aanvankl'.k beperk tot politieke opswepery van die massa en die hou 
van politieke vergaderings. Gedurende 1984 is daor begin met die 
sl<.epping en uitbouing van alternatiewe snukture in die Oos-Kaap. 
Die strukture was gemik veral op die opvoedkundige en sosiale 
te;reine. Die doelwit van hierdie alternatiewe strukture was om 'n 
algehele onregeerbaarheld van die bree massa te bevorder wat die 
instandhouding van die regering en staat-kundige bestel in gevaar 
sou stel en uiteindelik totaal onmoontlik maak. In hierdie klimaat sou 
die aanslag van die ANCISAKP·Alliansie om die regerlng met geweld 
omver te werp en die staatkundige bestel te vernietlg aansienlik 
makliker en doelgerig kon plaasvind. Die skepping van hierdie 
alternatiewe struktwe het gedurende 1984 gelei daartoe dat die staat 
in anargie gedompel vvas. lntimidasie en geweld waarby ingesluit die 
dood van lede van die gemeenskap en die polisie was aan die orde 
van die dag. Selfs beriggewers asook persone •.-✓ at foutiewelik as 
berigge..,vers g::brandmerk is het in hierdie omstandighede gesterf. 

Hierdie stand van sake het teen die einde van 1984 aansienlike 
aan •. ag geniet tydens die GBS-vergaderings. Dit het weereens 
duidelik geword dat die normale regsopsies soos lnperking, beperking 
en aanhouding van politieka aktiviste nie die gewenste uitwerking of 
resultate gehad htt nie. Dit was duidelik dat die politieke klimaat 
steeds totaa! onstabiel \'JBS ten spy-te van bogenoemde stappe. Die 
proses was ve;al aan bande gele en geneuualiseer weens die feit dat 
vrees onder die gemeenskap en polisiebeamptes sodanig was dat 
niemand bereid was om na vore te kom om getuienis af te le nie as 
gevolg van die feir dat hulle vir hul lewens gevrees het. 

Dit -.vas duidelik dat hierdie vrese gegrond v:as aangesien verskele 
persone, reg1ens of verkeerdelik, in hierdie stryd gedood is aangesien 
hulle aangesien was 2s persone wa, saamwerk met die Suid-Afri· 
kaanse Polisie en uiteindelik die regerings bestel. Dit was op hierdie 
stadium duidelik dat die sogenaamd: G-Plan in die Oos-Kaap besig 
was om vrugte af te werp vir di: ANC/SAKP•Allians:e en dat die 
bedreiging wat dit ingehou het vir die regering en srnathundige bestel 
wesenlik en baie ernstig was. /J.s gevolg van hierdie berlreiging het 
die Veiligheids,2k in oodegph:gins rr.-et di: G!3S hu' v;e,!--.suamhede 
aansianli~ verskerp ten einde: 
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4. Skakeling met ANC persone in die bulteland lnsluitende opdragte van 
die ANC en SACTU met spesifie!<e verwysing na c.lie Oos-Kaap is 
intensief gemonitor. 

Voortsprultend ult bovermelde databasis kon 'n goeie geheelbeeld gevorm 
word van wie verantwoordelik was vir die onrus en openbare geweld in die 
Oos-Kaap. Politieke aktiviste is hierna ge"identii'iseer asook geprioritiseer. 

Die doelwlt aanvanklik was om hierdie ge"identifiseerde geprioritiseerde 
aktiviste op wettige wyse aan bande te le en te beperk tot die beste van die 
Veiligheidstak se vermoe. Dit het egter duidelik geword om die redes hierbo 
genoem dat die mate van anargie en geweld slegs toegeneem het en dh: was 
gemeensaak dat die situasie dringende en drastiese aksie vereis het. 
Veiligheidstaklede moes magteloos toekyk hoe anargie en wanorde In die 
Oos-Kaap heers en toeneem. 

Op hierdie stadium is geweldige druk deur middel van die GBS en politieke 
leiers op die Veiligheidsmagte geplaas om stabillteit in die streek te herstel 
en die situasie onder beheer te kry. In hierdie verband word verwys na 
uitsprake deur onder andere P W Botha en Magnus Malan asook ander 
polltieke leiers waar terme soos "Vuur moet met vuur beveg word", "Ons 
bevind ons in 'n Guerilla-oorlog situasie", en verwysing na "Die totale 
aanslag" en "Die bedreiging van die kommunistiese ekspansionisme en 
oorname wat ons in die gesig gestaar het met die gepaardgaande 
vemietiging van die normale westerse demokratiese leefstyl" asook die 
welbekende "swangevaar" uitsprake was aan die orde van die dag. 

Ek het deur middel van die verskerpte GBS optrede inligting random die 
ge"idemifiseerde geprioritiseerde leiers ingewin wat daarop gadui het dat die 
politieke aktiviste van CRADORA by name van M Goniwe, F Galata, S 
Mkhonto asook 'n verdere aktivis by name van S Mhlawuli 'n baie ernstige 
bedreiging vir die staatkundige bestel inhou aangesien hulle opruiende 
bedrywighede besig was om die swart woongebiede in die Oos-Kaap 
ins!uitende die platteland sowel as die SWD in totale chaos te dompel. Mm 
Goniwe \.Vas verantwoordelik vir die organisering en politisering van die 
massas in die plattelandse gemeenskap insluitende areas soos die SWO. In 
hierdie verband was hy in gereelde skakeling en verbinding met Mnr 
Mhlawuli in die Suidwestelike distrikte wie daar as aktivis en leiersiiguur 
opgetree het en me.: Mnr Goniwe moes skakel op gereelde basis. 

Aile normals prosesse wat aange ... ·1end ,.vas om hierdie ge·identitiseerde 
aktiviste te beperk, aan te hou en te neutraliseer was onsuksesvol. Ek het 
opdrag ontvc:ng gedursnde 1985 om ' n veiligheidsvooiligiings ve;gadering 
by 1e woon te Cradoc~ .. Die vergadedng sou handel sover m-,, geheue strek 
sl;::gs oor die bedrywighede van Matthew Goniwe en GP.ADORA, insluitende 
dis akth·.,itei,e van hierdie vier ge'idemifisserde ai~fr;isi::. ~,, wzs duidelik 
dct hull:: op daerclie stadium onder ande;e ook clie fun~•:sionering van Swart 
PlaaslikeRade heel1e:n~I ann bande gele het en aidus ve.-oors2.ah he, dat talle 
Swan Surgem1eeste:s £:n raadslede bedan~: 11~~- Die g:::•.•,cldspira:d. onluste 
en selfs rnt~!I::: i:1nM9;;; -.•;~!t volgens ons inligti:ig di;e '., :• •.•. , ,':! a3n die 
4! .\i ... &:itei~-e en t'P5'•'-'::~:-;;:·:· ,:~n hi~rt! i-:: 1,:it: csl-:ti' .. :1:;t-:: . C1i! \.1..: ~ r ~:: iisiens 
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duidc;:ik dat wet en orde nooit herstel sou kon word In die Swart 
woor,geblede nie. t-:nsy daar met hierdie vier aktiviste gehandel word nie. 

Persone teenwootdig op hierdie vergadering was onder a;-idere die Minister 
van Polisie, Mnr L Le Grange; die Minister van Same•.verking en 
Ontwlkkeling, IVlnr Barenc! du Plessis; Adjunk-Minister Dr l\~orrison; die 
Kommlssaris van dia Suid-Afrikaanse Po:isie, Generaal Johan Coetzee: die 
Afdelings Kommissaris van die Oostelike Provinsie. Brigadier C A Swart en 
verskeie and er persone uit die Cradock-gemeenskap wie betrokke was by die 
G 8 S-stelse I. 

Volledige verslag is gedoen deur myself van die bedrywighede van Goniwe 
en die ander aktiviste en hul betrokkenheid in die onrus en anargie wat op 
daardie stadium geheers het in die Oos-Kaap by veral skole, Swart rade en 
die Swart woongebiede. 

Dit was duidelik op hierdie vergaderings da't daar verwag was van die 
Veiligheidstak in di€ Oostelike Provinsie om "vuur met vuur 'te beveg" en die 
situasie deur midde: van drastiese stappe dringend onder beheer te bring en 
sodoende wet en orde te herstel. 

Op 'n sekere datum wat ek nie meer kan omhou nie h~t Majoor du Plessis 
en Kaptein van Zyl my in my kantoor kom spreek. Hulle het my voorsien 
van die jongste inligting rondom die bedrywighade van bovermelde vier 
aktiviste en daarop ge· • ..,ys dat die veiligheidsituasie in die Oos-Kaap besig 
was om totaal hande uit te ruk as gevolg van hierdie persone se aktiwiteite. 
Verskeie opsies was baspreek maar het na deeglike oorweging nie enige 
p~rmanente oplossing gebied nie. Ek het geweldige druk ervaar van die 
Suid-Afrikaanse Polisie Hoofkantoor sow el as die GSS om drasties op te tree 
om hierdie siwasie onmiddellil< onder beheer te kry. Dit was duidelik na die 
voorlegging dat.hierdie vier persone dringend geneutraliseer mces word ten 
einde die organisasie {CRADORA) van sy leierselement te ontneem en ander 
oorblywende leiers af te skrik om in so 'n groot mate polities aktief op te 
tree. 

Hierdie besluit kon nie ligtelik geneem word nie maar t~en die agtergrond 
van al die omringende politieke faktore in die Oos-Kaap en gepsardgaande 
georganiseerde geweld op lede van die gemeenskap en die Suid-.A;frikaanse 
Polisie \·:as daar geen ander keuse as om oorweging te s~-:enk aan die 
moontlikheid om hierdie vier ak,:iviste ;:e dood nie. Hierciie opsie was by 
vorige geleenthede reeds geopper deu; verskeis mense op GSS vergaderings 
en alhoewel ek nie die de;:ail kan onthoL1 nia was daar volgens my nooit 
werklik ·n b~sluit geneer11 dat hie~ciit vier a'-:"tivis,e gedooci s::-u word nie. 

Ek is now b::',•,·us 'J~n die b::s1a.:n ,:an 'n V.'ee:magsein g::d::,::::i 07 '06,'1985 
v1at aangedui het da: sete:e vcn hierdie pe;sone ''perr;;~,n=m uit die 
s2mel::\•,in;! ven•;yd::r rrc~s '.';o;cl". Ek he;: sgi:, n;e hie;-;a:1 kE:nnis gedra 
o;-, da::ird ie wostip oi€;. 
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van stapel gestuur moes word om hierdie vier aktivlste te dood ten einde die 
onrus en geweldpleging in die Oos-Ksap te probeer stabiliseer. Op h1erdie 
stadium het daar geen rede bestaan vlr my om die voorlegging en motivering 
van Majoor du Plessis te bevraagteken nie aangesien Majoor du Plessis 'n 
bewese veiligheldsrekord gehad het en daar geen rede be5taan het om sy 
opsomming en beoordeling van die onluste en geweld situasie In die Oos­
Kaap en wie daarvoor verantwoordelik waste bevraagteken nie. 

Ek het daarna niks verder met die operasie te doen gehad nie en het later in 
. die pers geslen dat die persone gedood is. Ek kan nie onthou of daar wel 

daur enige persoon speslfiek terugvoring aan my gegee was nie. 

(b) Meld indien enige persoon beseer is, gedood is of enige skade aan eiendom 
gely het as gevolg van sodanige daad/dade, versuim/e of misdryf /misdrywe: 

Ja. 

(c) lndien wet, meld; 

(a) 

(i) Die naam/name van die slagoffer/s 

M Goniwe, F Galata, S Mkhonto en S Mhlawuli. 

(iil Die beroep/e en adres/se van die slagoffer/s 

Reeds bekend aan W.V.K. 

(iii) Die name en adiesse van die slagoffer/s se naasbestaandes 

Reeds bekend aan W.V.K. 

{iv) Enige ander in1igting wat met die identifisering en opsporing van die 
slagoffer/s behulpsaam kan wees 

Geen 

Meld politieke oogmerk v:at bereik wou word: 

1. Die doelstelllng van die Veiligheidstak, 2s dee! van die magsbasis van 
die Nasionale Party Regering. was die handhawing van binnelandse 
veiligheid deur die bekamping van terrorlsme en die beskerming van 
die staatsbestel (Nasionale Party Reg£=ringJ en -strukture teen 
Kommunistiese ekspansionisme, socs ge'identifisear in die 
sogenaamde bevrydingsorganisasies (ANC/SAKP-Alliansie, PAC) en 
SwartmagbevJUssynsorganisasies (BPC en SASO) en hullc 
ge.vapende vleuels (Umkhonto-we-Sizwe, APLA en BCMI wat met 
geweld die, rege;ing van die dag omver wou v1:Hp e:, oorn;em. 

cJ 
Le.. 
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1 .1 Die bereiking van sodanige doelstellings het behels: 

1. 1 .1 die beskerming en lnstandhouding van die Nasionale 
Party Regering en die wettige lnstellings wat deur horn 
daar gestel was; 

1 .1 .2 die beskermlng van die integrlteit van die vorige 
Regering om sodoende te verseker dat die gemeen­
skap nle vertroue in die Regerende Party (Nasionale 
Party) sou verloor nie, as gevolg van terreurdade en 
propaganda deur kornmunisties georienteerde 
organisasies: 

1 .1.3 Suid-Afrika en sy westerse, kapltalistlese gemeenskap 
te beskerm teen 'n geweldadige oorname deur 
kommunisties georienteerde sogenaamde bevrydlngs 
bewegings wie se doeJstellings was om die land 
onregeerbaar te maak. 

1 .3 Deur bovermelde doelstellings Is gepoog om die voortbestaan 
van 'n normale westerse demokrasle soos wat ek dit ken. in 
stand te hou en te verseker. 

1.4 Om te veg vir die voortbestaan van wat ek en ander lede van 
die Suid-Afrikaanse Polisie as 'n normale westerse 
dernokrntiese leefstyl beskou het. 

1.5 Om lewe en eiendom te beskerm en verdere anargie te 
voorkom. 

(b ) U motivering wasrom u sodanige daad/dade, versuim/e of misdryf/misdrywe 
as daad/dade, versuim/e o~ misdryf/misdrywa wai met 'n politieke oogmerk 
in verband staan, beskou: 

Vir verwysing sien paragraaf 9(a}{iv) hierbo. 

As gevolg van feite soos vermeld in bogenoemde paragraaf was dit 
noodsaaklik om die persone te ellimineer om die anargie en geweld wat aan 
die toeneem was te neutraliseer en onder beheer te bring. 

fcl Is u op enige v:ys:, bevoords£,I, fi;"i?.nsieel c,~ andersins? 

Geensins. 

f\J .V,T. 
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Is die daad/dade, versuim/e of misdryf/misdrywe verrig in die uitvoering van 
'n bevel van, of ten behoewe van, of mst die goedkeuring van die betrol<ke 
organisasie, ins!elling, liggaam, bevrydingsbeweging, staatsdepansment of 
veiligheidsmag7 

· JA, ten behoewe van die Veiligheidstak en die Regering van die dag. 

(bl lndien ,...,el, meld besonderhede met betrekking tot sodanige bevel of 
goedkeuring en die da rum daarvan en, indien bekend, clie nsam en ad res van 
die persoon/persone wat sodanige bevel gegee of goedkeuring verlaen het: 

Self. 

12. lndien vervolging gevolg het, meld: 

- ,., 
I ,j. 

(a) 

(b) 

(c) 

{d) 

(e) 

(f) 

(g) 

(h) 

(al 

In welke hof N.V.T. 

Saalmommer N.V.T. 

Op welke aanklag N.V.T. 

Datum van volgende verskyning in hof {indien enige) N. V .T. 

Misdryf ten opsigte waarvan skuldig bsvind en gevonnis is (indien van 
toepassing) N.V.T. 

Datum van vonnis (indien van toe passing) N.V .T. 

Vonnis opgele (indien van toepassingl N.V.T. 

Gevangenisnommer (indien van toepassingl N.V.T. 

Is siviele vemgunge hangsnde of \':Ord di1 beoog na aanleiding van die 
daadldade. vsrsuim/e of misdryflmisdry1,ve ten opsigte waarvan amnestis 
verlang v:ord? 

Ek dra nie l<ennis van enige verri~tinge nia. 

(c) lndien wel, me'd: 

{.'· Die ide:.ti ieit en SC: "SSS:- va,-. di:: p?.nye sn huli~ rfgsadviseurs, bdie;i 
enig;: 

N.V .T. 
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(ii) Die saaknommer en dia hof waa;in die verrig,inge hangend is: 

N.V.T. 

VERKLAARDER 

Die verklaarder erken dat hy/sy vemoud is met die inhoud van die verklaring en dit begryp. 
Hierdie verklaring is behoorlik voor my beedig/bevestig op hede dje dag van 

19 te 

KOMMtSSARIS VAN EDE 
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VOORGESTELDE OP :REDE TEEN MATEWU MATTIIEW GONIWE, Sl~ARTMM~, 

OUD-ONDERWYSER, •. RADOCK 

l. 'n Kort agte;·grond op bogenoemde en gebeure in Cradock op dje 

vooraand van sy afdanking as onderwyser en oanhouding ingevolr:e 

artikel 28(1) va~ die Wet op Binnelandse Vciligheid, 1982 (Wet ;4 

van 1982) word tLr inligting aangchcg - kyk bylae A. . ·--· .,... 

2. GONIWF. en ::y drie makkcrr, is op 31 Maart 1984 ingevoli:c 

bovermelde wetgc\. ing gearrestecr en nnngehou tot 9 Oktober l98t,, 

(Madoda JACOBS, ·, skolier en een van die aangchoudenes is egtc:r 

vroelr I op l 98~. r; 7. 18, vrygelaa t 0111 op \1 kri111inele aanklag t'lr<:g 

te staan). 

3. Gepaard met :lie aanhouding van die voormelde persone i:; daar, 

benewens die verl: od op opelugbyeenkomste wat reeds van krag wa::, 

ook 'n verbod op 1lle binnehuise byeankomste ingevolge artikel 46 

van die Wet op Binnelandse Veiligheid vanaf 31 Kaart tot 30 
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~- Terwyl in .i. nhouding in Pollsmoor-gcvnngcnis, K.inpstod, j5 hy 

dikwcls deur. led van die l'fl' bcsock, oa mcv Helen SUZM/\N, rnnr A. 

SAVAGE e11 in o :~ondcr ;r,cv Holly i~I./\C:KiJUIW, met wie hy gocd 

bevriend is. Hy h ook dcur l«?cle van die lnternasionale Komitee 

van die Rooikrui: besoek. 

5. Na GONIWE S• ontslog uit die gevnngenis en die ophcffinG van 

die verbod, het i'J onmiddellik voortgcgann en byccnko111&te. gcreel 

ter uic:houing va1· sy orgnnisasics (CltAl)OJlA en CRADOYA). 

6. Hy het oa .,ekunde aktiviste, insluitende Oscar MPETllA, · 'n 

bekende ANC- en SACTU-aanhanger, ns spreken na Cradock genoo,;1 

waartydens oprui!nde toesrr~ke voor croot sk~rcs gcdocn is. 

GONIWE het self ~ · vcrskeie gelecnthede ns sprcker. opgetree en d i.e 

geskiedenis von tie ANC aan die aanwesiges geskets met die klcm 

daarop dat die n ankes die land v.1n di'! Sw.1rtman "&cstccl" het, 

die ANC dit op vr,tedsame wyse met die Blanke wou dcel maar dac die 

r•t•~i.ng d1• vrea,laame poging• 111et gewcld benntwoord het. 

Oscar HPETtlA het hom oa soos volg op l984 .10. 20 (kort na dli: 

opheffing van die binneshuise verbod) tydens ~ CRADORA-vergodering 

beli deur GONIWE. uitgelaat: 

"This is 111y mess, ge, th~ councillot's and all thei'c members must: 

get out of our wa:· .• • 11 
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111 don't say th .. t you must kill them but: I·'vc something on m)' 

mind, IC you tr. vel down .i road nnd you :;cc an obst.iclc, suc:h ,:w 

a stone, you fi ·st try t:o remove the stone and if the stcnc 

doesn't budge, Y· u take a hammar nnd b-rcilk it. There are peopl2 

singing around hLre today 'this wagon hns no wheels'. To them I 

say, take this .ragon off the road. This is my mcsS.Jge, the 

councillors and ,.11 their members must get out of our way, this 

wagon will crush them. If their father BOTHA is run over by a 

car, he must not :ome to us ond ask what we've done to his people, 

because it is the; that got in the way of this car, not: the car in 

front of them. Come gentlemen today it is not good to be . :i 

policeman or a c 1uncillor, it's not good to be a helper of th.e 

oppressor". 

Matthew GONIWE hec op dieselfde vergadcring die volgende beroep op 

die aanwesiges ge,:oen: 

"You heard the l.1st speaker, please do not associate with the . 

puppets- Doris :IERMAANS, Boyce RALWE and Nomavuka NOWt" 

(raadslede). 

7. Hy en sy org.1nisasies het hul veld tog teen die verkose Swart 

dorpsraad voortge ;;lt en verskerp tot so 'n mate dat al die le:fa 

begin 1985 bedanJ.: het. Uoevel die veldtog aanvanklik openlike 

intimidasie inges:.uit het, is dit latet', no polisie-optrede, t~t 

en met die lede s~ bedanking, meer bepcrk tot subticle intimidasle 

soos die sing van vryheidsliedere voor hul hui&c, ens. 
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In Maart 1985 i, CONlWE deur die UDF aangestcl .is die orgnnisn:;ic 

se plattelands, organiseenlcr v:111 die Oos-Kaapsc strcck 

verantwoordelik 1ir die volgende dorpe: 

Cradock, Graa:f""'Reinet, Somerset-Oas, Bedford, 

MiddelbUt'S (Ka .. ;,), Hanover, Ilofmeycr, Pears ton, 

Cookhouse, Noupo,rt, Port Alfred en Fort Beaufort. 

Adelaide, 

S teynsbu1·g, 

Hy het reeds h: erdie dorpe besock en byeenkomste van Swnrtes 

toegespreek waai::.ydens hy die ontstaan van die ANC geskets en die 

inwoners a anger: oed ig het om jeugorganisasies en "civic 

organisationsu n.: die voorbeeld van CRADORA en CRADOYA in Cradoc~,_ 

tot stand te bri: g. Opvallend is clit dat daar in die meestc van 

hierdie dorpics r., GONlWE sc besoeke, protcs- en vcrsctilksie:. teen 

die owerheid gelo,ds is - in etlike gcvnlle gepaard met g~wcld wat 

aanleiding gegee llet tot pol.isic-optrcde. 

9, Vir 'n knrt o~•somming van GONIWE se onlangse bedrywighedc kyk . 

bylae B. 

10. Die vraag wat nou ontstaan is, wat moet gedoen word om GONIWE 

se anti-owerheidscptrede aan bande te le? 

11. Na die infotmele samesprekings tussen GONtWF. en mnr Ja.Jp 

STRYDOM van die Departement Onderwys en Opleiding op 24 Mei 19a; • 

kan die volgende m,ontlike optredes ten opsigte van CONIWE oorwe~g 

word. 
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11.1 6 y onvoorwairdelike heraanstelling in sy pos as ondcrwyser op 

Cradock; 

l L 2 sy onvoorwaa :-clelike heraanstelling as ondcrwyser eldcts; 

11.3 sy voorwaard!like heraanstelling as onderwyser op Cradock of 

elders; 

11.4 sy aanhoudi,1g ingevolge .artikel 28(1) van die Wet op 

Binnelandse \eiligheid; 

11.S sy inperking ingevolge artikel 19 - 21 van die Wet o_p_ 

Binnelandse V~iligheid waarvan daar drie kategorieli is nl.: 

C-inperk:ng wat hom sal beperk tot n sekere gebicd m~ar 

redelike vryheid daarbinne sal gee; 

B-inperk:ng wat sy beweging meer beperk - bv. hy mag nie 

tussen 1~ h00 saans en 06h00 soggens van sy huis afwesig 

wees nie; en 

A-inperking vat feitlik huisarres behels. 

12. Ten opsigte van die opsie om hom onvoorwaardelik aan te stel 

op Cradock of elder 3, kan argumenteer word dat sy· energie moontlik 

absorbeer kan word Jinne skoolverband. Dit is~ moontlikheid maar 

ns dear gekyk wo1d na sy bedrywighede juis toe hy no& as 
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onderwyser geemp.:.ojeer was, voor sy .i!d,:mk:tni~, wil dit: VQorl<om 

asof hl'!rd;le moo •tlikhcJ<l uitar.s vaa& is en \\ crnstigc ris:iko 

inhou • 

13. Sou hy elder.: geploas word• bestaon die verder.l? moontlikheid 

dat hy daar, ~f~c,gende ~aar hy geplaas word, ~ moontlik ru5tige 

gemeenskap gaan p, li tiseer. 

14. GONIWE is reeds so diep betrokkc by UDF en 

UDF-filiaa!sktiwitdte dat hy hom nie sununier d.1.:arv.in sal 

distansieer nie er. steeds tyd daarvoor benewcns skoolverpligtins·e, 

sal inruim, 

15. Hierdie twee 1psies - dws die onvoorwanrdclike hera.instclling 

as ondenl}'ser kan as gevolg van die risiko daanan verbonde, 

derhalwe nie as wcwslik aanbevccl word nie • 

16. Ten opsigte v,,n die voorwaardelike heraanstclling v.1n GONIWE 

in sy pos as onder,.yser word die mening gehuldig dat hierdie opsie 

definitiewe meriete inhou mits die voorwuardes die volgende 

insluit: 

GONIWE ■ krifc:c 11k ondet"necrn om uic CMDOM, CRADOYA an dia 

UDF te beda:1k en hom daarvan en ander soortgely:<e 

organisasies distansieer; en 
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hy ondernec n om hom aan die ondcrwyskodcs en regulil:.ies tc 

onderwerp. 

(Die vragg is ~g .er of die D~partcm~nt horn so~ knuse mag stcl). 

17. Sove-r di t :ioontlikc optrede ingevolp,e Vcilighddswctgewing 

betref 1 dws aant,ud1ng in&evolgc ~rt 28(1) en inpcrking inccvolsc ij I 

art 19 - 21, 111cat rJit geskied nn annbevelinu na die Direkteur, 

Veiligheidswetge·dng, wat na. bestudering van allc tersaa.klikc 

feite b voorlegg :ng aan die Minister van Wet en Orde maak. 

18. Dit kan egt !r genoem word dat art 28-aanhouding meestal as _'n .... ) 

kart temynoplos iing aangewend word en aangcsien sodanige stappe 

reeds teen hom n ngewend is, dit op die huidige nie aanbevecl word 

19. Die ander ,,lternatief is die moontlikheid van 'n inperking 

ingevolge art 19 - 21 op Cradock of elders. In hierdie verband 

veroorsaak 'n inJ erk.ing elders raaestal die spreekwoordelike vrot 

appel resultaot ·· maw 'n and er gebied word aktiveer. 

20. ~ Inperking in Cradock, en dan ook 'n D-inperking, blyk onder 

die omstandi,ghed ! die aangewesc stap ta wees, indien sy optrc.de 

voldoen aan die vereistcs vnn die Wet - wat bepaal sal moet word 

deur die Direkte1.r van VeiligheiJsvetgewing. 
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21. Dit wil et'halwe voorkom asof die kcuse le tussen 'n 

voorwaardelike hernanstelling as ondcrwy:;cr en '11 grcep 

B-inperldns. 

22. Dit moet da:t ook in gedagte gehou word dat indien CONIWE die 

voorwaardelike aanbod 

onvoorwaardelike. dit 

van 

enigc 

die hand wys, 

owcrhcidsoptrede 

of selfs 'n 

daarna ondcr 

verdenking sal p :aas en bemoeilik. Hierdie aspek is ook reeds aan 

die Minister van Wet en Orde dour die SA :rolisie, uitgawys. 

2J. Ten slotte ,,an dit ook uitgewys word dat op watter wyse daar 

ook al teen GC~IWE opgetree word, dit in die lig van die . 

bekendheid wat hy reeds verwerf het, buitelands sowel as 

binnelands, hewire kritiek sal ontlok. 

---------------

MINISTCR VJ.'~ \'.'IT El.: OF:OE 
MINISTER OF lA\Y AllO ORDER. 

~~c...,<..~ ( ': 
r•( I 
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AANHOUOING IN 'N GEVANG:NlS lNGEVOLGE ARTJKEL 28(1} VAN DIE WET OP 

BINNELANDSE VEILIGHEID, 1902 (WET 74 VAN 

SWARTMAN MATEWU MATTHE~ GONlWE EN ANDER ---=-

1. Bogenoemde, '1 Xhos.~, geborc in Cradock, is op 1976-07-19, 

terwyl die Transke:.. neg dccl van die nsA wc>a, in die Transkci 

gearresteer weens ::y betrokkenhcid by die bedrywighcde van 'n 

Marxistiese organi:.asic, later gcidcntifisccr as die PEOPLE 

UNITED FOR THE LIBJ-; RJ\TION OF SOUTU AFRICA (PUFLSA). 

2. Hierdie orgenisasie, waarvan hy een van die Gtigterslcdc was, 

het op~ selsisteerr gefunksioneer in die TranGkai sowel as 

verskeie sentrums in die TISA. Die mouds operandi van die 

oraaniaasie was om diskusslegrocpe tc stig waarheen vcral jong 

intellektuele Swart atudente en skoliere uitgenooi is en 

kommuniatiese leesEtor dan bestudecr en leda gcwcrr is. 

3. GONIWE was tydens E'J arresta.::ie 'n ondcrwyscr aan die 

MQANDULI-skool in cie Transke1 en leicr van die PUFLSA-sel 

aldaar. Hy het by vele geleenthede Kommunstiese boekc soos 
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The Communist Mar:ifesto, The nussian nevolut:irm , How to l,c n 

good Com .. 1-.;ni!it , looking ilt China, en andcr tot die bcskikldng 

van diskussiegroe?lede gestcl en samcsrirekincG by sy woning 

gelei. 

Voortapruitend uit GONIWE sc orrostasic en doaropvolgcndc 

ondersoek waartycens ctlikc lcdc die lnnd onwcttig vcrlaat hct, 

is hy op 1977-09-01 in die Hooggcregshof, Umtata, skuldic 

bevind weens b ocrtrcdinc van urtikcl ll(a) van die dcstydso 

Wet op Binnelandse Veiligheid, 1950 (Wet 44 van 1950) -

Handeling verrig ~at daarop berckcn is om kommunismc te bevordef 

- en saam met vier makkcrs tot vier jaar gcvangcnisstrnr 

gevonnis. 

$. Met sy ontslag uit die gevongcnio op 1981-08-31 hot hy h~m ~¥ 

ey ouerhuia in Cradock scvcstig waar hy hom aanvanklik stil 

gedra en nie veiligheidsaandag gcvcstig hct nic, 

6. Op 1982-03-01 is hy deur die Departement van Onderwys en· 

Opleidina in dfcns gencem en aa ondcrwyser by die NGWEBA 

7. 

·• '.' · · , ... ,,,, r:.-n:1 f1'-Rcinet oanacstal. (Sy aanstclling het aondcr 

eni&e SAP ve11ighc1dnkcurinc gcak1cd). 

Op 1983-01-11 is hy op cie versock as ondcrhoor na die SAM XHALLIE 

Swart Junior &ckondcrc &kool in Cra<locl( vcrr,loar.:. 

Ii 
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8. Kort na Foy l C. rur.kccr nll Cn,dock lict co1nw1; horn Cttc1· met 

buitc-dcparlt'rnc11tclc cHm&clccntl1cdc bc&:ln bc1noci en ldnnc 

cnkelc maandc (in Augur,;tur. l 983) is die CIVIDOCK 'YOllTII 

Assoc1A110N (,:aAl.10Y,\), die cMDOCK RE.SllmNrs ASSCCl/.TlON 

(CRADOR,\) 

inisiatief 

C .• .. .He rRHICIPhLS ASSOCIATION grotcndccls nl' &y 

gr. stic. Uy dicn as voorsittcr op die 

bestuursll&t,1:i:c van r.l .dria organis&1sies met ver:.kcic 

onde~sc~s en skolicrc as mcde-ampsdracrs. 

9. Op die voorlrnnd van die ccrnccnskapsraadverkicGings t:indc 

t:ove111ber 1983 ,:n onder aanvocrin& von GONIW'E hct CRADORA c11 

CRADOYA b anti-gcGeenskaps,aariveldtoc gcloods om die rade en sy 

raaddede in dfskrcdict by die inwoncrs tc brinQ. Die huur- ·en 

dienstarief kndpunt is_ aangcgryp en 'n reeks vcr&adcrin&s is 

rondom hierdic aangeleenthcid ailnccbicd. Jlicrdic vcrgudcrin&s 

het gr~ot skar1:s gctrek en met vcrloop van tyd 'n klimaat van 
. - ... .. 

verset teen di.? owerbcid en 01"•erheidsinstellings by \l [.root 

gedeelte van di~ in~oners loat posvat. 

10. CONIWE hct met verloop van tyd aa die selfaangcslclde 

cpreekbuis v..-n die Cradock Swart ir.woner& begin optrce en sy 

orsanisades 8311 verskeie ~us tansies bekcndgcstel, .. oa die 

00S-~SE RAAD VAN KERKE. Engclstnlige Oos-Kaapse kocrantc. 

die PORT nIZAl3ETll BLACK CIVIC OR~ANISATION (PEBCO), mcv nOLLY 

'BLACKBURN (PFP-lid van die Provinsiolc Raad, Walmer, Port 

Elizabeth), die CONGRESS OF SA STUDENTS (COSAS) en die UlHTED 

J>EMOCRATlC FROl· T (UDF) by ~ie CR.ADORA en CMDOYA ook J.otcr 

I 
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ccaffiliccr he,. C:ON] ~·E hcl O('lk tnCL J.cdc \'ull di C u:t.Al. 

RESOURCES .C};NTJC: in a.inrnkHic &clc.om Len d.ndc .>dd c:.; le b1:kom 

rakcndc 'n rcstr,cd:ln& "'•H hy teen die gc:mccnr.knpr;r.1dc L~n 

ops:ictc van hu11:tcldc oon.-ccr, hct. 

lJ. Verskeia ondenr;·scrs, skolicrc en inwoncrs is ondcr sy invlocd 

by hierdie aktivitcilc betrek (on om fondsc in le sruncl v5.r 'n 

moontlikc rccsg, dinc) ~n met die uiLkrjnscndc onrusklimoat wat 

in. die gebicd nan die opbou was, is daar op ens- en 

n VEIKOii-GIS-vlak ko~cr u:I tgesprcek oor die tocstand in die 

\I gebied en :iG vcrsock dot GONIWf sc vcn,yderinc oorwecg word. 

12. Veilighcidshoofiantoor hct gcvolglik op 1983-10-18 die 

departemente G.1denrys en Oplcidinc en S.:nncwcrking en 

Ontw:lkkeling in :Uc vcrband gckcn v;lr Gulke &Lappr. ns \Ult nodig 

seag mag vord. 

J3. Voortspruitend }.icruit is GONIWE dcur Ondcrwys en Opleiding in . . 
kennis gestel d.,t hy na Craaff'-Rcinct vcrpl1.1as is en hom daar· 

met die heTopening van die skolc in Januaric 1~84 by die NC~EBA 

senior sekonderc skool vir diens 111oes eanmcld. lly bet cgtcr· 

vereuim om aon te meld en is 1ngevolgc ortikel 21(2)(0) van die ... " • .. • •, . 
Yet op ~duvys en OpWding, 1979 (WC!t 90 van 1979) geog 

ontslaan tc wees en op 198~-01-27 LUDptelik aftedank. 
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J-4. CONll,"'E hct hicr .11c vcuvJkkcl:lnt cglcr n:lc a:mvnar uic en :ncl 

. 
bcliulp van sy c q;aniGasfrt;, 'n hew.ti;,! nc1t:11:;icvcld Loe tcr.n f;y 

verplasing en afd~nkinc gcloods. 

15. 'n Reeks vcrsadcrings is scdertdicn dcur CRADORA en CRADOYA 

aaagebied vaaryccns: .,, skolcboikot baplcit is i11dicm CONIWE nia 

in sy amp heraar:gestel sou ,,.,ord nic. 

16. Een van GONIWE se mede-komiteelcde op die bestuur van CRADORA 

ea onden,ysc,; by die lLWGELllJLE sekondcrc skool in Cradock, 

FORT DANIEL CAJ../,TA. byge&laan dcur MADODO JACOBS. 'n 21-jatigc 

leerling by diesclfde skool, bet in hicrdie vcrband die leiding 

geneem in die •titasievcldtog, 

17. Op 1984-02.:.03 hat leerlinge van dif:! ILINGELIHLE &kool, onder 

leiding van HADCDO JACOBS, don oo~ met~ klasseboikot begin en 

geiis dat b SrU)ENTE ·vERTEENWOOlUJICEHDE RAAD in d:lc plltk VllD . 
, • • .. ... • t . • • • ~ • 

die bestaande Prefektc-atelscl inccstcl word. As gcvolg vrn ~ . 

.. 
~o1s •houa Lo~k.otak5ia is klasse op 198~-02-07 opgeskort. 

18. Op 1984-02-08 hct 'o grocp leerlinge by die SAM XllALLIE sl~ool 

(waar CONIVE onderwysei' vas) kla&&e begin boikot 1 GONIWE sc· 

heraanstelling geeis en nic-dcelncmcrs aan die b~ikot 

geintimideer om ~lasbyvoning te stank. Op 1984-02-10 is klasse 

ook bier as gevolg van·~ volgehoue boikot opgeskort • 

. . . 
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J9. Die boikot l1c:l 1:pocdir, vcrdct u:lt&ckdn,& rn op 1984-02-.J/, hct 

leerl:ln&e van dJc NXUUA hoer prim<:rc Gkool ook by die 

boikotters aangcsluit. 

·. :. .. .. ~ ·. . . 
20. Pogiogs deur ou<.r- en skoolkomitecs om met: die Strccksditck'te~ir, :T- • 

van Onden.-y& en Opleiding tc ondcrhandcl is verydel 

van CRADORA en CR.ADOYA by -wyse van drcicemcntc en die 

dat hulle (CRArOM), as die cnigstc vcrteenwoordiccrs 

inwoners, self die Strceksdircktcur sal sprcck. 

21. Op 1984-02-2~ hct die Strccksdirekteur, Mnr HERBOLDT, dan 09k'i~ 
- r'.) 

CRADORA-a!vaardiging in Port Elizabeth tc woord gestaan waar hy ' 

hul meegedecl hct dat daar nic aon hul cisc ~~ 

heraanstelUng van GONlWE en die vcrvanging van die 

Prefekte-stelscl deur VERTE~WOORDlGENDE RADE tocgc&ce ·kon vord 

nie. - -

22. Tydens 'n CRADOYA-vergadering op 1984-03-08 wot dcur ongevecr :l • 

000 leerlingc bygewoon · en deur MATTHEW CONIWE· en FORT C/.J.ATA · .•• 

. toegnpreek is, is be&luit dat alle skolc op Cradock die bc,ikot 

moet ondersteun en dat die wat nie dcclneem nie. uit die klasse 

gedryf ~oet word. CONXWE self bet dit egter nie bepleit nie 

maar sy toespnsak het dle bywoncrs bcI.nvloed tot so h ·be~luit. ,. ... 

23. Die. volgende dag (1984-03-09) bet 'a groep van cngeveer 500 . 

boikotters d~~ skoolgaandc leerlinge uit die NCACA laer pri.mc~e 

skool gejaag maar toe hul hierdic optradc by die SOLOMON AKENA 

; . 

I 

347



I 

• 

1:n HACDUi& sk:>lc wou hcrl,aal, w.>.o d:ic r,n]i!;ic rccdG cir die .. 
tonec~ en' is daar by t'lo.'CC sclccnthcdc van traonrook tcl:ruik 

ge111aak 01:1 die -1pslandigcs (:!: 800 1n gctal) uitccn tc dry{. Vyf 
.... 

j nLimideerders 

is ook gearres;eer. 

24. Op 1984-03-10 ·:1et CRADORA/CRADOYA weer 'n vcrgader1nc gchou 'Wilt 

~eur. verteenw,ordigers vnn n reeks organiGa&iCG in Po~t 

Elf:z.abeth en Dllliggendc gcbicdc bygcvoon is• oa die UDF • U}ilTED 

WOKEN'S ORGAN:.:.SATlON (UWO), STUDENTS FOR CHRISTIAN AC:TION 

(SUCA~ • UITENIUGE YOUTH CONGRESS (UYCO) • PORT ELlZADETII 1·oun1 

CONGRESS (PEYCO), PORT ELJ.ZAllETJI BLACK CIVIC ORGANlSATION 

(PEBCO) en die GENERAL WORKERS UNION OF SA (GWUSA). Mh?.'TIIEW 

GONIWE hct as gprckcr opgetrce en 'n bcrocp op die skoJ.icrc 

gedoen 011 met.cie boikot voort .te goon totd.o~ hy ~ecr in sy_amp 

heraangestel vcrd. FORT CALATA lu~t 'n soortcclykc _bcrocp g1:d0cn 

en versoek d~t leerlinge van sy ~kool (ILINCELlHLE) op 

1984-03-12 na clic skool moes go.an en GONlWI; _&e hcraanstcllini 

e1e alvorene h\,l ekoolbyvoning hervot. Hie;d;l,a opi:oop he1~ •.. tot:., . . . 
gevolg gehad dat ongevecr 200 leerlinge op 1_984-03-12 °t!Y. die 

akool opgedaag het. CONlWE sc hcraonstelling gciiis. het en 

daarna met baniere .met die bewoording -11WE DEMAND COHIWE, THEY 

WON'T SILENCE US UNTIL WE GET GONIWE" in die stroat voo.: die 

skool betoos. 

25. Op 1984-03-13 hct b algehele boikot by al scwe &kole in Cradock 

vaarby' 236 lcerlinge·betrokkc is, gcvolg. 
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26. Op )9811-03-J/i hC't die StrccksdJrcklcur, Mnr nEllllOJ.DT, bcsock 

aan Cradoclc ai::;clc en samci.prckinci. met die skoolhoo!dc r,cvocr. 

Daar is beslu:1 t dat l,ric1..1c ann die oucrG van lccdin&c ecde 

vorJ o~ toe te sien dot hul kinder~ met cljc hcropcnin& n~ die 

gkoolvakansir. ' 1(,-27 Ma.1rt J 98'4) klassc hcrvDt, so nic sol d:lc 

skole gesluit ~ord. 

i 
27. Op 1984-03-19 1~.ocs die poli&ic weer van traanrook ucbruik aiaak 

toe leerlinge opror:rig geraak het tydens die vcrh.1or van vyf 

beskuldigde& ge.1oem in paracraaf 23. 

28. Op die sogenaa .nde Sharpevilli?dag op 21 Maart 1984 is t~ee 

vergader:lngs de .1r CRADORA/CMDOYA aangcbicd. MATTHEW COJ\lW'E, 

esook sy neef 11.JULELE cqNIWE, FORT CALATA en Yu\DOD~ JACOBS bet 

as sprekers opgetrec. Vooraf is ~inkclicrs in die Swart 

voonbuurt gedrejg om bul besJghede tc sluit en 'n Kleurling vat 

besig was om kr~gdrade t~ span Js gcintimidcer om sy ~irk stop 

te sit. (~ DaE'sier is in die verband aangele.) JJoycnncldc 

11:'..mel opruiende toesprake gele~er .. ~~ _ MATTHEW 

GONIWE bet die &!meenskapsraadsled~ ge~aan om tc onttrck en dat 
·- , . 

d1uge (sonde~ o= uit te brei) die komende week sal gebeur. Hy 

het oo'k genocm dat vele nog in die stryd ODI vryhcid i:nl sterf .• 

29. ~ Sogenaomde "COMRADES-DAY" saan,trek vir 1984-03-23 is ook 

tydens die verga.iering gerecl en alle Swart sake-onderueu:ings . 
. 

is versoek oui di~ te eerbiedig en hul besighede te sluit. As 

gevolg van die hr:ersende klipiaat in die cebied is die ssan.trck 
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wat die voi--. , v.>n 'n vcrcaJcrin& clcul" CRADORA/ClUJ>O)'A sou 

aanneezn, inr,,·vol&c .irt1kcl 116 vnn djc Wet op lUnriclondsc 

VciUgheid de Jr die londdroG vr.rbicd - v.in 12h00 op 23 n.:iart 

tot 12h00 or 15 Maar~ 1984. 

30. In reaksic tot die vcrbod hct spondic·.c gcvallc van 

klipgooiery c.?ur .grocpc jcugdigcs in die S'-'nt: woonbuurt v.in 

Cradock gedur~nde die noweek van 2J - 25 M~nrt 1984 voorcckom 

en is~ verdc~c verbod vir 48 uur op vcrgodcrings gcploas nadat 

die polisie ver&kcic kerc van traanroo!( gebruik mocs maok om 

oproeriges uiteen te dry!. 

3J. Op 25 Maart cm 15h00, net na die verstryking van die cc.rstc 

verbod, bet 'n groot groep Swartcs, sommigc gcklcc in· 

CRAl>ORA/CJl!J)O)'A T-llemde by die Ascension kerk.saal in die r.wart 

voongeb~ed vc~gader. ~ Swart skolicr, MAJ)ODA JACODS, hct op 

die toneel arriveer en bewccr dat hy toc&teDDDing ,·von · d:le , ..... 

betrokke pred;.kant verkry bet oin ~ &kolierevergadering in •·die ·· • 

saal te laou. Nadat etlike honderde die saal .binnegegaan. en· . 

verau:1.m bet 0111 op 'n polisiebev~l uiteen tc· gaan, i& 141 · •. -~·. 

~r••nrook1r•n,. t• en 15 rubbarko■ala gebru:l.k 011 'n skare van 

ongeveer 2 OOD Swartes uiteen te dry£. Die poli&ie i& ool: met 

kU.ppe bestook en. tw,c Blanke lede lig bcscer. Ver,;k.e1e 

poliaievoertuie is ook beskadig. Niemand is gedood of en,stig 

beseer nie • 

.. . . 
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32. Daarna u,ocs cic poljt;:lc: vcr:.kl•jc kcrc kl:ipr,t'o:fcndc .1cur,d!&c:s 

uit crn j so& c ., ook padvcurerr:in1;r. in panfo vcn,.rydcr, in die 

Svart woongcl,ied &o~cl ns die nahy&clcc hoofpild nil l'ort 

Elizabeth. Ecn Blan~c motoris sc vocrtuig iG ock erg bcGkadi& 

nadat hy n pc.dverspcrring tnocs vcrmy. lnligtinc is ook tcr 

hand dat skolicre op 1984-03-27 by die herop .ming klassc Gal 

bY"'oon en \Jeer MATTHEW C:ONlWE sc hcraan::;tellins sd cis. 
; 

Indicn daar nic gt?hoor gcgcc word nic, sDl nkolc weer ccboikot ( 

word. 

33. In die lig van die verwikkelinge in Cradock ontstaan die vraag 

or die_ tyd n::e aangchreek het dat daar teen GONIWE en sy 

trawante opget ree word nie. Tcr oorwccin& van cnigc moonti'ike 

optrede vord dit aanbcvccl dat die volgende aspcktc in 
aanmcrking gen~eM wor~: 

33.l GONIWE se verlede • oa sy slc.uld:lgbevinding inge,·olgc , · , 

Vciligheidsvctgeving (kyk par ,4) en ,;y· -vcrmoii as; 

■arxisties-georientecrde om sy lecrlinge ondc4° sy.· , .. · 

33.2 

invl~ed in te trek. 

Die onvilligheid van moontlikc sctuies om die polisie . . 
behu.lpsaam te wees in gevallc van wctsoortredingu ui~ 

vrees vir vergeldingniaatrc~ls van die kant van 

GONIWE-aanhangers. 

. .. 

. ... 
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33.4 

J.l 
J J 

gcmel. n&kilprao1dslcc.lc, hnndcliliHG er. 1.kol:!crc) •,.·orcl 

tdn: icd dcr.r om volJ!,cns CMDOltA/CRAI>OYh voorsk::H tc 

tc h nJ~1 en die scv~ar bcGtann dat hul vcrlrouc in 

die c,wcrhrJ.d vcrloor. 

_'n V:i .. s indruk word by GONIWE en sy trawantc tcsk,:p 

dat die owerheid mactcloos tcc:noor hullc staon. 

33 • .S ~ l- ele gcmeensknp wnrd ·oncwrig by wyse van 

skcolboikcttc en ~ 236 kinder& en hul oucr~ se 

bela ,ge \ilord opgcoffcr en kindcrs loop ccvaa t" om 

verd~re skole-onderrig tc verbcur. 

33.6 Oenskynlik~ suksesGe dcur CONIWE en sy trawant~ kan 

'!itkdng na 11angrenscnde gebiedc, veral na die Port 

Eli~ebethse en Graaff-Reinot omgcwing waar doar 4eed& 

b onrust1cc klimaot beers. 

!/ 

r 

. .. 
. ---•· ... , .. . 

34. Die bovermelde aGpektc moet egter ook opgcwecg ~ord teen o~·die 

volgende 1nooatlike gevolgc van o1"erhcidsoptrr.dc tt?en d~c 

betrokkenes: 

34.l CON!WE het reeds~ vye publisitcitsveldtog geloods o~ 

sy organisasies bekend tc stcl en hy bet oa die 

sim:,atie van etl ike organisasics in Port Eli~abe tb en 

omgt!ving (sien par 24). Mev MOLLY BLACKBURN 

cJ 
.l,c 
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{J' rnr;rcssic1.,•c.· r;irty ll'H-licl) hct ook reeds by Col,JWC 

,,ndcr 

t::1: :,J icrc, ken ontkctcn en ook hcwige kd.tick van 

pctitickc pnrtyc kan uitlok. 

• I 
.34.2 Sk~le en &taatsgcbouc en ook indiwiduc (·Jer.nl 

I 

'gc:Jecnskapsraadslcdc en &ctuics) mag die sky! word 

va:, vcrgcldingsmaatrccls v&1t brands~igtinc en 

aa:irandings mag insluit. 

35. Aansoek is c)k reeds or 1984-03-19 oan die Direkteur-sencranl, 

Samewerking ~n Ontwikkclin8 gcrig tcr oorwcging van moontlikc 

optrede inlevolge nrtikcl 29bis van die Stadsgcbiedc 

JConsolidasie~·et, 191,5 (Wet 25 van 1945) om hom. t~ la.at v~rwydcr .. 

o! die moont likheid om hom os Tnniskci/Ci&kci burger tc l&at 
. . 

verklaar en te deportecr~ Uy is cgter in Cradock gcborc .en die . . .... .. . 
proses ,.-at :1.n ieder geval uittcrck sal wees• mog onsuk_ae~y~l 

wees. 

• •• ·: • -I t • •. ·: ••• 

36. Alles :In nE geneem word dit derhah:e aanbcvcel · dat die 

ondervenieldc personr\7.at as die leicrsfigur~. _µitsc,sonder kan 

word, ingev~lge ~Ttikcl 28(1) van die Wet op Binnclandse 

Veiligheid, l982 (Wet 71, van 1982) uit die gemcenskap VCt"'1)'der 

en tot die J,hannesburgse Gevan&enis ingcperk word: 

36.l }lA'lBWU MAT?!'EW CO~IWE, S/H 
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Gcborc :946, Crndock 

PN 407"507 

Gewese l•nderwy ser, 

36.2 FORT DAtllEL CALATA, S/M 

Gebore :956-11-05, Cradock 

PN 5887:155 

Onderw;y:ier. 

36.3 MBULELO TERENCE GONIWE, S/M 

Gebore :958-10-24, Cradock 

36.4 

·-

Klerk, Cradock Hotel 

Hy is b neef van MATTHEW GONIWE. 

MADODA i·.EZILE JACOBS• S/M 

Gebore :962-10-20, Cradock 

Geen pe:&oonsnommer 

Skolier. 

. ...... • •. . .. ! ••". . .. .. 

• 

13 

- . . 
· ... _.. ·• .. 
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MATEWli MATTHEW GONJWE: JONGSTE BEORYWIGHEDE 

1985-01-04: 

Danny O'GRADY van c:ie Amerikaanse Ambassade P.retoria besoek onderwErp 

te Cradock. Weens tegniese problemc kon samcsprekings nie gedek wcrd 

nie. 

l 985-01-15: 

Onderwerp nooi Shce1a DUNCAN (Black Sash) na Cradock om behulpsaam te 

wees met die stigli1g van 'n Black Sash advieskantoor te Cradock. 

1985-01-13: 

Onderwerp woon 'n h.Jisvergadering te 4de Laan 108, Somerset-Oos lokasie 

by waartydens di~ s:igting van die Sornerset-Oos Youth Congress {SEYCO) 

bes pr eek is. 

1985-01-11: 

Onderwerp reis na K.iapstad om Senator Edward KENNEDY te ontmoet. 

1985-02-11: 

Tydens die begrafni:; van 'n C'~lus-slagoffer te Cradock beskuldfg hy die 

polisie as versteurders van vrede en dat die oorledene onskuldig 

doodgeskiet is. Hy spreek sy begeerte uit dat die RSA-regering tot 'n 

v1l moat korn en ver~oek die gehoor om voort te gaan met die stryd ~ir 

die totstandkomfng van 'n vrye Suid-Afrika. Hy neem sterk standpur,t in 

teen d1e Tu1sland-b~leid en beskou ·die Tu1sland-burgers as slawe in 
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hule eie Tuislandt:. Hy beskou die huidige Swart Onderwysstelscl a:. 1 n 

onderdrukmakende ~apen van die kant van die regering. Die Swart slole 

word opgesweep teenoor Blanke skole mel die nodige intimidas ie daaraan 

verbonde teenoor die gehoor en laat hom as volg uit: 

"The subsidy :-ented by government to White children differs from 

that of the Black child. What l cannot understand is why should 

they give the White child who already has money, more money arid a 

Black child who is having no money, almost nothing. The schotils 

of the Whites are like palaces with swinming pools, while we have 

to leach in st.acks." 

Onderwerp versoek al le onderwysers verbonde aan Swart skole om te ,·ere­

nig en voort te gaa1 met die stryd. 

1985-03-06: 

Onderwerp deel Bongclizwe SOLO mee dat hy, onderwerp, as organiseerder 

tot die uitvoerende bestuur van die UOF in die Oos-Kaap-streek ver~ies 

is en dat die volgfnde dorpe in die streek onder ham sorteer, nl. 

Cradock, Graaff-Reinet, Somerset-Dos, Bedford, Adelaide, Middelburp 

(Kaap) 1 Hanover, Hof~eyer, Pearston en steynsburg. 

Onderwerp woon 'n orientasie week te Rhodes Universiteit, Grahamstid, 

by. Hy het 'n kart :.oespraak gel ewer wa t oor Swart onderwys gehanclel . 
het. (Niks van bela119 nie.) 

1985-03-12: 

·onderwerp word aan huis besoek deur die volgende drie (3) onbekend~ 
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_______ ,. ________________ .. ,:. ____ __ 

persone: 

A COWELL 

M PETERS 

J W GUSTON 

3 

Onderwerp het genoemd? 3 persone later die dag vergesel na die pun l 

waar Swart pensicnari ,se uitbetaal is asook na ou verweerde kleedkc.mers 

in die llirigilishle S1,,,1rtwoonbuurt t.e Cradock waar foto 1 s geneem is.. 

1985-03-16: 

Onderwerp tree as sprd:er op by die begrafnis van 'n motorongeluk- sla­

goffer te Somerset-Oas Swartwoonbuurt. Sy toespraak het oor die 

geskiedenis van die A~C gehandel en onder andere gese dat die ANC 

gedurende 1960 in die ban gedoen is omdat die ANC al besig was met die 

stryd na vryheid en om die land wat deur die Blankes van 11 ons 11 afgE.:neem 

is, terug te kry. 

1985-03-18: 

Onderwerp ontmoet die ,olgende onbekende buitelandse joernaliste by .die 

Cradock Inn Hotel, Mic1ausdal, Cradock: 

M J HANNA 

C BESTALL 

M BRINK 

A SUSAN 

'n Televisie-opname is later die dag van onderwerp 9emaak. 

1985-03-21: 

Onderwerp tesame met Fort CALATA en Sparo MKHONTO (mede CRADORA-
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ampsdraers} besoek di '? naburige dorpe vi!n Cradock om 10h30. Oiesl!lfde 

dag besoek onderwerp ,ir Mzukizi MUANZANA te Somerset-Oos waar 'n 

geslote vergadering plaasvind. Vanaf 

Adelaide en voer 'n 01derhoud met die 

Linda MANGJLJ alias Bonani 

Zola MANGOLI 

Bhabha TOTYI 

Mgcimeni Lorence GAZI 

Om 22h00 dieselfde daJ het onderwcrp tesame met sy 2 metgeselle Bedford 

Swartwoongebied aange foen. Vol gens gerugte · sou onderwerp die kindc!rs 

van die woonbuurt aanJespoor het om die twee Swartskole, gcrneenskarsaal 

en die biersaal af te brand. Onderwerp besoek ook vir Zola MANGALl te 

Adelaide en versoek ~\NGALl om 'n paar jeugdiges wat as 1eiers gebruik 

kan word na MANGALI S;] woning te laal kom vir die hou van 1 n verga-• 

dering met die oog op die stigting van 'n Adelaide Youth Congress • 

Versoek was toeges taan en onderwerp het • n vergader ing gehou met nc:ge 

jeugdiges dieselfde dag. Op 85-04-11 om 20h00 het 1 n groep van 

ongeveer 500 jeugdige~ na die gemeenskapsaal beweeg te Adelaide vi>" die 

hou van die eerste Adelaide Youth Congress-vergadering te Adelaide. 

T1dens dfe opmars is 'n lid va~ie SA Polisie se huis met klippe 

bestook • 

1985-03-26: 

Onderwerp woon die beurafnis van twee onlus-slagoffers te Somerset--Oos 

by en laat hom tydens sy toespraak onder andere soos volg uit: 
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"Dil is duidelik dal hulle die regcring dus R4-biljocn spilndeer 

het om goedere • "'apens.' aan le koop om 1.111~ k ii1dc:-s in Su id-Afr ikc1 

mee te dood. Mc·a:;e dit is 'ri bewys dat ons tans besig is met 'n 

burgeroorlog en jit is waarom jongmense die land verlaat. 

Uitgewekenes het gese dat indie:1 die boerc nie bereid is om ons 

ons vryheid te S!e nie hulle sal lerugkom om tc veg. Daar is wel 

vrouens wat ook .,ul'le mc1ns keer maar hulle wil ook vryheid he, 

maar is nie bereid om op te offer dat van hul familielede tronk 

toe gaan of dat ~o 'n familielid selfs gedood word nie." 

Onderwerp verwys ook na die "vryheidsoorlog" wat in angola en Mosambiek 

plaasgevind het en dat daardie lande vandag "vry" is • 

Onderwerp woon die begrafnis van 1 n onlus-slagoffer te cradock by • 

Tydens sy toe!.praak het hy groot lof aa.n pcrsone soos Nelson MANDELA, 

Oliver TAMBO, Joe SLOVO, asook die ANC toegeswaai. Onderwerp verwis na 

die terrorfstestryd en laat horn o.a. soos volg uit: 

"Angola today is free. In Mocambique they had the same per-· 

secution - their children used to be shot dead by the soldiers so 

as to fight them not to fight for their land. There were also 

people there who thought ~ffiat the liberation would never come, but 

the freedom fightars were certain that freedom was coming - they 

continued with the freedom war. This in all means that is why we 

also must be sure that freedom will come." 

Onderwerp se toespraak was gro~tliks gernik met die oog op die opsw~ping 
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van die massas teen c ie regering en onlwikkcl ingsrade. Hy vcrwys 11cer 

na die terroristestr)d en laat horn soos volg uit: 

"Secondly., young men no freedom ••• thousands of them go to 

various countries where they receive training so that they may 

come back to fre! their country." 

1985-04-05: 

Onderwerp woon 'n nasionale uitvoerende bestuursvergadering van die UDF 

• 

te Johannesburg by. 'i .. l.t.~ ..... . ,c:.t 1 • ...._ ... 1 (,,.,,.,~ 

i985-04-08: 

Onderwerp tree as spr~ker op tydens 1 n Cradora-vergadering te 

J lingel ishle Swartwoo:1buurt te Cradock, waartydens hy na die sko Je .. 

boikot as geskiedenisnakend verwys aangesien dit die 1angste skole­

boikot van alle Swarttkole in die RSA is. 

1985-04-10: 

Onderwerp wgrd deur Roland WHITE (NUSAS - Rhodes Universiteit) na Port•­

E lhabeth genooi vir s amesprekings wat vermoedel ik verb and h~u met ~i_e 

begrafnisse van onlus-slagoffers le Uitenhage wat op 1985-04-13 be11rawe 

wo,.rd • .. 

1985-04-18: 

Onderwerp ontvang besoek te Cradock van Jo-Ann BEKKER en mnr CB 

URGGUHART. 

1985-04-23: 

Onderwerp en Roland WhlTE besock mekus- ongeveer· 2 km vanaf cradock op ct 
L c. 
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• 
die Port [lizabeth-Cradock nasionalc pad. Samespreking hcl gchandcl 

oor die stigting van 1 n Administration Skills Workshop Package te 

Cradock. 

1985-04-28: 

Onderwerp ontvang be~oek van Michael ROBINSON verbonde aan die BBC. 

Dit is onbekend waaroor die samesprekings gegaan het. 

1985-05-03: 

• 

Onderwerp rig •n telegram aan die UDF per adres Saamstaan Publikasies, 

Posbus 2033, Oudtshoo~n namens CRAOORA waarin onderwerp die volgende 

verklaring ter hcrden -:ing van Mei-dag uitreik: 

Verbatim: "May nay. May Day. The workers are the backbone 

struggle under tte leadership of the working class. The democra­

tic effort is as~ured of total liberation." 

1985-05-04: 

Word 'n dokument by Sw1rtman Mzukisi MEYANA gevind waarin die name van 

die uitvoerende bestuu~ van die East Cape Youth Congress en die South 

African Youth Congress vQorkom. Die voorsitter van die eersgenoemde 

organisasie en die ver~laggewende sekretaris van die tweede organisasie 

word aangedui as M GONJWE, wat waarskynlik onderwerp is. 

1985-05-06: 

Het onderwerp saam met 'n groep Kleurlinge na die huis van Kleurlingman 

Eddie MINORS gegaan waar hulle vir ongeveer 1 n halfuur vertoef het. 
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1985-05-07: 
Was die HOFHEY.ER YOU': fl ORGANISATION gcstig as uitvloeiscl van sy 

buoek aan Ho!meyer 1. u1r hy die inwoncrs tocgesprcck hct en hullc 

meegedeel hec d,'Jt hull e n gemeenskapsorg.inisnsie moct stig. lly hct 

hulle v~orts ~eegedecl dat hy die doel van die organisasic later nan 

hulle sal verduidelik. Uy hct ook gemeld dat hy dreads soortgclyke 

organisasies op Somerset-Oos en Cookhouse gescig hct. 

1985-05-08: 

Vooraien Holly BLACKnl RN onderwcrp van 'n a rtikc!l onder die opskrif 

DEFIANCE IN SA wat de.Jr Allan POWELL, wnt vcrbonde is aan die ~ 

York Timu. Johannes!iurg, geskryf is. Die artikel handel oor 

gebeure in die Lingelihle Swartwoonbuurt, Cradock, sedcrt Jl'ebruarie 

198,, toe die skolebo.kot te Cradock begin hct, sowel as onderwerp 

se betrokkenheid by di-? gebeure. Volgens bron sc verslag is dit ook 

duidelik dat onderveq. saam met Fort CALATA en SparroW' MKHONTO op 

1985-05-08 'n besoek a ,n Molly BLACKBURN te Port Elizabeth gab ring 

het. 

1985-05-10: 

Tydens die deursoeking van Swartman l' A PUIMNI sc huis l:e Cradock is 

'n notula van 'n UDF (•ios-Kaap) Jaarlikse Algcmene Raadsvergadaring 

vat op 1985-03-03 gehoJ iR. gevind. Op bliJdsy 5 von die notula vord 

dit aangewys d::it ondet'11crp die plattclandse o,:ganisccrdcr van die 

UDF is. 

1985-05-14: 

Tydens n gesprek tussea 'n suster RAMNCWANA en onderwerp is inligting 

bekoua dat onderwerp die Swart inwoners van Noupoort behulpsaam is 

met die stigting van jcugorganisasies asook ~ inwonersvereniging en 

dat onderwerp hulle ook met die onderskeie grondwette van die 

organisasiea voorsien. 

1985-05-U: 

GR 
le. 
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. 
Word inligting ontvas,.~ dnt op 1985-04-21 t:ydens 'n vcrc.idcrins w.it 

deur ontierwerp tc Adelaide r.chttu was, 1.r. dlc ADEl,I\Illl~ 'iOUTII CONG1rnss 

gestig en die grondwct van die org,111it-asia CiJl&Csl:cl. 

1985-05-14: 

Het hy ~ massavergader~ng te Rhodes Universiteit tocgcspreck oor die 

rol van onderwysers ir. die Swart ondcrwyssistccm. Jn sy tocGpr~ak 

het hy gemeld dat r. ic ond'!rwyscr~ gcmanipulccr vord dcur die 

Regering en dat die in:siat.ief van die ontlerwy&ers gesmoor word. Hy 
bet voorts geuield dat .. rnderwysen nic toegclaat \o/Ord om politick te 

bespreek of vrae oor r olitiek te beantwoord nic. Hy hct voorts 'n 

Progreasiewe 0nderwrse1 svereniging l,cpleit en gemcld dat hy glo dat 

politiek in die klask,,mer bespreck behoort tc word. Volp,cns hem 

moet die 'stryd' gelni,deer en behecr word deur diegene w.2t gclultkig 

genoeg is om onderrig te ontvang. Hy hct · by herholing 'n aanval op 

die onderwysers en h,ofde gedoen Wilt ,1patics is tecnoor die 

politieke toestand in d,e RSA. 

1985-05-16: 

Onderwerp neem ·b voert:dg in ontvangs v.it deur die UDF (Oos-Kaap 

streek) verskaf is vir gebruik in sy hoedanighaid ~s plattcfondse 

UDF-organiseerder. B~sonderhede van vocrtuig soos volg: 

Volkswagen-bakkie registrasie no en 2~8887, geregistreer ind ie naam 

van D l SWARTZ, Bob lricestraat, Hillside, Port Elizabeth, die . .. 

organiserende sekretaris van die Oos-Kaap streek van die UDF. 

1985-05-22: 

Tydens 'n gesprek tusser. sustar RAMNCWANA en onderwcrp het suster 

RAMNCWANA onderwerp ~ee~edeel dat die jeug onaktief is en nou self 

met die onderwysers bevdend is. Onderwcrp het hierop ge.antwoord 

dat CHIBALD die ondervir.ding het en dat hy hulle aan die gang moet 

hou. Onderverp het hem c,ok soos volg uitgelaat: 

Verbatim: "You tnust now start with the Residents Association". 

1985-05-22: 
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Tree Molly BLACKBURN rct ondcrwcrp in vcrbindJnc en nooi horn na h 

vergadering op 1985-0~-26 le rorl Eliirnhcth w;,;11· 11111r Frctlcrid V Z 

SLAl3DERT, Andrew SAVA(~ en MOORCROFT van die l'l-"I', tcc11woordit s.il 

wees. Onderwerp het aeds besock ~rnn die volg-,nde dorpc scbring: 

Adelaide, Bedford, C.iokhousa, Scmcn;ct-Co&, Hidde lburg (Kac1p), 

Steynsburg, Hofmeyer, ::anovcr, Noupoort, t·ort Beaufort, Pearston en 

Graaff-Reinet. 

Na sy be&oek san die vclgcndc dorpc is jcugorcanisasics op die dorpc 

gestig en bet ont'US d. ,1rna op die dorpc uitgcbreek, nl. Adelaide, 

Bedford, Cookhouse, Sor.:ersct-Oos, Middelburg (Kaap), Hofmcycr, 

Noupoort en Pearaton. Geen stawende gctuienis kan op hierdic 

stadium bekom word dnt onder•.r~rp die inwoners daar gc,'lktivecr hct 

nie. Verklaring volg. 

1985-06-05: 

Het by 'n CRADORA-byeenioms in Cradock gcreel sodut dr A BOESAK wat 

op 'n blitsbesoek aan di: Oos-Kaap was tcr propagcring van sy vcldtog 

vir die BID VIR VAL VAN DIE RECERING OP 16 JUNIE, hul ken tocspreck. 

Tydena die byeenkoms ~,at die vorm van 'n biddiens oangenecm en 

middernag plaasgevind h~t en deur ~ 2,00 personc bygewoon is, hct dr 

BDESAX sy groete van 01:ver TAMBO aan die aanwesigcs oorgedro en hul 

versoek om op 16 Junie ·.-ir die val van die Regering te bid. 

Ba die by• • nko•• h•t BCESAK by CONIWE oornaa en op 5 Junie het hy 

BOESAIC in sy voertuig na Cookhouse en Somerset-Oos vervoer waar 

soortgelyke dienste gehcu is. 

Terloops, voor BOESAK se besoek aan Cradock het hy op dieselfde dag 

(4 Junie) eers op Janser.ville en"cfraaff-Reinet biddicnete aangebied. 

Kort na afloop van die (raaff-R~inet diens het die nun~csigcs na die 

huis van 'n Swart lid ·11n die SA Polisie gegaan, dit aan brand 

geateek en hom vermoor. 

Hy, vergesel van Allan EJESAK doen Cookhouse oan op 1985-06-05, waar 

BOESAK ~ d1ens wou hou in die NC Sendingkerk van Afrika. Die Swart 

Gf 
Le.. 
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predikant van die gemcente het geweier dnt sy kerk gcbruik word vir 

'n diens. BOESAK het : oe n lang gcbcd gcdocn von1· die kc i:k in die 

straat waartydens hy v~r die bevrydingstryd gcbid hct. 

1985-06-16: 

Het hy tydens die begrafnisdiens van Nutusi Dooi MANTYI in De Aar 

die aanwe&iges toeges?reeJc en begin deur die begrafnisgangers te 

groet deur 'Comrades' te se waarop hulle dieselfde geantwoord het. 

Sy toespraak wat in Xr.osa gehou was kom in kort daorop ncer dat die 

tuislande sowel as die buitelond saam met die Swartmensc stoon en 

hulle nie bang 1noet w:>rd nie, daar hullc op die rcgte pad is. Hy 

het gew•a gemaak van die sogenaamde swak toestande waaronder hulle 

in De Aar moet lewe e, verwys dan no hoe huishuur, swak wonings en 

paaie. 
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TRUTH AND RECONCILIATION COMMISSIO 

AMNESTY HEARING 

DATE: 25TH OCTOBER 1999 

MATTER: APPLICATION TO RE-OPEN CRADOCK 4 MATTER 

HELD AT: PORT ELIZABETH 

--------------------------------------------------------------------------CHAIRPERSON: Good morning everybody. 
For the purpose of the record again, we gather today to inquire into the application to re-open the application 
for amnesty in respect of the deaths of Mr Goniwe and three others. I am Judge Pillay. I'm going to ask my 
colleagues and all those who represent the different parties, just to announce their names for the purposes of 
the record. 

JUDGE POTGIETER: I am Denzil Potgieter. 

ADV SIGODI: I am Sibongile Sigodi. 

ADV BOSMAN: I'm Francis Bosman. 

DR TSOTSI: Whitcliffe Tsotsi. 

MR BOOYENS: Mr Chairman, Members of the Committee, I presume for purposes hereof I must say I 
appear on behalf of the respondents. 

JUDGE PILLAY: Are you ... ? 

MR BOO YENS: We are opposing the application Mr Chairman. 

You have been handed Heads of Argument. 

JUDGE PILLAY: For the purposes of the record you are Mr? 

MR BOOYENS: Oh, I beg your pardon Mr Chairman, Kobus Booyens. 

MR BIZOS: May it please you Mr Chairman and Members of the Committee. We appear on behalf of the 
widows of the deceased as we have done previously. My name is G Bizos, I am assisted by Mr P 
Mutshoalana and Ms Wheeldon of the Legal Resources Centre in Johannesburg. 

JUDGE PILLAY: Thank you Mr Bizos. 

MS PATEL: Ramula Patel, Leader ofEvidence. lfl may place on record at this stage, Mr Hugo, who appears 
on behalf of Mr de Kock has advised that he will not be present today and that he does not oppose the 
application. Thank you. 

JUDGE PILLAY: Yes, Mr Bizos. 

MR BIZOS IN ARGUMENT: Mr Chairman, we were not expecting any opposition to this application and 
for the sake of completeness, I wish to put certain matters on record before addressing you on the merits of 
the application. It would be remembered Mr Chairman and Members of the Committee, that a letter was 
written to Adv Ramula Patel on the 19th of May 1999, enclosing an application for the re-opening. I do not 
propose handing the letter in, it's in the records of the Commission, but I would like to have certainly a 
summary of the facts and how we came to be here, as part of the record. 

Our letter was acknowledged on the 1st June 1999 and I want to read what I consider to be the relevant 
portion of it. Copies are available, if they're wanted, but I don't want to burden the record. We were told that GR 
on the 1st of June that our application will be forwarded to the interested parties with a request to submit 
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their written answering statements within 14 days. We have been handed the letter, signed by Adv M Coetzee 
on the 14th of July 1999 to the following effect. 

"The application will now be forwarded to all the other parties concerned with a 
request to submit their written responses thereto within 14 days. Upon receipt 
thereof, the Committee will then consider the written submissions and will decide 
on further steps to be taken." 

True to the Commission's word, we have been handed a letter dated the 16th of July written to van der 
Merwe and Bester Attorneys for the applicant. 

"We refer to the above matter and enclose herewith a copy of the application for the 
re-opening of this hearing. You are hereby invited to submit your written response 
hereto, if any, within 14 days of the date hereof to enable the Committee to make a 
decision thereon." 

We certainly did not receive any objections and I'm informed by counsel for the Commission that none have 
been submitted, either within 14 days or thereafter, save that this morning we were handed a document called 
Heads of Argument. I want to deal in due course with some of the submissions. May I make it clear that I'm 
not saying that they have no right to appear because they didn't give notice, Mr Chairman, I merely put this 
on record in order that we may argue the merits of the application properly. We never expected any 
opposition, but mindful of what Cromwell said to his troops, that they must put their faith in God and keep 
their powder dry, for some reason or other in the last couple of days, we procured an affidavit without 
knowing anything about these Heads of Argument, Mr Chairman, by Mr Matthew Mungo Soggot, which I 
ask for leave to hand in, dealing with some of the points that are raised in these Heads of Argument, that the 
document has not been properly identified or authenticated or that there is no evidence as to precisely when 
it came into our possession. I will deal with those arguments, but may I hand in the affidavit, Mr Chairman, 
of Mr Soggot who wrote an article and who had a telephonic interview with Mr de Klerk. He reports what 
Mr de Klerk said about this minute and that he remembered it and that there was a discussion between Mr 
Soggot and Mr de Kl erk, one of the persons that is on the first page of the minute said to have been present, 
Mr Chairman. 

We are really surprised by the attitude taken by the applicants in view of the manner in which these 
proceedings have been conducted and particularly what has been admitted on its face value, particularly in 
relation to secret documents, such as this appears to be. And right at the outset, before getting into any 
further matter, we would merely want to refer you to the following documents in the bundle, which are in 
similar format, minutes or memoranda, I will merely give you the page number, Mr Chairman, the Exhibit 
No. H, a memorandum from the Head of the Security Police, Exhibit I, also, we refer you to only the 
documents that are in the similar format which were admitted in evidence, to which no objection was taken 
and which we ourselves did not produce - I haven't had time to check precisely who produced what, but they 
were received in evidence without authentication. 

What I am really saying to you Mr Chairman and the Members of the Committee is this, in view of what is 
contained in these Heads of Argument, as they are called, that you are not called upon to make any findings 
of fact at this stage. The question is, is there prima facie evidence, if properly proved, if the matter is re­
opened, which wi1l establish facts which are relevant to the issues before you? 

The next one is Exhibit I, which is in the same format and it's a memorandum in relation to the appointment 
of Mr Goniwe by the Director of "Personeelbestuur" and the annexure attached to it which is from the 
Secretariat of the State Security Council. I didn't hear the applicant's counsel saying that these were not 
properly authenticated and therefore they were not to be used. 

Exhibit K, from the Commission of the Police and "uiters geheim", dealing with "proposed actions against 
Matthew Goniwe, a black man and he is a teacher at Cradock". The other document that was handed in is 
Exhibit S, also headed confidential and it is a minute of the meeting of the SIB, 385, held at Commandment. 

JUDGE PILLAY: Well Mr Bizos, what struck me when I browsed through the Heads of Argument of the /7 D 
Respondent in his application is how valid is this Secret Act today? This Secret Act that they rely on, to keep tf\ 
that document away from public scrutiny, one would have to rely on the circumstances of the apartheid l" 
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government that time. The question to be answered today is, that government is no longer in power, can the 
applicants or the respondents in this instance rely on the secret of the time? 

MR BIZOS: No there are various answers to it. Firstly there can be no secrets in relation to murder. It doesn't 
matter whether the President or subsequent President or the Minister of Defence or the Minister of Justice or 
the Minister of Foreign Affairs was present, no system of law will ever tolerate the suppression of documents 
which are a prima facie document showing that there was either incitement or conspiracy to murder. There 
are other grounds Mr Chairman, but I submit that that is enough. 

The other document Mr Chairman, is the Exhibit , the "Kommandament" of the Eastern Province Head 
Quarters and Exhibit U, a document of the National Security Management System. That would be enough, I 
submit, to say that there is no substance in relation to that argument, but what Mr Soggot said, Mr Chairman, 
is he wrote an article based upon this Minute and he says that: 

"At approximately 8 a.m. on the 27th of May 1991, I telephoned Mr F W de Klerk 
at the Hampton Court, London home of his new wife, Elita Georgiadis and referred 
to the contents of item 5(f) on page 3 of the attached Security Council Minute of 
March 1994, annexure B (which he annexes). F W de Klerk did not dispute the 
authenticity of the minutes and discussed the meeting." 

Mr Chairman, the article also says that he discussed it, or attempted to discuss it, with the person who made 
the proposal that the two teachers should be removed and we know what that meant from the evidence of Mr 
Jaap van Jaarsveld, because the then Minister of Education, Mr du Plessis, claimed to have suffered from 
amnesia in relation to these matter, to the particular matter. But that of course will be, if there is a re-opening, 
that will be canvassed, as to whether he in fact is suffering from amnesia or not. 

DR TSOTSI: Mr Bizos, excuse me a moment. Mr Soggot doesn't share that he asked Mr de Klerk to vouch 
for the veracity of the minute, nor does he - all that he says is that he just referred to it and the fact that he did 
not dispute the authenticity. Do you think there is sufficient evidence for us to accept that in fact this matter 
is true and correct? 

MR BIZOS: ... (indistinct - mike not on) First of all a document Mr Chairman, a document of this nature 
speaks for itself in the sense that prima facie you are entitled to assume that it is genuine unless someone of 
the 12 top people in South Africa at the time, came along and said "No, it's false, it's a perjury", you are 
entitled to assume because of this silence, to assume that if anybody were to forge the document, he is not 
likely to have put the President, 5 or 6 Ministers, the Head of the Police and other people present, which 
could be so easily denied. We are not asking you to make a finding of fact that this is a genuine document, 
what we are saying is, it's a prima facie document. If there had been any suggestion whatsoever within the 14 
days that the authenticity of it is being put in issues by the persons who employed their clients, we can hardly 
go to these gentlemen and say "Give us an affidavit that this is a correct copy". 

JUDGE PILLAY: Mr Bizos, in fairness to them, the applicants, none of them were present at that meeting, so 
they were not in a position to question the accuracy of that Minute. 

MR BIZ OS: ... that if there is any serious dispute that this is not a genuine minute, one would have expected 
the respondents to this application, to phone their erstwhile employers and say: "Won't you please tell us 
whether this is a forgery or a correct minute?" and you are only to act on a prima facie basis on this issue. It's 
a document which purports to be what it is and it's authenticity could very well have been put in issue during 
the period that they were given an opportunity to respond to it. 

JUDGE PILLAY: Something interesting that I haven't considered myself, but I'd like to raise the issue with 
you, is this a State document where the erstwhile approaches were that it is what it purports to be, unless 
otherwise proved? 

MR BIZOS: I can't really in view of this - this is a matter of - without any notice and as a matter of, taking us 
by surprise. I am mindful of the learning in relation as to what is a State document or not and whether it's ,.., p 
mere production proves itself, or whether the presumption of validity, I think that that is where you have in ~ 
mind that, I don't remember the Latin for it, it's never been - something about ... (indistinct) I'm sure that U 
others on the Committee remember it. I don't know whether that principle applies in the particular Le 
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circumstances and I can't make any meaningful submission to it, but we do not have to rely on any 
presumption because we actually have on oath what you will see on the second page, the last paragraph, 
what Mr Soggot confirms as correct, under oath. Speaking from - have you got the second page of the 
Weekly Mail's report? It's right at the end of Mr Soggot's affidavit, yes, the second page of that. Is it the first 
page? Oh yes, it's the first page there, it's on the right instead of being on the left, but what he says: 

"Speaking from the London home of his new wife, Elita Georgiadis, de Klerk said 
this week he remembered the meeting clearly" 

Now surely that is prirnafacie evidence. 

"He remembered the meeting clearly but insisted that du Plessis had proposed 
redeploying Goniwe. I distinctly remember du Plessis was the then Minister of 
Black Education and that he said if he's appointed elsewhere, he should be re­
routed, because Goniwe was a teacher, if I remember correctly and du Plessis 
wanted to offer a solution that Goniwe should be taken away from the school in 
Cradock or wherever he was and taken to another, be displaced from Cradock and 
the area and given appointment elsewhere. I remember that." 

Now this was the then Minister of Home Affairs, later a President, who says he remembers this meeting 
when the minute is read to him. How much more evidence does one have to prove on a prima facie basis, 
that this is that the prominence and authenticity of this document is to be accepted on that prirna facie basis. 
Correct, it is open to the applicants if they want to, to call these gentlemen, Mr Chairman, and say "No, it's 
not a correct Minute". We look forward to that with considerable interest and we'll have to do some 
preparation, but the bringing up the authenticity of this document is a red herring which will not be given, in 
relation to this application, any serious consideration, in our respectful submission. 

Now, what I want to submit is this about these Heads of Argument, let me dispose of this before we come to 
others. The cases that are quoted have no relevance to the nature of this application. There is a difference 
between a Judgment having been given and wanting to re-open a case and there is a difference between civil 
disputes or even criminal cases. Where a case has been closed, then you may have to show that you could 
probably have found this evidence beforehand and why do you come with it so late and these are the 
considerations, because of the nature ofreaching finality in matters. Now those principles in those cases have 
no application to an inquiry where you are called upon to decide whether full disclosure has been made and 
whether or not the other requirements for the granting of amnesty exist or not. 

The other complaint that is made that we have not disclosed precisely when we got it and where it came 
from. Well Mr Chairman, there are people who are perhaps public spirited enough when they come across 
evidence which prirna facie shows a conspiracy or an incitement to murder, that they make it available. This 
document was made available to us, as our letter to the Committee says, shortly before that letter was 
written, that is shortly before the 19th of May 1999. I don't know what other information, if this information 
had been available to us during the course of the proceedings or earlier, we would most certainly have made 
use of it. 

nJDGE PILLAY: ... (indistinct - mike not on) 

MR BIZOS: Thank you Mr Chairman. We wouldn't have forgotten about it in our files. So, I think that that 
disposes of that argument. I only - I haven't had a full opportunity of studying the document because it was 
handed to me this morning when I had other things to attend to, but I will reserve my right, once that 
argument is presented, to deal with it in reply, Mr Chairman. 

Let me deal with the application and why we submit it is necessary for the Committee to re-open the 
proceedings. First of all I think that being a statutory body, that you would want to be satisfied that on the 
statute you have this power to do it and I am sure that you are all more familiar than we are with the 
provisions of the Act, but we submit that you do have the power and I merely want to refer to the sections, 
Mr Chairman, and that is I refer to sub-section (ii) of the definitions section, that is Section 1. This is where 
the Committee and Sub-Committee is included in the Commission so that the powers of the Commission are QR 
the powers of the Committee. I want to refer to Section 5 (m) (M for Mary). On its own initiative all that we 
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request of any interested person, inquire or investigate into any matter in terms of this Act, so that investigate 
any matter. Then I want to refer to paragraph 19 (v) (a) which deals: 

"The Committee shall, for the purposes of considering and deciding upon an 
application referred to in sub-section (i), have the same powers as those conferred 
upon the Commission in terms of 5 (I) and (m)." 

L doesn't really apply, but (m) does, Mr Chairman. (M) is the one that I have read to you and Chapters 6 and 
7 and you will find in Section 30, which is in Chapter 6, Mr Chairman, you will find: 

"The procedure to be followed at investigations and hearings of the Commission, 
Committees and Sub-Committees, the Commission and any Committee or Sub­
Committee shall in any investigation or hearing follow the prescribed procedure or 
if no procedure has been prescribed, the procedure determined by the Commission, 
for which you're entitled to substitute Committee, or in the absence of such 
determination in the case of the Committee or Sub-Committee, the procedure 
determined by the Committee or Sub-Committee, as the case may be." 

Now the power to recall, it's not really to re-open in the true sense of the case having been solved, of hearing 
further evidence before Judgment, is clearly covered by the sections that I have referred to, so there is no 
reason whatsoever for the Committee to have any doubts about it's power to call further evidence. I now 
want to deal with the application, Mr Chairman. 

JUDGE PILLAY: Mr Bizos, I just thought I'd mention to you, you are referring to an application before 
Judgment. For what it's worth, I may as well inform you that we are dealing with a matter, an application, in 
which Judgement was not published yet. It doesn't affect your submission though. 

MR BIZOS: ... (indistinct - mike not on) 

JUDGE PILLAY: Yes, but not published. 

MR BIZOS: Well, Mr Chairman, I'd like to consider that. I'd like to consider that but confronted as I am with 
a matter of that nature, on principle I would think it depends what the decision is. If the decision is to refuse 
amnesty, then our interest in the further pursuance of the matter may be less cogent. If ... (intervention) 

JUDGE PILLAY: I'm prepared to give you a couple of minutes, or as long as you need, to consider that 
submission. I don't want you to rely on what I've just said, I'd certainly like you to give your argument a full 
go. 

MR BIZOS: May I just complete my submission in relation to it? If the decision that was arrived at was to 
refuse amnesty, as I said, then our application is less cogent. If on the other hand, amnesty was to be granted 
in terms of the decision arrived at, then the question that arises is, is there prima facie evidence before you, 
which, if you were to hear it and believe it, the decision may be, the unpublished decision may be varied. I 
think that that is - but of course a judgement isn't a judgment, speaking off the top of my head, until it is 
delivered. I don't know what the position is, if it has been signed. I'm not sure about that. I do remember that 
in one instance where there were two judges and one of the judges passed away, the judgement was delivered 
as the judgment of the full court, but again I'm speaking from memory and I haven't really worked out 
precisely whether this is an analogous situation, but this is what I would submit, Mr Chairman, unless 
different counsels occurred to us as time passes. But either way, it cannot be said that the information that is 
placed before you on affidavit, on a prima facie basis, is irrelevant to the issues that you have to decide. 

The grounds which we give in paragraph 6.1 of the application, the Minutes corroborate the evidence of Mr 
Jaap van Jaarsveld, Volume 2, Annexure A, here in record, 204 to 291. 

"It was the evidence of van Jaarsveld that in March 1984, he was serving as a 
Lieutenant in the Intelligence Unit of the Security Police in Pretoria under the 
instructions of Maj Craig Williamson. He spent the day in Port Elizabeth and r)) 
Cradock in the company of Azail in order to investigate the possibility of U~ 
assassinating Goniwe. At the hearing it was reported as common cause that the date 
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of van Jaarsveld's visit was the 21st of March 1984 and we give the reference to the 
amnesty record. As a result of an objectively verifiable incident in which van 
Jaarsveld threw a stone through the windscreen of Janet Cherry's car." 

The Minutes refer to the State Security Council meeting on the 19th of March 1984, two days prior to van 
Jaarsveld's visit to the Eastern Cape. The Minutes accordingly confirm the date and timing of van Jaarsveld's 
version and establish that, in as early as 1984, the State Security Council, ordered the assassination of 
Matthew Goniwe. This is the first documentary proof of the fact that the removal of Mrs Goniwe and Calata 
was discussed as at State Security Branch Council level in as early as March 1984. It is the only conclusive 
documentary proof before the Committee that links a decision taken at the highest level of the government to 
the actions of the applicants. It contradicts the contents of the written applications of all the applicants to the 
effect that the decision to kill Goniwe was only taken two or three weeks prior to his death, by the applicants 
themselves, as a result of information that they had gathered. The oral evidence of the applicants was 
contradictory and vague as to the source of the order. The minutes are clear evidence that their versions, as to 
the timing of the order, are not true. It establishes that Johan Martin van Zyl at least, has not complied with 
the requirements stipulated in Section 20 of the Promotion of National Security Act for the granting of 
amnesty in that he did not disclose the fact that he had accompanied a member of the Head Office 
Intelligence Unit of the Security Branch to Cradock in order to assist him in his task of assessing the most 
suitable way of assassinating Goniwe. The minutes of the meeting record the fact that Gen D J Coetzee, the 
Commissioner of the South African Police at the time, was present. The close relationship between Maj 
Craig Williamson and Gen Coetzee is not the matter of public record and has been confirmed by Williamson 
before the Amnesty Committee. His amnesty application for the deaths of Ruth First and Jeanette Schoon 
and we give you the page numbers. The Minutes record the presence of F W de Klerk in the meeting and 
therefore contradict his evidence given before the Truth and Reconciliation Commission, that it was never 
the policy of the government or the National Party that people should be murdered and that such instruction 
would be in conflict with the policy of the government, as it had been at all times within his knowledge. 

We submit further that the submission that the Minutes are sufficient evidence to warrant the subpoenaing of 
Maj Craig Williamson and Gen P J Coetzee at least to give evidence before the Committee. 

What I want to do in addition, Mr Chairman, is to give you the references to the record, which in some way, 
contradict the summaries given by counsel for the applicants in the main application. The first is that van Zyl 
does not directly repudiate the evidence of van Jaarsveld, claiming instead that it may be possible but that he 
does not recall the incident. 

Now let me pause there for the moment on the question of relevance as to whether amnesty should be 
granted to van Zyl because he has made full disclosure. A finding of fact on the credibility of van Jaarsveld 
of necessity, must have been made and should be made, with respect, if the matter is re-opened, as to whether 
van Zyl can be believed that he does not remember what van Jaarsveld says, but a person of his intelligence, 
of his seniority in an elite police force branch with such considerable successes against its enemies, can be 
heard to say that he does not remember that he spent a whole day with van Jaarsveld and whether or not, and 
he was asked questions by the Committee about it, did Sakkie van Zyl know when he would come down. I 
said, "Yes, we discussed it in order to reconnoitre Goniwe's ... " - now how can anybody forget that? But what 
we have here is this, just in case it was seriously suggested, which it wasn't in fairness to our learned friends, 
that it may be that van Jaarsveld, for purposes of his own, decided to say this. There has never been greater 
corroboration of a witness's evidence, than that of van Jaarsveld by this Minute. Let us just analyse. You will 
recall that he did not remember the day. It was only by reference to an event in which he says he took part, 
the throwing of the stone that broke a windscreen, that the date is fixed by the person whose windscreen was 
broken as the 21st of March, for a very good reason, that it was Sharpeville Day and that she remembered it 
and she had been to a meeting, when coming away from that meeting, an unknown person threw a stone and 
broke her windscreen. What it turns out to be, that two days before that the head of the Intelligence of the 
Security Police, a close associate of his mentor Gen Coetzee, the Commissioner of Police, who was present 
at the meeting, according to the minute, according to van Jaarsveld the Head of the Security Police go and 
reconnoitre the house of Goniwe for the purposes of murdering him, eliminating him, removing him, 
whatever, there was no doubt in van Jaarsveld's mind what was meant. 

And, there is one other very important corroborating factor and that is van Jaarsveld says, "Don't do it in &f 
Cradock, it's difficult, he's surrounded by people, waylay him somewhere along the way and kill him then" 
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and we know that that is precisely how Matthew Goniwe, Calata, Mkhonto and Mohlauli were killed. How 
much more corroboration does one need of the evidence of a person in the Security Council's Secretariat, as 
van Jaarsveld was, to come to Port Elizabeth to speak to Gen Erasmus and it's inconceivable that, albeit a 
Lieutenant but in the Security Council Secretariat, would have come to Port Elizabeth and going directly to 
Sakkie van Zyl and if this is so, it doesn't avail Mr van Zyl, nor his Council, to say that he didn't really 
contradict the evidence. He's lying when he says he doesn't remember and the reason why he is lying is that 
he is protecting others. The others that headed his unit, like Col Erasmus, to whom van Jaarsveld said he 
went to and let us assume theoretically that van Jaarsveld may be incorrect in relation to the identity of the 
Head Officer, it may have been one of the other two applicants that were senior to him, or someone else, but 
he doesn't speak about it. 

In his evidence in chief in his application he makes out a case without any mention whatsoever of what 
happened one year and a couple of months before. He doesn't mention anything about the advice that it 
should not be done in Cradock but that he should be waylaid along the road somewhere. Now, as I say, it 
may well be that if the completed judgement was in favour of our clients, it would be a factor in weighing 
whether or not to re-open the proceedings or not. If they are not re-opened, there may be other places where 
the matter can be dealt with and investigated, but under no circumstances, we submit, that van Zyl and the 
others who have made common cause with him, how did that, that this troop of van Jaarsveld, with the 
advice given, have been kept a secret for a year and a couple of months, when there was this charade which 
they put up that Col Snyman said something which may have indicated that the people above may have been 
in favour, all those evasions that you heard. Wouldn't van Zyl have said: "Look there's no problem about 
killing them. A Lieutenant from the Security Council Secretariat came and reconnoitred and he told us the 
best way to do it." It doesn't make sense. What does make sense is that these euphemisms were used in the 
Security Council, "verwyder". We heard the evidence of van Jaarsveld himself about the euphemisms, we've 
heard the judgment of His Lordship Mr Justice Zietsman about the euphemisms, we had the portion of the 
judgment of dealing with the evidence of the then Brigadier in charge of the Port Elizabeth command in the 
army, we've heard the evidence of du Plessis ... (intervention). 

WDGE PILLAY: Mr Bizos, whatever interpretation certain people want to attach to the word "verwyder", it 
could only have meant transferral of posts, if Mr Goniwe was a teacher at the time. He's an "oud 
onderwyser" meaning an ex-teacher and therefore the question of transferral doesn't arise. 

MR BIZOS: ... (indistinct - mike not on) We adopt it, with respect. He was an "oud onderwyser" which means 
that he was already out. Well, these things, if the matter is re-opened, will have to be explained, but the word 
"verwyder", you will recall what the signal was that was sent, from the Port Elizabeth Regional Command to 
Gen van Rensburg, at van Rensburg's request. It's true that the word "permanent" is introduced, which makes 
it obviously very much stronger and "uit die samelewing" but is it just a coincidence that the same word is 
used and what Mr de Klerk and Mr du Plessis and Mr Coetzee may say that "verwyder" meant, to remove 
him - I remove this glass from here to here, yes, it's "verwyder" perhaps, but who interpreted as "eliminate 
them" or "kill them" in the manner in which Williamson gave an instruction to the Lieutenant in the 
Secretariat of the Security Council? The most likely person is the Commissioner of Police who was there, 
Williamson's ... (indistinct) and mentor. Of course Williamson may deny it if he's called here but a finding 
will have to be made as against the evidence of van Jaarsveld, corroborated by the signal. I would submit that 
this piece of evidence is not only significant for the purposes of this hearing of these applicants, but it is also 
a matter of tremendous national interest because it is the most cogent bit of evidence that has seeped through 
from the conspiracy of silence of the highly placed Presidents and Ministers, that they were discussing the 
fate of individuals in the Security Council and that this, taken together with the signal sent later, that "hy 
moet verwyder word, permanent verwyder word uit die gemeenskap" are related. It is important, for the 
purposes of reconciliation, that the truth be told and that is the purpose of amnesty. This is why people who 
don't tell the whole truth are denied amnesty and it isn't only van Zyl. Murder is discussed, the manner in 
which they commit murder with their co-conspirators, who ordered this murder, was absolutely vital. Why 
would van Zyl keep a secret from his fellow-murderers the fact that there was this man from the Secretariat 
of the Security Council who advised that he should not be killed in Cradock but waylaid again somewhere 
along the road? 

Are the dates a coincidence? It would be a far-fetched submission to be made and of course the fact that van 
Jaarsveld didn't give evidence of the date and that these two facts dovetail, like a perfectly fitting glove, is, 
we submit, of the utmost importance. 

rJ 
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I want to give you some references in relation to van Zyl1s evidence. We deal with this in 9.2 to pages 9.2 to 
9.10 in our Heads of Argument and I don't want to read them out, you have them Mr Chairman, but the 
evidence of van Zyl is to this effect. The Heads of Argument in the main application when we argue for the 
refusal, this is where we deal with the improbabilities, but what we say is, and the credibility of van 
Jaarsveld, but we say that the Minute puts it beyond any doubt. On page 203 to 207, there is no admission by 
van Zyl, van Zyl wanted - knew that the evidence of van Jaarsveld was likely to be believed. He didn't want 
to contradict it directly or strongly. The judicial experience of all of us, I beg your pardon, the judicial 
experience of some us and the practice by some of us, clearly shows that witnesses are circumspect about 
denying strong evidence against them. Let me read you merely a portion, Mr Chairman, merely a sample of 
what appears on page 203 to 207. 

"I cannot remember that. I do not recall such a person or such a meeting or driving 
to Cradock with him. It looks a bit vague to me and if I remembered it, I would 
definitely have mentioned it because it cannot change anything in my case as far as 
I can remember. 11 

Of course that's been what he considers smart lying. He didn't know when he made his application that the 
order came 3 weeks before, that there would be evidence from van Jaarsveld, but once that evidence was 
there, he says "I cannot remember". He says: 

Question: 

"I really cannot remember this incident." 

"But it also tends to show a number of things. Firstly, that it might have happened 
and you don't remember?" 

"There is a remote possibility Mr Chairman." 

"Although remote, there is a possibility. There was talk about it before?" 

'That's correct, but the operation started after the conversation with Col van 
Rensburg." 

"The planning of the specific operation?" 

"That's right." 

Suggestion: "As early as March 1984?" 

"I cannot remember, that's possible" 

"And you cannot deny under oath the statement by van Jaarsveld as to what 
happened that he was down here for a purpose." 

An argumentative answer, not a denial, but an argument: 

"Col Erasmus was not here in 1984, I only arrived in 1984, but I cannot recollect 
and I don't know if Col Erasmus can recollect that. 11 

That's not an answer to the question. That's clutching on the straw that Col Erasmus was not here. We've 
already made submissions in the main argument, but their superior, one would have expected if you didn't 
know anything about this, to have taken the stand and say: "I was not there. I didn't know anything about it. 
This was not reported to me in 1984, as van Jaarsveld says." Relying on computer information as to where he 
might have been, or where he should have been, doesn't help the applicants. 

206, 

"Col Erasmus aware of the purpose of our visit. He can remember that, but he Ci 
cannot remember that he actually met me. He suspects that it was one Sakkie van \ 
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Zyl and I cannot remember that, that I met him. I think that is much more likely that 
he's confusing Col Erasmus, it would seem to me. 11 

Now why these answers? And also, at one stage the cross-examination seemed to suggest that the identity of 
Sakkie van Zyl was put in issue, but I submit that what happened during cross-examination and re­
examination and in answer to members of the Committee, with the good offices of one of the newspaper 
people here that had a very good photograph of Mr Sakkie van Zyl, the identity of Sakkie van Zyl was 
proved beyond any doubt whatsoever, so that, we would submit that this Minute corroborates van Jaarsveld 
to such an extent. 

JUDGE PILLAY: Van Zyl in his evidence, put it at best, as far as he was concerned, that van Jaarsveld may 
have seen him before and that's the best he could do, that is van Zyl. I said, in van Zyl's evidence he puts it at 
best that it is possible that van Jaarsveld had seen him once before. That's all he can say. The identification of 
van Zyl through the photograph is in contradiction to that really, isn't it? It negates van Zyl's evidence. 

MR BIZOS: Also the inherent probabilities. How can an intelligent man, van Jaarsveld must have impressed 
you as an intelligent witness, how does he substitute van Zyl for someone else and the evasive evidence of 
attempted denial speaks volumes. What would you do with an accused person before you, Mr Chairman, if 
the evidence of the State witness is: "I was with this man, I identify him" and his evidence is that: 

"We went out on a murder expedition which didn't take place on that particular day. 
We spent the whole day together. We went to watch the UDF people and others 
marking Sharpeville Day. In his presence I broke a windscreen out of a wanton ... " 

How does one forget that? How does one make a mistake about that? And of course, to crown it all, two days 
before there was a call for the "verwydering" of Goniwe. None of the applicants could have remained 
ignorant of the happening of this event. On the basis that van Zyl would never, never, if there was a debate 
about this charade of having a discussion with their superior officer and collecting material as to whether he 
was to be a target for assassination or not, all that is humbug, Mr Chairman, because an employee of the 
Security Council Secretariat had come down to reconnoitre Goniwe's house, as to whether he should be 
killed and he then reports "Don't do it that way, waylay him" and we know that that was precisely how he 
was waylaid and killed. 

Subject to any questions, Mr Chairman, that the Committee may have, this is all that we have to say except 
that if it is re-opened, the absolutely necessary witnesses, in our submission, are Gen Coetzee, Maj 
Williamson and despite Mr du Plessis' denial to Soggot that he did not remember, he is the one who made the 
proposal, he should be called. The other is that at the end of the Minute you will see that this arose as a result 
of a report of a General Groenewald. Now what is it that he reported? What information did he have? It's 
either that paragraph that arising out of his report to the Security Council, where is that report? If it was 
destroyed, why was it destroyed? By whom? All these are questions which we submit the families of the 
deceased are entitled to answers, if there is any prospect whatsoever of granting amnesty to these applicants, 
Mr Chairman. 

There would be others of course, Mr Chairman, the Presidents or others, but let's have those that are 
immediately connected with the Minute and the report. 

JUDGE PILLAY: Mr Bizos, if we should find on a prima facie basis that this document is relevant and 
admissible on a primafacie basis, that would mean that at some time in the future, the inquiry has to be re­
opened. In terms of the Act, the Truth and Reconciliation Act, all those present at that meeting become 
implicated people and they would have to be notified. 

MR BIZOS: The whole Act was passed for the purposes of trying to ascertain the truth. If it is re-opened Mr 
Chairman, the high office or the number or the amount of time that it may take is not a serious consideration. 
It may be inconvenient for members of the Committee, it may be hard on the resources of the Legal 
Resources Centre where the three of us work, it may be embarrassing for the people who were present. 

JUDGE PILLAY: I asked the question merely to find out whether you agree with my assessment of what (~ 
should happen in the event of us making a finding. \3 
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MR BIZOS: Mr Chairman, that they should be given notice, but we do not, at this stage, ask that everybody 
should be here for the first hearing, but arrangements can be made, but I do take the point, with respect Mr 
Chairman, that each one of those persons present has something to answer. I will telegraph the question to 
them. What, who and why did - one of them there present must have told Williamson: "Send somebody to 
find out how we can kill Goniwe". That that happened by a person who was present at the meeting, is as 
certain as the sun will rise tomorrow morning, otherwise how did it get there? That the person in the employ 
of the Secretariat of the Security Council is told by the Chief of Intelligence "Go and reconnoitre Goniwe's 
house". Who told Williamson? The probabilities are that his boss told him, Gen Coetzee. The question then 
will arise, what was the code between Mr du Plessis and Gen Coetzee? And it also, Mr Chairman, and this is 
not the first time "verwydering" was used. van der Westhuizen's language in the Ciskei matter, the signal of 
the 7th of June. 

JUDGE PILLAY: The Eastern Cape Command. 

MR BIZOS: ... Command and whatever, Mr Chairman, the consequences may be, if there is a reasonable 
possibility that the truth will out, so let it be. What will the judgment, with the greatest respect, Mr 
Chairman, be on all of us if this opportunity is missed? 

JUDGE PILLAY: Mr Bizos, you are seeking the admission of this Minute together with the declaration that 
those people whose names you mentioned be declared necessary witnesses? 

MR BIZOS: ... (indistinct - mike not on) 

JUDGE PILLAY: Yes, Mr Booyens. 

MR BOOYENS: Are we not going to take a short adjournment? 

JUDGE PILLAY: We could, for 15 minutes. We'll adjourn for 15 minutes. 

COMMITTEE ADJOURNS 

ON RESUMPTION 

JUDGE PILLAY: Yes, Mr Booyens. 

MR BOOYENS IN ARGUMENT: Thank you. Mr Chairman, the first issue I want to deal with is simply the 
following, that it is indeed correct, as my learned friend has pointed out, that this Committee applies its own 
rules in so far as procedure is concerned. That, I think, is wide enough for the Committee to decide what 
evidence it would allow and under what circumstances it would allow it, or not. However, the basis for my 
argument, where I question whether the way in which an attempt is made to hand this document in, is based 
on the principle that what is good for the goose is good for the gander. 

This Committee, with objections by my learned friend and I quoted the relevant passages, made it fairly clear 
to me that I would not be allowed to hand in an affidavit by Gen Erasmus. The question, this only is and that 
is the whole purpose of this initial argument, is can it then in the circumstances be fair administratively to 
allow what would be indeed a different procedure as far as this document is concerned? That is really as far 
as that argument goes. I do not want to repeat it unnecessarily. 

The question that you, Mr Chairman, raised about a State document, I think you in fact referred to a public 
document, in the sense that it's a document that was kept by a public official in the execution of his duties, 
etc, etc. The only point that we are making there is: 

1. At the stage when these documents were made, they were classed secret, which meant that the public does 
not have access to it. That being so, it does not meet one of the legs for the admissibility of a public 
document, which can be authenticated, being handed in merely as proof of its content. That's the point I'm 
making. 

JUDGE PILLAY: Mr Booyens what I was really referring to is, I can understand under that apartheid rJ 
government that those rules applied and the Public Secrets Act applied etc, specifically for this type of 
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document. The question I ask, is that applicable today in the new order? And Mr Bizos answered that 
question and rather pre-empted my following question as to whether any protection could be afforded to any 
document if it involved the commission of a crime. 

MR BOOYENS: Mr Chairman, I'm dealing purely with the question as to whether or not it is a public 
document and as far as the laws of that government are concerned, it was the previous government, those 
laws stayed in terms of the Constitution and up until such time - and even if a top secret document is 
declassified, it still does not mean that the public had access to it at the time when it was made, so that is the 
basis on which I say it would not be admissible on the basis that it's a public document, but that's a legal 
argument. Like I say, that is good and with respect, that will still be good because that's a principle of 
common law, it's got nothing to do with the Act. It's a common law principle, so this document can for that 
reason, never be admitted on the basis that it's a public document. 

Mr Chairman, my learned friend made a lot and I think repeated it four or five times ... (intervention) 

JUDGE PILLAY: Why does it still enjoy protection? 

MR BOO YENS: Is there any evidence that's been declassified Mr Chairman? 

JUDGE PILLAY: It was classified in terms of a previous order. 

MR BOO YENS: No, it was classified in terms of an Official Secrets Act and that ... (intervention) 

JUDGE PILLAY: Under an apartheid government. 

MR BOOYENS: It doesn't matter, Mr Chairman. The apartheid government made the Criminal Procedure 
Act, that's still applicable. The official, this country now, this government, has got an Act dealing with 
official secrets. There are still official secrets, the public is still not entitled to see everything. There are 
certain - I'm pretty certain that minutes of a Cabinet Meeting, for example, are not accessible in this country 
to the public, for that reason it will not be a public document and unless somebody can show us that this 
document has been declassified and then even I would say that it does not meet the common law criteria for 
being a public document. 

JUDGE PILLAY: In the present day, if someone in the street has an interest and needs some administrative 
relief and has to resort to a Cabinet Minute, is he not entitled to ask or apply to court for the production of 
that minutes? 

MR BOOYENS: The legislation in that regard, you're referring to the section in the Constitution that talks 
about freedom of information. As far as I know that Freedom of Information Act has not been passed yet, but 
assuming it will be passed, Mr Chairman, it will be ridiculous. Remember all those human rights are also 
qualified subject to Section - I didn't know we were going to get into a constitutional argument, but the 
section that says human rights are subject to the qualification of what is in the common good, basically, I'm 
not putting this exactly. 

JUDGE PILLAY: Section 33 or something. 

MR BOOYENS: If you say it's in my interest to know the secret details of the South African Defence Force 
and they say: "But it's protected under the Official Secrets Act, or whatever, you'll not be entitled." It is not 
an absolute and unqualified right, it's a right always subject to Section 33. But Mr Chairman, what I'm saying 
here is simply, on the basis that what I've said earlier on, is that the Commission should just warn itself that it 
cannot be said that it applied different norms as far as the applicants are concerned and as far as the 
respondents are concerned. 

My learned friend has made a lot of the fact that my learned friend says that Mr van Jaarsveld has been an 
employee of the State Security Council. At page 210, that statement, let me preface this by saying, by stating 
that that statement of my learned friend is incorrect in so far as this is concerned. At page 210 van Jaarsveld, 
the witness called by my learned friend, no sorry, I'm first going to quote page 205, van Jaarsveld gives the . p 
following answer: ·G' 
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"Chairperson during 1984 I was connected to the Intelligence Unit of the Security 
Branch in Pretoria. I was a Lieutenant. Approximately during the middle of 84 I 
received an order from Williamson etc." 

Now maybe that doesn't answer you, doesn't supply the final answer but then page 210 certainly does. At the 
bottom of the page: 

"From 1989 I was involved with the Secretariat of the State Security Council. I'm 
aware of what the procedures were." 

He only joined the State Security Council in 1989, Mr Chairman, he was not an employee of the State 
Security Council in 1984. He was working directly under Craig Williamson in fact. 

Now let us try and get clarity. 

JUDGE PILLA Y: But was Craig Williamson in the Security Council at the relevant time? 

MR BOOYENS: No, he wasn't. Craig Williamson was Chief of the Intelligence Section of the Security 
Police. 

"Chairperson, during 1984 I was connected to the Intelligence Unit of the Security 
Branch in Pretoria." 

No, Craig Williamson was with the Intelligence Section, Mr Chairman. 

So it wasn't a case of an employee of the State Security Council being sent down here, but Mr Chairman, let 
us just attempt here to see what this is really about. It is not, and in fact you can read my cross-examination 
of van Jaarsveld, you can look at our approach to van Jaarsveld's evidence. I challenged van Jaarsveld 
basically on two things. I said to him, Gerhard Erasmus wasn't here, if you came here in 1984 and I said to 
him "You are mistaken that you went out with Sakkie van Zyl." I never said that van Jaarsveld did not come 
down to Port Elizabeth. I didn't even go so far as to say that he didn't come down on the date when he 
claimed he did, because you would recall that the fact that it was not necessary to call Cherry was due 
directly to an admission made by us, so the whole issue and if we call the whole cabinet from PW Botha, the 
then State President, down to Johan Coetzee, they cannot answer the material question and that is "Was 
Sakkie van Zyl the man who accompanied him?" 

Mr Chairman, and that is a credibility finding you will have to make. If the Committee were to decide that 
van Zyl is lying if he says that he had contact with van Jaarsveld, then it's a credibility finding and none of 
the persons mentioned by my learned friend, not even Craig Williamson, can help you in that regard, because 
that is van Jaarsveld's word against van Zyl's word and it will stay that way. I do not know why Craig 
Williamson gave van Jaarsveld the orders. I do not know whether or not Craig Williamson was even aware 
of the decision, the discussion, I should qualify, by the State Security Council in this regard. What I do know 
is that ... (intervention) 

JUDGE PILLAY: If he didn't know, then the plan and the plot to kill Mr Goniwe must have been Craig 
Williamson's idea himself, isn't it? 

MR BOOYENS: The evidence was, it's either in van Jaarsveld's application or somewhere in his evidence, as 
a matter of fact I think it's in his application, I do not think Williamson was the Commanding Officer of the 
Intelligence Unit at that stage. I think he said it was either Oosthuizen, or he mentioned another name. 

JUDGE PILLAY: Mr Booyens, whatever the case may be, if you submit that we don't know whether 
Williamson acted on the instructions, or as a result of the decision of that meeting now under discussion, if it 
weren't so, if he didn't act as a result of that decision, then he must have acted of his own accord. 

MR BOOYENS: My reaction to that is, it may indeed be so. It matters not one bit whether it came directly 
from the State President, or whether Craig Williamson sitting in the Intelligence Section decided on his own, 
to kill Goniwe, what does it matter for purposes of this inquire? It may go a lot wider, but Mr Chairman, this r __p 
is not an inquiry into the murder of Mr Goniwe and the three others. My learned friend may be extremely \jl\ 
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enthusiastic about cross-examining Mr Williamson, Gen Coetzee and a number of other people that he 
mentions. That may indeed be so and if this was a Commission of Inquiry established for that purpose, by all 
means. This is a Committee that's got to decide whether or not the amnesty applicants that appear here and 
Williamson is not one, Coetzee is not one, Barend du Plessis is not one, whether those who appeared here 
told you the full story or lied to you. That is what you've got to decide. 

What you've got to look at, Mr Chairman, with respect, is not what could have happened in the portals of 
power at that stage, because this document will not help you in that regard. The only evidence you are likely 
to find ever as far as this Security Branch is concerned, is the evidence, first of all the affidavit of Mr 
Snyman and his evidence in the Pebco 3 application, where he gave evidence under oath, when his state of 
health was still such that he could do it, about the discussion that he had with Louis Le Grange. Now, 
whether or not the discussion with Louis Le Grange can be drawn back to the State Security Council meeting 
a year earlier or so, once again I don't know and it doesn't matter. But Mr Chairman, it is for that reason that, 
in our submission, that this document does not take the matter any further and you do not need it to make the 
decision, or to review the decision that you have already made. 

What we do say, however, is one should be perhaps cautious, also if we then have got to look just at this 
document and look at its relevance. This document lists the then Minister of Education, Barend du Plessis, 
just bear with me Mr Chairman, as stating that the whole situation and that is at, well it's on the second -
these secret things don't seem to have page numbers, but in any ... (intervention) 

JUDGE PILLAY: There's a lot of things that it doesn't have. 

MRBOOYENS: Including full details. It's on the second page of the document, item 5, Agenda item 4, they 
deal with the question of the unrest in the black schools and there's a reference to certain information that 
Groenewald gave and then there's the reference that my learned friend's been referred to, but at the end of the 
day, the decision of the State Security Council in this regard and now we must look at the document as it 
stands, the decision of the State Security Council makes no mention of Mr Goniwe or the suggestion, call it 
what you like, by Mr du Plessis that they should be removed. 

In the evidence of Gen van Rensburg and let me make it clear here, Mr Chairman, I do not represent in this 
matter the members of the former Cabinet, but I think this Commission should also perhaps be aware of all 
the facts before it makes a decision. In the evidence of van Rensburg, there is evidence that Mr Biko was 
detained and I'm not sure whether it was in terms of the emergency regulations, because I think that was 
when the state of emergency had been announced, or whether he was detained in terms of the Security 
legislation, but he was detained in date sometime during 1984, in any case. Perhaps the Committee should be 
cautious before we decide that the "verwyder" and stretch it to the "permanent uit die samelewing verwyder" 
that we have heard on an earlier, another occasion, once again we now just have to look at the document. We 
can't go beyond it. So Mr Chairman, in all the circumstances and in light, in any case of the fact that the 
Committee has already made its decision, the question is simply this, can this information in any way 
influence the decision that this Committee must make? That decision is simply, do they get amnesty or not? I 
submit he doesn't. For that reason I submit that the suggestion by my learned friend would be an unnecessary 
exercise and would bring this Committee not one bit closer to the truth. You've got as close to the truth, or 
the untruth, as you will ever get. I do not know what happened in the portals of power, but there is no direct 
evidence and no indication that if what we read in this Minute is a decision by the State Security and I say it's 
not, whether it was in fact communicated to the Security Branch or to Craig Williamson, because what we do 
know also from the record, is that van Jaarsveld says that he reported that to Craig Williamson, that the man 
cannot be killed in Cradock and I don't know - have I given you that passage, Mr Chairman? I don't think I 
have. That appears at page 210 of the record: 

It appears at page 210. 

"So the following morning we drove back to Pretoria and gave feedback. I think 
Bouwer was present. They gave this feedback to Williamson. I recommended that 
Goniwe could not be taken out at 

this house because there were too many people in the vicinity. It made the process 
problematic, etcetera, etcetera" 
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Mr Chairman, Members of the Committee, those are my submissions. I think the time has arrived to draw a 
line under the amnesty application in the death of Mr Goniwe. I think the time has arrived for this Committee 
to take it's decision. I do not think that, interesting as the exercise might be, to find out who were the hawks 
and who were the doves in the previous Cabinet and what did they really decide, if anything, it's not going to 
help this Committee one bit. Unless there is something specific which the Committee would like to hear me 
on, those are my submissions. 

JUDGE PILLAY: Thank you, Mr Booyens. Mr Bizos have you got any reply? 

MR BIZOS IN REPLY: Yes, ... (indistinct - mike not on) those that I must raise in reply, Mr Chairman. My 
learned friend says that I was wrong in referring to Mr van Jaarsveld as having been an employee of the State 
Security Council. May I read the last sentence of his application for amnesty, which reads as follows: 

"I was from 1/9/81 involved with the SSVA and I 

know how the procedures worked. Gen van Rensburg was a member of the State 
Security Council. Although he was a retired military General, he was in service of 
the South African Police. A P Stemmet was second in Command of the State 
Security Council." 

JUDGE PILLA Y: What page of the record is that? 

MR BIZOS: ... (indistinct - mike not on) Page 214 of the record he said the following: 

"An operation such as this would be sent to the highest level of the structure. That 
would be the Cabinet and State Security Council level. It had to be cleared out 
there. It would then be the members of the State Security Council who knew about 
it." 

As far as my learned friend's query as to what the position of Maj Craig Williamson was, there is clear 
evidence at page 205 of the record, where it is stated that Mr Craig Williamson was the head of the South 
African Police Security Branch Intelligence Unit, stationed at the Security Head Quarters in Pretoria. The 
question of the submissions that I made to the Committee in relation to an attempt to put in an affidavit by 
Col Erasmus, which is quoted on page 2 of the Heads of Argument, fails to take an account of a number of 
factors. 

Firstly the issue before the Committee at the time was not a prima facie situation. It was an order to make a 
decision on the facts and the objection, I submit, was well-founded because you cannot rely on an affidavit 
on disputed evidence by affidavit an order to contradict direct viva voce evidence when the witness is 
available to give evidence. It's an elementary rule of evidence. In relation to primafacie matters, the practice 
is invariable, that you start off with an affidavit, you do not if you want to re-open a case say hear the 
evidence, the viva voce evidence, you say I have information that so and so will give evidence to this effect 
and you then have to prove that it is correct. If you only have to say that if it is credible on paper, it may well 
be accepted after the person has given viva voce evidence, so the parallel, we submit, is completely 
misplaced. 

In so far as the case of, in his Heads of Argument is concerned, referred to on page 4, there is a difference 
between the re-opening of a case in which a decision has been given and an application to re-open a case 
before a Judgment has been given. There is an even further consideration and that is that this is an 
investigative tribunal which seeks information relying on the rules of evidence, in so far as it is possible, in 
order to ascertain what happened. The Appellate Division Case in Wymer's case, has no application in this 
situation whatsoever. 

I have not understood counsel for the person seeking amnesty to even suggest that the minute of the Security 
Council is not a genuine document. He has not answered the submission that we have made that documents 
in a similar format were put in by him and were put in by us because they were being put to witnesses that 
were called. This is what we are seeking to do here. We are seeking the witnesses to be brought here so that Gf 
we can put the document to them. I may say, with respect Mr Chairman, that the fact that there has been a 
change of government, that does not necessarily mean that any privilege that may attach to a document loses 
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its nature, but that sort of document privilege has got to be claimed by the present State functionary in charge 
of the Department. Practically I wish my learned friend the best of British luck if he approaches anyone, the 
present head of government, to embargo this document from any court. 

Secondly the fact that it is marked "geheim" has no bearing on the matter. The document speaks for itself. If 
its prominence and authenticity are not challenged, we are entitled to put it to witnesses who, on the fact of 
it, on the evidence of Mr van Jaarsveld, the decision would of necessity have been taken at the highest level. 
The persons concerned are at the highest level. There is a minute which suggests that they had made the 
decision. We are entitled, Mr Chairman, to the re-opening of this subject only to the qualification that we 
have mentioned, that our case is only partly affected by the fact that, if there was a decision in our favour, 
then it may be allowed to stand, but certainly we submit that if it was adverse to us, we should be given an 
opportunity to lead this further evidence in order to persuade you that the applicants have not made full 
disclosure and we ask that the persons mentioned, particularly those four or five that we have identified in 
this first instance, it may well be that at the hearing other things may transpire in which there may be a 
limitation or an expansion, who knows? So that it doesn't have to be a final decision in relation to those 
matters. We ask for an order accordingly, Mr Chairman. 

JUDGE PILLAY: I'm going to take the unusual step, this being an unusual application, of allowing the 
Members ofmy Panel to direct questions to both of you as the case may be. Is that okay Mr Booyens, if they 
do? Dr Tsotsi, have you got any questions? It seems none of us have any questions. We will reserve decision 
in this application and hopefully we will be able to render one in the near future and then we can take things 
from there. This hearing is adjourned. 

HEARING ADJOURNED 

Gf 
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Fort Calata. Source: thecradockfour.co.za/ 

Synopsis: 

Fort Calata I South African History Online 

Fort Calata 

Teacher, community leader, political activist and member of the UDF. One of the 'Cradock Four' murdered by the 

South African security forces in the Eastern Cape. 

First Name: 

Fort 
Last Name: 
Calata 

Date of Birth: 
05-November-1956 

Location of Birth: 
Cradock, Eastern Cape,South Africa 

Date of Death: 
27-June-1985 

Location of Death: 
Cradock, Eastern Cape,South Africa 

Gender: 
Male 

Fort Calata was born on 5 November 1956. Fort's grandfather, the Reverend Canon James Arthur Calata 

(calata-j.htm), was the Secretary General of the African National Congress( .. / .. /governence­

projects/organisations/anc-history /anc-frameset.htm) (ANC) from 1936 to 1949. In 1956, when Fort was 

born, Canon Calata was one of the accused in the Treason Trial ( .. / .. /governence-projects/treason­

trial/menu.htm). Fort Calata and his wife Nomonde met in 1974 in Cradock. In 1979, the couple lived in 

Dimbaza, where Calata worked as a teacher. Fort and Nomonde had three children. 

According to his wife, Nomonde, while Fort Calata was still at school in 1976 he wrote a letter to the 

municipality in Cradock, informing them about the dirty streets and the bucket system. Despite writing the 

letter anonymously, the police traced it and identified him as the author of the letter. Subsequently, he 

was detained and questioned. In October 1980, he was detained again in Dimbaza for three weeks as a 

result of his political views. Calata was then transferred to work in Cradock. 

In 1983, Calata worked as a teacher under a newly appointed acting headmaster, Matthew Goniwe. Goniwe 

and Calata became friends and shared similar political views. In January 1984 students commenced a 

school boycott after discovering the expulsion of Goniwe by the Department of Education and Training 

(DET). Goniwe's strong influence as a community leader and political activists precipitated his expulsion. 
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The students demanded that Goniwe be reinstated. Close cooperation between Calata and Goniwe 

brought them to the attention of the state security apparatus who then set in motion plans to reduce 

their influence or eliminate them. 

On 19 March 1984, former President FW de Klerk (deKlerk,fw.htm) attended a State Security Council (SSC) 

meeting where former Finance Minister Barend du Plessis (duplessis-bj.htm) proposed the "removal" of 

Goniwe and Calata. Du Plessis said: "In Cradock is daar twee oud-onderwysers wat as agitators optree. Dit 

sou goed wees as hulle verwyder kon word." (In Cradock there are two ex-teachers who are acting at 

agitators. It would be good if they could be removed.) 

On the 31 March 1984, at 10 o'clock in the evening the police arrested and detained Calata under the 

Internal Security Act. Calata's comrades Mathew Goniwe, Mbulelo Goniwe, head prefect Fezile Donald 

Madoda Jacobs were also detained. Calata was detained at a secret location and his wife Nomonde 

fruitlessly sought to locate him the following day. 

On 12 April 1984 Nomonde who worked at the Provincial Hospital in Cradock was summarily dismissed by 

the Matron and the Superintendent: Subsequent to her dismissal, the police informed her that Calata was 

detained in Diepkloof Prison in Johannesburg. Nomonde visited Calata in May 1984 and a second visit was 

denied because the police claimed Nomonde was late. Calata remained in detention for six months. In 

June he was informed that he had been "listed" which meant that he could not be quoted. bn 21 August 

Calata was dismissed from his teaching post. 

Meanwhile during his detention, Calata's wife suffered harassment from the security police and she was 

threatened with eviction from their home. The little shop that she set up to support the family was 

vandalised. In August 1984 the community launched a boycott of white owned shops for a week in protest 

against the detention of their leaders. As a result the government buckled under pressure and released 

Calata and others in October 1984. 

Calata assisted Goniwe in fighting against rent increases in Cradock through the Cradock Residents 

Association (CRADORA) and the Cradock Youth Association (CRADOYA). Both organisations were later 

affiliated to the United Democratic Front( •. / .. /governence-projects/organisations/udf/menu.htm) (UDF). 

In January 1985, the entire community council in Lingelihle resigned the first to do so in the country. The 

school boycott, boycott of white owned shops and the resignation of the council sparked a raging debate 

within the state security apparatus and between the latter and DET on whether to reinstate Calata and 

Goniwe or not ensued. In April 1985 the school boycott was called off. Calata and Goniwe were detained at 

the Security Police offices at Sanlam in Port Elizabeth. 

Around this time the police set in motion plans to eliminate Calata and his friends. He was monitored, 

followed by vehicles and his home was visited by the head of the Cradock Security Police, Major Eric 

Winter. The Deputy Minister of Defence, Adriaan Vlok (vlok-aj.htm), also visited the township and was 

shown Calata's home. 

On 27 June 1985, Matthew Goniwe, Fort Calata, Sparrow Mkonto and Sicelo Mhlauli (known as the Cradock 

Four) drove to Port Elizabeth to attend a UDF meeting. All of them did not return to Cradock. 

The police set up a road block where they identified the cars carrying the Calata, Goniwe, Mkonto and 

Mhlauli. On 27 June 1985 the Cradock four were executed by the security police and their bodies burnt. 

After Calata and his comrades disappeared news broke out that his body and that of Goniwe had been 

found stabbed and burnt, near Bluewater Bay. Mhlauli and Mkonto's bodies were also found in the scrub 

in the same area but far apart from each other. 

Calata, Goniwe, Mhlauli and Mkonto were buried in Cradock on 20 July 1985, at a massive political funeral 

attended by thousands of people and people from all over the country. Speakers included the Rev. Beyers 

Nau de (naude-cfb.htm) and Rev. Alan Boesak (boesak-a.htm). At the time of his death, the Calata family 
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were expecting a child as Nomonde was six months pregnant with Thamani. On the day of the funeral the 

government declared a State of Emergency in the Eastern Cape and arrested scores of activists returning 

from the funeral. After the funeral the security continued to harass Calata's wife. 

A two-year inquest into the death of the Cradock four began in 1987 (Inquest No. 626/87) under the 

Inquests Act No. 58 of 1959, headed by Magistrate E de Beer. At the end of the inquest on 22 February 1989, 

the Magistrate found that the four had been killed by "unknown persons" and that "no-one was to blame". 

In 1992 President FW de Klerk called for a second inquest after the disclosure on 22 May 1992 by the New 

Nation newspaper of a Top Secret military signal calling for the "permanent removal from society" of 

Goniwe, Calata and Goniwe's cousin, Mbulelo. The second inquest began on 29 March 1993 and ran for 18 

months in terms of the Inquests Amendment. Judge Neville Zietsman, in delivering his verdict, found that 

the security forces were responsible for their deaths, although no individual was named as responsible. 

A monument commemorating the lives of three generations of Cradock activists, who died during the 

struggle, including the Cradock Four, was unveiled by then-Deputy President Jacob Zuma and Eastern Cape 

Premier Makhenkesi Stofile. On April 2006, the South African Government honoured Calata by conferring 

him with the Order of Luthuli in Bronze (http://www.thepresidency.gov.za/pebble.asp?relid=774). 
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or<on 
Hini-G~S CrAdnck 

Dept sa~ewerk!nc 
en Ontwilclcel inr;. 

cl 
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'JF.!l'fi'ir:JUL!K -, 
/. 

• .i?. ·, 
~ , ,r::-•;•• 
6. Besoek van die V<'.'orsitter van Kommi-snie vir 
SAmewerkina en OntHil<l<elin g . Mnr Tempel bcn.,ek 

. rp trode deur 

·• die OP GES gedurende <He OP GOS ·,1erca<\ed.nr_; np 
25 Julie 1985, En .i,Je vrne en :\nnr;elc~nt.!.-r::cte w::1 t; 
deur Mnr T~rnpel opcekl~or k 1n wnrrl, m~ct o~ ~poe~ 
dlg moont.lilr. a,111 die selcret"\t•iant versl·::i:'.' 11,-:,rc!. 
Dit sal dan via die Departe~ent Snmewerkinc an 
Ontwikkeling n~ mnr T~rnpel 1eurgevocr word. 

I. Sclcre t, :'.l r iail t 
Dr:: n i~ .~ i:\mc~u:~ rlc j_ n;_': 
c n <' n t w l tel: e 1.i n,:; 

" 

" 

ll 

u 

7, Sknle Situasie (V). 

Dtar beers nog ·.1 ~o tale sk,:,r;l b'.1il~nt 
te Crndock, Snmer~et-Oos, Cno~hou~a 
e~ Fort nenufnrt. 

b. Int1mid3sie vind steeds plaa3. 

c. 

d. 

e. 

. 
-\" a • , ,I 

.\ . 
r.. · .. 

h. 

ITEM 4 

Die verplasina va, die onderwysers v~n 
Cradocl< vind pla~.'3. .'\,rnvanl:lilc u:u; 
die onderwyser~ t~vrede, m~nr hullc 
weier nou om die nuwe po~te te nanvo~r. 
Dit is blykbaar a~v die invlocd van 
Matthew Goniwe. · 

By die Kaapl~ndse Cnder~yskolle~c hct 
die ~etal vermind•!r na 21;:? nt.udente (v<>or=• 
heen 450). Die ·:nder studentc is c:;o:: 
skors. 

By Thubaletho Sek~nd~re Sknol in Fort 
Deaufort kan leer:lnae weer r~sistrecr 
aan die begin van die tweede kwartnal. 
Leerlinge wa t wee1· probleme veroo11 oa "\k, 
sal permanent wegbewys word • 

Dy Oaqauba Sekondire Skool tenon-Landen 
heers steeds h totale boikot. 

In Queenstown is ,aar nie b bQikot nie, 
maar da~r bestaan h plofbare 3ltuasie. 
Vir die nuwe boek~anr uord b sekond6re 
en primere skryol teplan. 

Die Departement v;;.n Gesondheid en Hcls;'n 
(Ontwikkelingsprogram) en OKOn het s~rne= 
sprekin~s gevoer. Wanneer cpsraderinGs= 
prnjekt~ (Rive) h aanvnn~ neen, 0,1 celd 
na die Swnrt Pla:1slike Owerhcid l:.annliseer 
worQ;• Voorruelde projekte sol o---ik bcel= 
wot werksgeleenthcde skep. 

VEILIGHEIDSOORSIC (V) 

· '8. Lt Kol Snycnn wnt ook die vonrsitter van GJ.S 
is, kon n~aelukkig nie die v~rgaderinc bywoon nio 

, ' asv die ,:,nrussituaste. Die voorsit.ter :;;!rnts lcort= 
like die huidige situnoie. 

De:-,t Onderwys en 
Opleiclin.:~ 

OKOR 
Dept Gesond~eid en 
Welsyn. 

S1\P(V) 
GIS 
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·" .:l... ! 
1 ~ · . 

0 ptrcde cleur 
t 

·:-:. · 9. Daar heers 'n vernop[:id1: ~nrussit11n;,:;ic. f>,,nr 
-~ =word verwas ~at die ~ituasie sol cs~~lc~r ~c~uren~ 
.:.· de die week en die nnwee:.-: ;-.~er nf:,1.\t. T'):Lc :,r:-!"le;:: 
, tepunt sal monntlik e;eclurcrde: dtc ;"';~;\:~n;,•H~c!: berr.ik 

· ..... word. 
,l;,t • ••. -., ...... =·' . 

'~-;~io.< . .'Daar snl 'n aanlccndigir.s vand,i[~ {;?8 Hn:-:rt ·19351 
~:.~q:~u,r ··~_i_e Ifobinet zemoak word i•tm vet'lhiOf~d<-? .C:.:,\~: cp:: 
-~~~~r.~ge_:.by die hanterins v~n die onrussituusie. Die 

• .l::,;afgelope twee weke hct die S,'lW h onder::;tr:n11H:nde rol 
~-: ver.•1ul •. · 

~ ~~~~ .• : ~ . 
. •-'!.: . . '• 

, :g,. 1..1. Daar is 'n P"eing ,"l,rnec·,1end a:-m di-? .•,.1tir koshui= 
'!~~::-. se af te bra.nd. 'n Swnrt S,'\SP lid se l,ui:s i:; nfge:: 

· ;~'.-. brand. 
·:·~;:· · . 
.. ~ --

•. &:·,12. GOS is aktiveer te Uitanhage, /\1,;,·rn P~rk en 
'i!:roos-Londen. Di t word 24 u .tr beml'\n. D,,t-.,· sol 
-'ook h 00S aktive~r word in Jrahamsta~ en Gueons= 
· town. Die GOS is toecerus vir gesarnentl i.lce han= 

Gering van veilighe1dsm~gte sod~t d~ar vinniac op~ 
trede en aksies beplan lean ·-1ord. 

13, · Dept Samewerking en On~wikke?J.in~ en !'l.!:~0:1 ver= 
soek om \"roegtyd ig van i11l i,-; tins v,rnrsi en tc Hl"I rd. 
Die volGende re~lin~sal ge~rer w0rd. 

a. Daar is elke ('lgge:lli 'n vernndcrj_nc~ by die 
SAP. Inligtin~ sul deuraestuur ~ord. 

b • Voormelde departeaente 1-:nn vert.aent-10odi= 
ging by GOS verkr::. 

c. Hulle kan betrek HOrL"i by GIS. 

114. Departement Cevnnaenis vra ~~ hul oo~ bctrakke 
·kan "1ees by GOS. Daar sal talle :irr•~~tns5.e::; wees 
an voormeldc departement .s.-.l betyd:l moet 1-teet om 
~anpassing~ te maak. 
15. Oos-Londen. Op 23 M:'\t.rt 1985 het,. 1.1 ~Tt.'f.J\WAY 
on~wikkel in h optoe. s~r is in be~eer v~n die 
situasie. 

-ITEM 5 KOMKOM-VEnSLAG (\) 

.: 16. Port Elizabeth : .... 
·:1:· 
.\ 

~-£~· 
·: ... ::• 

a. 

. ,. 

• I 

Die afgelope twee vergnderin6S hat KOHKOM 
aandaG gegae aan ~etodes hoc om die ~cmeen=· 
skapsdiens wot die pnlisia verria meer per=­
tinent onder die aandag van die p~b!iek te 
brin& en ver~l onter die swart bevnlking. 
Moontlikhede word ondersoe~ vir die uitskry 
van kompebisies by swart skola en onder die 
swart jeug vir t~epaslike liedjies en ander 
stukke. 

t<OMKOH 

, .. 

cl 
Le 
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I, 

b • 

c. 

d. 

e. 

r. 

1rnnrrrnur. i:r< 

Jeu6nksies 0nder bl~nk ert nia-bl~n~ deur 
OKOn, Onderwys e1 Op1eirlinc <Hi 01H.lt::r•.1vs 
en Kultuursakc. Jcucnksi~s is i~ hi~rr 
die st reel< een a ;p~lc wnt. rleurJ.i;,r,an,1 n;in~: 
d a c; k r y • D i e ,J i -'l r v a n d i ~ .; ~ u ,.: b r .i. n, ~ 
net tn versi<~rrin,:, 

h tspek wat ock 1nndng geniet, 1~ die 
byn1el<ai1r bring v,1n blanlc en s~,.,.rt :;l:'1= 
liere om beter v,lrhoudinge t.: z!.cr> verr1l 
nn aanleidina V;\:1 die Jn:ir vc1n ,·.\.i.P. ,Jeue. 

Tydens 'n vers.:1de:·inc; ,,p ~:; tl.iLtrt J.(105 
Wpt dP.ur \·oorc:rnn1.:toande .swr1!"t -;~lc.:?1ai.1nne 
in samewerking m,1t. die .3tedeJ.il:r! SUc:: 
ting bele is, is 'n komi tee vc1· 1:ies ,:,nder 
voorsitter.Jkop v.:rn mnr W. Xi1;1i.;e 11.,t RS 
teenvoeter sal d~en vir die Cri~i~ in 
Education bewegin~- Indien enic~ prob~ 
leme by s1,nl.e op,fuik, .is hullc die ,ilensc 
met wie geskakel moet word on~nt hulle 
die werklike vcrtcenwonrdlger~ van die 
ouers is en nie Crisis in Educntion of 
UDF onderstauner~ nie. 

Persmonit"r- Vi:rskeie bcrir,te u:it die 
a fgelope me1nnd .tr. pl.icwl ike !coe rnn te ver = 
skyn het 1 is best reek. 

Die Spanbou wat (:, 7 en O rtc,.,...,1•t 1')D5 :::;ehou 
is, het sukaesvo: verloop en wa~ vnn groot 
nut vir almnl wnt dit knn byuryon. 

17. Oos-Londen. 

a. 'n Byeenkoms v~n C~meenskapslci~r~ in Queen.= 
town vind plans .. r. 1 Mei 1985 •,:., ni tnot1i= 
cing van die St~~sraad te Oueonst~~n. 

b. h Kursus in Pla=~like DestuurcaonG~lcent= 
hede !sin h gevrrderd~ stndium v~n imple= 
mentoring. Dit zal aangebicd worrt dcur 
rlie Stndsrand te Queenstown. 

c • 'n Kursus t'lV Be·1c ll<in3so';l..t.wilc!,:cli:1t; word 
in Oos-Londen na~gebied op 23 en 2~ April 
1985. lleamptes van die Dep~rtement Ge~ 
sondheid en Welsyn (rretori~ en rnrt 
Elizabeth) sal ock optree. 

d, Twee toere vir jeugleiers na Ciskei en 
Transkei vind gee urende die ueek •rnn 
1 tot 5 April pl£~s olv Radin ;hosa. 

VEnTnOULIK 

:Ji, 
cleur 
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e. 

ITEM 6 

m rrrn ou L !. !, 

Die busboikot js iets v~n die v~rl~rle. 
Projekte is ann ,iie r;an£; ,.,m die 311nrt 
pendel~:'lrs in te lig ti,;r die vcc:10c:,~;de 
bustariewe w~t d.e ein~e vnn lpril in 
werkina; t,ree. ~adio XhC's,, SfH:?c.t ver.11 
'n sleutelrol. 

CTC busm::intskai)P'.' het ondern1;;eiJ nm se= 
kere jeugprojekt•~ ( lnns termyn) te bor~ 
in die lie:; v~n d:.e Jeuej:rnr J.90:i. Bulle 
sal oa vl~e van iie jeuajnnr en~ bnks= 
kryt in Mdnntsan~ versk~f. 

Die busmaat1skapp:.r sc topbestuur j_~ op 
aekoopteerde bas-. s by die l<OH!~C'Ht be I: rek. 

ilEWOLUSIO!lf.UE KL :M/'11\TSMET!NG ( V) 

18. Die meting word nangeb~ed. Die klirant hct 
vanar September 1984 heelwo~ versleg. ~i~ reaul= 
woat sal deurgevoer word na die SSVfi. 

ITEM 7 SEMIN.I\RE lN srn1\':EGIE FOnMULElD:HG 

19. Die datums vir voarmclde word rt~n~ekondi~. 
Lede moet hul departem~ntee~ nominaer vir voor~ 
melde seminare. 

ITeM 8 nIGLYNE VITI JEUG-.rAAn ( V) 

20. Bovermelde rislyne sal noa aan die dc,nrte= 
mente uitgereik word. Dit is eGter ree~a np ~ 
K0MK0M.vergnderinG behnndel en daar sal v~laens 
die ri5lyne beplen word. · 

ITEM 9 STIOTING 1/1\N SUD•-GISA (V) 

~1. Danr het h beh'0efte be.stnan, wnt nolc deur 
iie ssvn identifiseer is, dnt h Sub CIS in Port 

·•1 •• .Uizabeth en Oos-Londen ges-:ic; moet weird. Op 
,})21 Ma:'\rt 1985 is die vo,,rsi: ters verlcies : 
i• •• ,; .. , 
~~ ~;, . a. Port Elizabeth . Lt !fol [I. Snynnn '· :'. , .. ' . 

; .. (SAP(V)) . ._ .. 
;~- i 

b. Oos-•Londen : Drii; nossouw 
. 

' (St,.P(V)) :•. 

!-22. Die GIS sal nog h maandJlik~e gesa~~ntlike 
/.vergadering hou cf meer indien nodig. Oil:!• 
j~Sub GISa sal daagliks veraajer vir solank as 
J~at dit nodig is • 
. ),c .,. 

/EnTTIOULIK 

OjJtreda deur 

Sekretnriaat 

Sek re tr1ri.=i,1 t 

Sekretartaat 
KOMI{OM 

GIS 

390



., . 
r·1.w • • . , Op trede deur 

/~~M' 10 Ai\NVULLENDE ITr. MS 

~ 23, Vrylating van Aan geho~denes. Dcrnrtement Dept Gevannenisse 
Gev~ngenisse verduidelik dRt hull€ nie v~0rnf be= 

.... wus is van h vr·ylating nie. \•lnnneer 'l1 .~;evan~:;enc 
vrygela~t wnrd uit a~nhnud!ns, word hy vol3en~ die 
Wet op Dinnelandse Veilii;he:.ict, ,:i,,n die S,W(V) <hir= 
handig. Volsens Artikel ~O vAn die Veilighaidswet 

• mag geen inligtins ivm ~an;ehnudene na b~ite beskik= 
baar aestel word nie . . 

·· 24. Al gemene SSVR Salce ( Bri 13 Lamr,recht) ( V) 

r. 

,. 

,, 

a. Nasionale vl~k. 

i. 

ii. 

iii. 

Die owerhei~ i~ bckommerd oor die 
situasie in die lan1, 0p ~J Feb 
05 is h vergadering gehnu waar fer= 
mer optrede bepleit is. ~ Tn~k= 
groep is aatgestel om sekere ~spek= 
te te ondcr!oek, ~~ - Cr0ssr0nds. 

ssvn het reeds h aantnl strategie~ 
geskryf wnt goedgekeur i~. Hul is 
nou b~sig met n oorkoepelende strate= 
gie. Di t s~l moontlik •,1 snrnev.:tttins 
van baic var. vo~rmelde ntrnt.egiee 
wees. 

Strategiese k~mmunikasie vind ook 
op nnsionale vlak plaas. 

b. Streeksvlak. 

i. Die vyand· kry baie publisi te it . . 
Daar word misbruik gemaak 7nn cnige 
persoon of ~ rganisasie n~ hul p?li= 
tieke doelstellinca te varwesenlik. 

ii. Die n~w~lusion~re Klimaatsmcting is 
nou deur die GDSa gedoen en h strate= 
gie ~oet saamgestel ~~rd nm die kli= 
ma~t te verteter. 

iii. 

iv. 

Al die terreine moet be~~ilic word. 
Veral die SEMKOM beh~ort ~~er hetrek 
te W()rd. 

Vlakke van ceelname. Di~ v~nnd is 
op alle vlakke verteenwo~rdiJ. Die 
kollektiewe breinkrag moet n, ver= 
skeie vlakke teen die vyand ~ntplo~i 
word. Oie stelsel beh~~rt die swart 
seimeeneknp ~ck betroklce te tcr .. Y~==•::::::==:::-..., 

VEilTROULIK 

ICennisnnme 

cl 
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Vl!:F!TnOUI.IK D 

Optrede deur 

v. 

' 

KOHKOM. Hnudingsver~nderin~ ~c~t 
spesiale aR~dag kry. KnMnunika~ 
siekanale mnet m~ksim~~l ~nt~in 
wnrd. 

25,~ Genl ~an ~ensburG wens die OP GDS nt~rkte t~e 
vir die taak wat hulle verrie in mnei!ike nmstandi8~ 
hede. 

ITEM 11 : ALGEMEEN 

~ -26. Die voorsitter vrn ver~koning d~t die vereade= SASP 
J?rina nie by Slagboom gehou kon word nie ~r,v verhoog-

-~ de onrussituijsie. Hy vr-a dat SASil die uitnodiaing 
•t::1 asseblief op 'n later :st;:idiu11 herh:iol • . , 
r 27. SK . OBS sal Departement $amewerking en Ootwikke:.SK GB~ 
~-ling ! en°QKOR gereeld ingeli~ hnu iv~ die nitunoie 
-:;:- · n hulle gebied. 
,I 

\ _a. Daar is R59, 7 miljoen tegroot vir on tHiklcel ing, OKOR 
~die Ri~e-dorpe ingesluit. Daar is twee knm~nnente 
~1nl ~13,7 miljoen vir die Rive-dorpe en die res vir 
i7.:~normale pr,,Jokte. Die Rive-prt>Jekte ~,ord mot oor= 
~•e•a lan~nse bedryr. Die ender pr~jekte kon ester 
· ~ tekor~ aan rondse ondervin~. Indien belnftes 
· nie realiseer nie, kan daAr reaksie van die mense 

verwag word. Die radikalis~e van swartes in plat: 
telandse dorpe verskil nie v~n die van die stede. 

29. Die voorsitter SK GOS h~rinner lade nnn die Betrokke derartement~ · 
,SK GBS vergaderins wat geh~u sal word n~ 2 ~pril 
1985. 

·30. Die volgende vergaderins vind pla~s ~P ?.3 
Mei 1985 te Hnofkwartier, Konmandement Oostelike 
Provinsie. 

a. 

b. 

Van 09h00 tot 09h30 nal koffie en tee 
beskikbaar wees. 

Die sekretariaat s~l vanaf 09h00 be~ 
skikbaar wees. 

C • Die vergadering sal om 09h30 h Aan~ 
--,,.;---=v~~~"~& neem. 

(BRIG C.P. VAN DER WESTHUIZEN) 
voonsITTER OP OBS 

APRIL 1985. .. ' VERTROULIK 
. ·, 
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-NOTULE VAN OP GES VERGADERING 3/R5 C~HOP ~~ ~OMHANDEMENT 
PROVINSIE HOOFKW~RTIER OP 23 MEI 198G 

l'EF.NWOORDIG 

Brig, .C • P • v :in de r We .!Ith u i z en ( V •;~>rs i t t er l 
Brl.g J. FlnthmA 
Brig G,J. R~ssouw 
Brig S.S. Schr.etler 
Kol J. ,l. Bothl=l 
Kn l G • A. J.a.mon t 
Kapt K.M. WQolley 
Lt Kol _]!!_Snyt11an 
Kmdt ~r;;-du-Plessis 
Lt Kr) l J • Syd,, w 
Maj J. Krynau1.1 
Maj L,F. ·uan der Merwe 
Maj M.C. Vermeulen {SekretRri~) 
Lt O. BArn#lrd 
Lt J.J. Mostert 
Mnr J.S. Bekker 

Mnr tJ. J. Bntha 
Mnr ,LP. v;i r. s. Burr-Dixon 
Mnr J. D. Fourie •,.nr L.M. Fr;:incis 

Mnr J. Gr1lvin 
Mnr C.H.?, ,Jnc,.,bs 
Mnr ,i.A. Y.app 
Mnr ~.W. Merb~ld 
Mnr S.P. N=rnde 
Hnr N.W. o~sthui~en 
Mnr W.J.J. Onsthuizen 
Hnr H.C.c. Schnltz 

Mnr !).S. Smit.h 
Mnr J.-N. s~unas 
Mnr J.M. v~n Ton1er 
Mnr R. Verster 

VER~KONINGS 

Brig C.A. Swart 
Srig A.P. van der Merwe 
Lt Kr,l Neeth'iing 
MAj F.M.C. P~t~ieter 
Mnr J.C. Greyling 
Mnr D.J. H~ttingh 
Mnr L. Kl"lch 
Mnr G.D. Engelbrecht 
Mnr G.P. Reyn~lds 
Mnr C.M. Scho~mbee 
Mnr T.E. Cl~as~n 

Mnr A.f. VorstP.r 
Mnr J.L.! v~'leln•.1 
J:•r J. IL Krynauw 

v::nTROUL!!< 

SI\ W 
D~ot Ge~~n~enisse 
SAP(VJ o~s-Lond~n 
SAP Q(')s-L,"lnden 
~ASP 
S.l\w (SAGD) 
SAW (SAV) 
SAP ( V-) 
S,\W 
$ASP Ons-t,">nden 
Dept Cevanaenis~~ 
SAP(V) o~s-L~nde~ 
SAW 
SASP(V) 
SASP(V) o~s-L~nden 
Deot Openbare Werke en 
Grnn.dsl'lke 
DFpt St;P.tkundiAe Ontwikk~lir.; 
KPA P~rt ~liz~bath 
Sportbev~rderin~ 
Dept Omgewine ~Ak~ 
Direktnr~~t B•~~e5e 
l•I~ si"'nci le ln ttl l j t;e:n s iedien:: 
tJE:pt Ver·\'tH;r 
Dept Fin;a:,sies 
~ept Onderwy, ~ npleidjn~ 
O:<OR 
SA Vervoerdienst~ 
OKOR 
Oept s~mewerking & Ontwik= 
keling 
Dept ~uitel~ndsc Sake 
Deut Handel & Nywerheid 
Dept Buitelan1ss s~ke (OLJ 
SAUK 

SAP 
~AP 
SASP(V) 
SASF(V) Oos-L~n1~r, 
Dept M;\nnekr=.fr. 
Dept Onderwys en Kultuur 
OKOR 
SA Verv~erdiP.n~te 
Dept SR.!"lewerking & OntwikJce:a.ir 
N~:Ji"Jnale Intall i~ensiediens 
N~sinn~le Intelligensiedien: 
- Grah;i:nst.:1d 
r.ept P~s en Telek~~ 
DP.pt Landb,•,u 
Dept Ges~ndheld €n ijelsyn 

GR Le, 
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INLEIDING 

ITEM 1 

VERTROlJL:rK 

oPgNING EN VERWELKOMINn 

, . Oie vera~derin~ word deur skriflesins en gebed 
~c.'1pen. 

2. Die vnorsitter heet nlle lede WC':lk,,c::, h 
Spesiale woord van welkom n~n die v~l~ende pers"ne 

~. Brig G.J. Rossnuw • SAP(Vl 

b. Moj J, Krynauw - Dept Gev~ngnisse. 

BESPRF.:KING 

ITEH :! VORIQE NOTULE(V) 

J. Die n~tule van OP OBS verg~dering 2/S~ word 
Jevestig en aanvaar. 

ITEM 3 PUNTE VOORTSPRUITEND 

4. Jeugjaar. Sien KOMKOM-versla~. 

S. Aans ele~nthede t~v die besnek v"n die 
v~orsjtter van KommissJe vir Sa~rwerkin~ ~n ~~t= 
wikkelin g . 

3. 

b. 

ITEM 4 

6 • 

a. 

Enige vrae wat na mnr Tempel deur~evoer 
moet word, moet np skrif gestal u~rd en 
die sekret~ria~t nie later ~s ~~ ~ucie 
1Q85 bereik 11ie. 

Mnr H.C.C. Sch,.,ltz verduideli!< 1!~er-eens 
~nn die verg~rlering u~tter sp~ktruA mnr 
Tempel dek, rya w~t beplan word snver 
konsolidasie betref t~v gebi~~c ~~naren= 
send a~n die OP OBS 3ebied. 

VE!LIGIJEIDSOORSIG CV) 

Skol£bnikt")t. 7otAle of gedeelt~like 
sk~nlhnikntte kom t~ns b~ die v~!J~n= 
de plekke vo0r 

i. Pt")rt F.:li.:abeth 
f'crt Beaufc:-t 
r.r.,hnms t;\d 
Pr.rt Alfred 
Kirkw!'.'lod 
c--,,khriuse 
Eedf'>rd 
Cr9dl)Ck 

VER TROUI .. ! !{ 

Optrcde deur 

Kape l::\ ::n 

Vn,;rsitter 

Lede 

!<OMK0!-1 

Sekretr1rinnt 
Dept Samewer~in4 
en Ontwikkelin~~ 

SAP(\'} 
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V':ilTROtP. Ti< 

b. Te Pnrt Eliz~beth is daAr reeds c~rRefiaRn 
tot die v~rkiesing v~n ~ "Pnrt FJ1z~beth -
Student C"rn~ittee" (PESCO) bestuur. Hier= 
die arganis~sie is verteenwonrdigend van 
~lle Sw~rt skole in Port Eliz~beth en 1s 

c. 

gesknei op COSAS ~e beleid. P~SCO sal 
COSAf se funk9ies grnntliks n"rneen weens 
taktiese r~d~s. Oa~r heers tans n ver= 
bod np COSAS verg~derings in die Oos-K~ap 
en PESCO se fcrmele 10.-,dsina i~ •};·,; hierdie 
rede verha~s. Dit wnrd vo':'.'rsien dat die. 
skolebnikot in P~rt Eliz~beth nn~ ~ ~an= 
sienlike tydpcrk ~~l duur, in elk gev3l 
totdat ~and~R a~n die sk"liere se eriewe 
geskenk ward. Die v~lGende griewe ei~e 
is deur die PESCO bestuur geirjenti~iseer 

1. Die instelling v~n SRC 1 3 s~~: ?~ar= 
gestel deur COSAS. 

ii. ·cr~tis handb~eke. 

( 1 ) Hr,l r:jknle_ 

(2J Pri~~re sk?lc 

i. V • !) i e s t :-~ I~ i n,; VA n V j !< t i lii i ~ ::: s i. C: :. ~~ F. n 
leerlin~~ deur ~nderwys~r~. 

v. Ont~la~ v~n ~nderwysers ~~t dirik 
or' i:--nir·-k b~trnkke is b:• en:r.:-.: ak= 
ti·.rii.•~jte v:.n die SAl.Z (t•·; 1\·.·.-,:.•·•nc!t'l­
lede). 

vi . Die- Cl r: t !:·ind in g v :'in .'l 11 e ::: i:- 5 V· ~ n de 
~ · er/ .. k •i ,, l k omit e es . 

Vli. 

., ii j • 

ix. 

Staking van intimid:tsie v:!n :.::i;dente= 
leiers d,.rnr die Veili5h,;:i•1~t,~~,. 

O:ittri::kLin~ v:in die S.O.W •rit: ,,i€ Swart= 
wc-nngebied. 

Die saak van Openbare Ceweld teen 9 
COSAS lede m~et teruggetrek Yird. 

D~ar is besluit dat prnminente COSAS-lede, 
weens taktiese redes~ a~nvankl1k b l~e pro~ 
fiel ~p die PESCO-be3tuur s~l h~nnh~~r. 
Din ledigheid en screelde gr~c~v~r~ing wat 
gepaardgaan met die' skolet:i.:,ikot., drn by 
tnt die skeppine v~n h 1esp~nne klim3at. 
Die leerlinse h~u d~~~liks in~nru~le 
same sprelc 1 nr..c:: np die sk :,•i_lt;r~n,; e ~ \ 

~ 
\JERTROULI i' 
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d • 

' .. . . ... . 
~ ·• ' . ., .. . .. . 

Soos in die verlede, wnrd dit verw~s dAt 
die huidige gricwe en eise r:'l;anr net v•·•"lrt;;: 
durend vervant s11 word deur byko~e~de 
eise en griewe. 

e. PESCO is bloat ~~sti~ nm ver1acterinz~ oo~rt 
te sit in die lia vnn die verh~d op CO~AS. 
Besluit is deur PESCO gencem dn die Mini:;ter van 
Onderw.,s voc-r 16 Junie 1ga5 standpunt orir• SRC 's 
moet verneem vn~rdnt boikot ~flelns w~rd. 
Verwagting is dat die bnikDt nie v~njBar• 
11pcehe f S::l l w,"'rd ni e. 

f. Uitenhage. Pnrents Cnromittee Vereadering 
te Uiten~ace op 22 Mei lY85. r.esluite : 

i. 

ii. 

iii. 

iv. 

Leerlinge kla hulle het nie celd vir 
boeke nie. Knmitee verwerp dit. 

Knmitee ontmoet COSAS np Vrudn~ 
24 Mei 1985 met die versoe~ dnt die 
bnikot n!gelas mnet word. 

Die knmitec sal a~n die ouers terue= 
rapp~rteer in-~w~n~buhl~ st~~iuA, 

h Arv~,rdiein~ v~n vi€r ~~rrl n~ die 
S /1. P g es: u u r ri i:i t e i: l ~ i t v j ,. di E: 

vr:-rl•?. tin~ van Si th,~t?. i.:~, ,.,,.·re! 
~~ngehl"\U nnde~ artikel 50, 

7. Arbeid~vlAk. By ~ir~wn~d Sit~u~ ~~~pir~sie is 
-alles weer n•·1rmaal sedert 20 Mei 1935. ~v die Her= 
~it~ge K~~per~sie te Addo is s~mesprekin~~ ~et di~ 
bestuur eevoer np 22 Mei 19ES. h ~erho~~de lconeis 
van 100% is ~estel. Onderhnr.delings ouur steeds 
VQOrt ~P 23 ~ei 1985. 

8. Be gr=iifnisse. Die pflrsnne ( sl::ir;l-,ff"ers v~·n l"\n= 
luste ) wi:,rd t'P Vryd'!{! 24 Mei l 9i'~5 tc:; KW':'.n'"•bu',le 
bearawe. 

a. Die ~fgelope twee we~e ~~t die rJkus ~rn~t= 
liks verskuif v~naf owerheids-geriG~e "P= 
trede nan faksie-stryd tusser. AZAPO en UDF 
~eaffilie~rde craanis~sie. Hierdie twee 
gr~epe het aanv~lle geloods op di~ pers~on 
en eiend~m vnn teenst~nc!ers v~n di~ onder: 
skeie nrganis~sies. UDF-oraanislsies 
het n wagstelsel by pr~minente ~r.~sdraers 
se huisi! ingestel en is gev0l~ dcur AiAPO. 
Or~~nisnsies snos PtBCO, PKYCO ~n fOSAS 
het van huis r~t huis gae~~n ~~ p~rs~nc 
op Le k::-!'lr.'l?ndecr vii"' hie:·die ~•-i,":~ienste. 

.{b 
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.. 

.. 

" 

b, 

c. 

In een gevnl is 65 .1eudi«es it';"'r'rc::-tee:r 
a::.1n huis van Siphl'l Ha.she, be~1.u11rslid 
van PEDCO. Die ~rrest~sie het ~CVOlR 
n~ h aanval np h pnlisievaertui~ v~nuit 
uie perseel. f'etr-,lb!"mI'le is n,1': eip cie 
perseel gevind. ~ SaRk v~n Oµenbnr~ 
geweld wnrd nndersnek. Oi~ v~rdnntes 
v~er n~n d~t hulle wandiens verri~ ~et 
uit vrces teen ~anv~lle dcur ft~APO . 

In~ nnder gev~l is h knmbi vnl 1eu~= 
diges anc~etref wanr hullc n, hewerin3 
np pad wns r:m die huis van 'n 1\7.~?0 ~n~: 
dersteuner ~nn t@ val. Petrnlb,~.~€ 
is in hulle besit gevind. Dit wi! 
vaorkom ~sor ene Dlali in bevel v~n die 
groep wAs. Hy dien np die uitvnerende 
bestuur vBn PEYCO en het in die 1erled~ 
talle besoeke ~an Lesath~ gebrln~. 

d, Hy word t~ns ina~vnlge Art 29 a~n~~~nu, 
Hy nntken d3t PEYCO ~f enige ~r.dsr ~r~ 
g~nisasie ver~ntw~~rdelik is ~ir die 
nnluste. Die nndersoek duu~ v~nrt. 

e. Met die onHervrngin~ v~n t~ll~ ~c~rres= 
teerdes h!fk die vnlgende 

i. Die j~u&di;es ~pereer wcl in ~t~r= 
san1se£rde groep~> bynn n~ ~ benrle: 
st.els~l. · 

ii. Hulle Natken die betr"1dte11h€i:l V:i!n 

eni;e or~~nis~sie. !n ~n~cJe rre= 
v~lle word beweer dAt ~~rlr~qte vqn 
pr~minent£ bestuursl~de v~n r~~CO 
e n ? F. Y CO .-, n t v ;:i ns i s • ll :!. c r rJi e:: b e = 
werin~s k~n e~ter nic Rek~~11riseer 
w,,rd nle en is gev•:!r,l. U: ,,r:.n ·•,in 
wa:1rde. In t.er.siewe r.11de rv r~t:i nr. 
duur v,J-,rt. 

r. Die kri!'lin1?le ele111F:nt m,,et w-?err--i:-r.s in 
~g ceneem w~rd. Die chn,s w1t s~~s 
6edure:ide die "lnrussit1rnsi'Z'. hecre; ~,.-irr.t 
deur misd~digers en bende~ gebruik Qm 
hulle m~tiewe te vcrbl~e~. Rierdie 
teit is deur nndervr~gins bevestiG ■ 

g. AZAPO en die UDi=' het die nr~clr,-,e :,:.~= 
week np n ~elodramatiesP. wyse v~~~e ge= 
mAtik, iM-,r s~:rnninr; tussen die t.\;ee ir~epe 
lad reeds weer op. Op 1905-aJ; .. 15 het. 
d 1 e Trans p,:,r t I'! nd All i.ed ~~nrl:cr s !In i ?n 
CTAWU) ~lle U~F-~e~ffilicirdc ~r3~r.isn: 

- sies en vAkb~nde by~ek~~r ~~r~ep n1 ~~n= 
leidin~ vnn kl3gtes deur bus~estuJrners. 

,/~t\ 

\1F.!l!'ROllLI:< -~~ 
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AZAPO en FOSi\TU Wc\S !_"1::;k :~en<'t::i :l'"l:'\Y, j_~ 

gevr~ om die vergadcring te verl~~t n~~ 
dat ' die P£BCO afgevRardigdes beswr~r 
aanGeteken het. Op hierdi~ vern~deri~g 
is besluit rt~t bu3se nie rneer die sw~rl= 
wonngebied sal binn11,g~r1r. nie. Dn:\r w-:1rd 
onder Andere btswnAr ge~~~k tc~n p0lisie= 
teenw~nrdiGheid w~ar hulle svms be~elei: 
dingsdienste dnen. v,11edisc inli~tina 
word n~g ingewin. 

h. FOSATU en UOF Samespr~~i~gs. 

i. 

j . 

k. 

i. FOSATU en UD~ het oo 19B~-05-~1 ~m 
19h00 by FOSATU kant~re, Anco~ nc~ 
bou vergader. Die doel v~n die 
verg~dering was om te pooz o~ die 
kcnflik wat tussen die twee or~nni= 
s:1sies best:-\~n, uit die WE'£; te 1•uim, 
~sonk am die ~nrussituAsie ~nt in die 

. swortwoongebiede heers tt:'! norn.-~liseer. 

ii. FDSATU bet 'n beroep op tJJ)~ c;ed,-,.c::n n:n 
met hulle v~lgelinGe te pr~~t sndnt 
hulle n einde k~n brins ~~n die ~n= 
luste en toe be sien d~t UD~ lede 
a~n seen geweldpl~sina dezlneem 
nie. UDF pnet nok P~"S ~, die 
busdienstc in die sw~rtwo~n~~hiedc 
te no,·m~liseer. UDF' l",at P'O~!'.:tu 
die vers~kering sesee d~t hulle 
alles in di~ stryd s~l w~rn n~ die 
nnluste te pr~b~er ~plos ~n n~ 
die busdienste te n,rm~liseer. 
Opmerkinc: f'~s,,-riJ i:3 ni~ hv !JD::" 
illil"'Ieei•-nie. 'J-,'.'rm~ Id e f,."">en.-.:: 
derine i~ k~nmc~w~k~end. 

AZAPO. Inligting dat ti nRsi~nnle ~on; 
ires die k~mende nnweek te PE n~~~u ~~nn 
word. Pt~~ en tyct n"S "nhikuntl. 

Algemeen. Di t wil vor.-r!~c-m ns~f c; i c UDF ;;l 
hoe meer bel3n;stellin g in di e o!~ttP, l~n~ 
toon. h V~ertui is nau ~an ~ 
gebruik deur Matthew . ,, 5 _ 

~r~aniseerder - UDF l 3odat hy n p h mee r 
~reelde gr-n.ndslag kan sknk el met f'j l.i= 
aal C'lrganisnsies te S~Mer•s et .• o.-,s , <>~1,lc = 
hl'"luse = Bet· ·'ord e os . 

Behnlwe vir die spnradiese v~~rvnll~ wRt 
vo~rgek~~ het tussen AZftPO en UD~ nnnhang= 
ers, wil dit vn~rknra asnr dRar h qfpl~tting 
in die ~nrussitu~sie is. 

?, 
vr.:n'i'ROUL1f( 

.,, 
~~ .. \ 

-
I 
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I 

I 
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10, Grensgebied. 

a.. Boik,~tte:. 

i. Ro~ivl~i~ w~r~ ge~oiko:. DiL hct 
b a~nv~n6 geneem nod~t ~t~t~r~ by 
die ~hnt~ir ~fgedank is. 

ii. UDF kondi& ~ b~ik~t t€cn rtie k,t= 
r:".nt Di~r:Jtch r::\n. !h•l rr.dF.: is 
dat voor~eld~ k~er~nt nit ~en~es 
publisitcd t ver~k:if :iari !11)~ snke 
rti e. 

b, Bu$taricfverh~~ings i~ nnn3ek~ndi3 en 
sonder pr~bleme annv~~r. 

c. Drie-en-de~tis persDne het in ~~SQtho 
annsnex. gedr~en vir ;?.siel. Hull{' ze 
hull~ is ANC lerle. 

d. Kennis word geneem v~c dnturns u~irop 
ANC ~k~ies be~l~n ~~ 25 Hei - Afric~n 
HRti~nal n~y ,s Junie• SAK? is Yerb~n 
- S"wetod::.g. 

~- v~nrmelde d~~~rte~ent bcvcal ~~~ 
d~t pr~-akti~we optred~s in pl~tt~~ 
lrndse ~ebiede rnnet pl~~svind. 

b. Die v~orsitter melc d~t s~dnnir;e 
~ksies r~ede ~lq~svind. 

ITEM 5 

12. P~rt Eli~Rbeth. 

n • h ,". r t i k e l i :, :!. n !J 1 ·:.'lo ( n e 1 l ;I fl ~ ) r; t: :-: 
publis~sr -,.::, 11~e Herl~in.~ ~n ,1ie 
noods~2kl~kheid vnn b pla,sli~~ ~~~ 
s tu u r ,: it- e t 11 t e: s j t . n i. t s l ~-~ i 1~ ·,, 

~kenc! tiese \'"•:·•r~tel l in~ ,G.J:l verrl1•idP.-: 
like:nde n~tns onder nH die vnl3~nd€ 
c,pskrifte in. 

ii. ·1 The t.·,~••n counc .LJ J ,,r dni:1~· ·, 
th:.:ikle$s J'1t;.'.:. 

111. ''Why d . ..,e.~ n t -,wn 
Co11r.r. j 1? t: 

Opt.re:de deur 
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b. Da~r word beo~s nm bogennemde in pamflet~ 
v,:,rru nA elke Xhr.,s?\-sprekende i:nninn in 
Ka~pland te versprei. Die bulp v~n 
Dep3rtem~nt Onderwyo en Opleidinn is ge: 
vra cm die inhnud v~n die nrtikel in 
UHSO by die skole ~s deel VAn burserlcer 
te behnndel ::Md:\t leerli:'lce ~:eer . .,,~, hul 
beurt die pamflet ~~n hul nuers ~,n ver= 
duidelik. 

c. Jeuf.aksies. Die V1)li:;ende bl-'ln!~~ .i•::U,'3flrc= 
jekte is/word deur die Direkt~r~at • 
Kultuurs~ke vcn die Departement v~n Onder= 
wys en Kultu~r in medewerkin~ ~et ~rg~ni= 
sasies ~~ng~bied gedurende die tydpcrk 
12 April tot 14 Junie 1985, 

1. 12-14 April - 'n V,:,.;rtrckJ:ear K◊l!lm~rndoknmp is ;innBebi~d 
vi r AO !'enl~t:1p pe /Dr':\w\1ert j;. es /Verkenni?rs 
van die ~t~~aaknmma Vcortrekk~r K~mn~nd~ 
b~: di~ Hu'i!e~iM"C Kampterrein. 

ii. 1~, 1e, 19 Apr - n L~nd~di~nsnnweekkaMp is ~~n~ebied cet 
80 L'iersl:"lr.11 ee rl in,:;e vnn T,:~~rsko 11 
Sw~rtk,~srivier by die Zuurb€r~~n~pter­
r~in te i1rld ;> :n~t die ~ern;-~ :·!)uitelur;...: 
npv·~e•:ti n~~;. 

iii. 

iv. 

v. 

vi. 

vii. 

Viii. 

23-27 !q,ril 

26-28 1\r,ril 

3-5 Mei 

3-i1 Mei 

22-24 Mei 

- 'n Kuns1:cct:;':ryd te P:,rt r.~ 1·~.1heth w."l,r· 
by 700 learljnRe betrek i~, is ~An~ebie~ 
deut• dil." r.~ ,1\frikaanse ~~en~:,~ dstrytl:; 
vereni;,ili~. 

- ~ L~n~s~irnsn~weekk~mp met 80 lijersknol~ 
leerlin~i vnn 5 L~erskrle vnn PE en 
Uit€n~~~e is ~~nrebied by 1ie Eer~tcri~ 
vierk~~rterrein te Hum~nsd~rp met diR 
tern:-t, ·;,, .... sb-:11.1 1; 

- ,1 L,'"':.lidsdit•nsn-1weekst~pt0,;. is ~=1ngebied 
met ~o h~lrs~~nlleerling~ v~n Hn~rsk~ol 
Mc T.-1c'.)l ,"\n in die Ts i tsik;:im;1~ 5,-.swanc!eJ. ~ 
p~d ~et dic te~~, "Aew~ndel en Bewaerc. 

- Die Sn!ter7 Cup One Act Plny Fe~tival 
tE: P,,rt f::.i<?:abeth met PP.l!,\DS die a~n:.: 
b{edend~ cr~rnisasie wa~rby 790 skocl= 
gn,nde en n~sk~olse jeu~ b~trek is, is 
:1:1r.r,ebied. 

- h L~ndsdienannweekkamp wnrct aAngebied 
vir ~O l~crskaolleerlinn~ vRn Laer$k~n\ 
MAre~RR by die Zuurber~ke~pterrein met 
die ter.i: :tl}a tuurbewarine ., . 

30 Mei - 2 Jun - ~ L~~rlsdiensnoweekkamp wnrd nanscbi~~ 
vir ~O h~~rsk~olleerlinae vcn ffo~rsko~l 
David J~~, v~n L~dy Grev bv die c.c. 
i:1n :i sst:·n:s L:, nd sci ens t er~ e i ;, t e 0'"'s-J ... ~ ,~c,..-,., p 
~et rti~ t~n~, dN~tuurlawe ter l~nd en U\ 
see;·. 

Le 

400



1x . 8 Junie >t.n: ~-•::;~cl< '""he hu:n~n tr•i,ed:; ,.,, dru)~ 
cbusc:· u.-rd te P-:-rt F-li~nbeth in roedc:: 
wcrkina met SANCA ~~ngebicd en danr 
w~rd be~~g o~ 100 n~skaol~e jeugdi~es 
te betrtlc. 

x. 12 - 14 Junie - ·'n Prnie!,, :·1uhli~teek Je•Jgrees 1995 11 

w~rd in nedewerking met Friend~ ~r thP. 
E~st Lnndcn Libr~ry tE Oos-Londen ~,n= 
G~bied en dnnr w~rd verw~c n~ 750 sk~~1~ 
ga~nde- en_n~sko~lse jeu~dines by dii 
prr.jek te betrek. 

d. Oa~r 1s gcrapporteer da~ h nei~ine tnt weG= 
beweging van SACOS duidel ilc tn:\rneE-rnbr\~r 
is by veral kleurlinsspnrt. 

e.• · Spnrtbedrywighede van swartcs wcrd Gestrem -
R~dio Xhosa se Ru;byweek is bv nrsel3s. 

r. Radi~ Xhosa in s~mewcrk1ng ~et Oepirtement 
On~erwys en Opleidir.g reil k~~r~~mpcti~ies. 
Eerste raise - kC\mp'onist.ek.,~i'~tisie 
Twee de fase ~- kr-,t'.lrk,"mpe tisie. 

13. ~CMKOM-Gren~. 

~. ZOMKOM vers~ek die CTC Bus~n~ts~~PPY nm 
die verh.,iin~ in bust~rie~e uit te stel 
na Meidagvicringe en b~v~·l die tydperk 
na 6 Hei aar. w3t ook sry a~nv,~r is. 

c. 

. . . 

1. Die CTC Busmnnts~nppy s~cnt 9250 
vir die ~aak v~n die vn~ndrl~ met die 
Jeugj~nrembleem dPRr~p vir sk~nking 
li:ln die twee kring~ (Ond~?···•:,·s en Op= 
leidin~) Oos-Lnnden en nur~nstrywn, 
asnok a,n die Kleurlin~sk~le in Ons­
Lnnden. 

ii. Dit word cnk bepl~n om 500 ln?el~ 
knopies met die Jeu~j~~rc~blee~ te 
laat m~Rk e~ A~n uit3es~ckte spnrt 
persoonlikhc~e te skenk. 

n Welwillendheidsd~g gerig ~P ~etcr verhou= 
d1nge.tu$sen alle v~lksgrnepe is ~P 1 Mei 
in Queenstown ae st~ds~~l op uit~~diging van 
die StadsrAad van Oucenst~wn ft!n~&bied. 
Doodsksppe van Welwillendhetd is dcur ver= 
skeie leiers van die pla~slike ~eneenskap= 
pe v~r.rgedra en is wye publisiteit ~p TV 2 

Radi? Xh~s~ hieraan verleen. 

Yttn .. kou .... ,. 
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d. h Welwillendheidsd~S is np kle1ner s~~3l 
o~k in O~s-Londen van st~pel ~estuur ~P 
7 Mei, getnisieer deur Groep~ in O~s­
Londen. G~eie publisiteit is ~~rleen 
in die Daily Disp~tch en het die v~0r= 
sitter se bo~dsk~p (U/S v~n OP GO~) tnt 
in die hnofartikel van di~ kcer~nt is 
positiewe weerklnnk gevind. 

e. Samesprekings is reeds met die Bur~e= 
meester v~n Ons-Londen ~evo€r met die oo~ 
op h Welwillendheidsdag vir die stnd en 
terugvoering is bel~wen1. 

t. h Welwillendheidsd~g wnrd nrk op CAth: 
cart geh~u op 28 Mei np uitnndi~inG van 
die betrnkke stadsrnad. 

g. Juni~r Gemeensk~~srA~d : Ons-~0~dcn. 
Aanvoerwerk in die verb~nd het reeds ver 
gevorder en is :net die Gemecnsl:n!')srnnd 
se aAnvoerwerk, reeds 'n 11 t·Jnr!rnh 0·,p ;• .;evnrm 
wnt k~nstruktiewe samesprekinGe in die 
verb~nd ~P ?.9 ~pril kar. v~er, V~rdere 
terugvnering vAn dle Gemecns~~p:r~~d word 
afgewas. Die S t'ldsrr1 '.'\d •rnn · 0'."l::;,-! .~,nden 
het hier 1~11e s~m€werking bel- ~ r en snl 
k~nale na die Junior St,dsr~td in die ver= 
band vasstel, 

h. 'n Jeur;trJer v?ln Bl~"lke ht,~rsk:--cJ.lf.erli:-i~e 
(Queens Girls High) na Cis~ei vind rp 
28 Mei pla~s in v,Jle s~Rewertin~ ~et die 
Ciskeise dept van Buitel~ndse s,~e. Dit 
is die eerste poging in die verb~nd en 
is soei e publisi t.ei tsd ell.:kin.:; reeds . bel·">C· r. 

i. Die .1 fl -~•.,P v::in twee sw.'.'\rt .ii:•Jr-;tc ere deur 
HAdic Xh~sa gerefl n~ onders~ei~clik 
Transkei en Ciskei het sukse5v~l ~r~e= 
lnnp ge~urende die tpril sk~olv~k~nsie. 

j. Daar w~rd tans gewerk ~nn h kurcus in 
PrQt~k"l ~n Diplnm~sle vir 5"~rt Geo~en= 
skApslede in die Grensgebied in s~mewer= 
king met die Ontwikkelingsr~nd. 

k. 'n CieslaRgde netbalkursus vir bel=rn,3stel= 
lendes uit alle bevolkingssr~epe t~t ein= 
de ~pril in O~s-L~nden plaas~evind ~erhi= 
sieer deur die ~fdelin~ Sportbev ❖rdering 

in samewerking met KOMKOM (Grens!¥ 

,o 

Optrede deur 

/G 

G~ 
lei 
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l. 

Cl• 

ITEM 6 

h Geslnagd£ semin~~r b~treffendc die 
Bevolkings Ontwikk~lini~ Pr~cra~ j~ ~P 
23 Ai)ril in s~mewerl<i11g ::rct die l)ep~re 
tement Gesondheid en Wcl~yn in Ons-Lnn= 
den gehr,u .:-1~ n•·1e; 'n :::Ltv.!.r.•eis1;l '":.?n !<OMc 
KGM b':'pl~i-,r.i?1.S, 

In samewerking met die St~dsr~~d v~n O0s­
Lt;"1riden en c!ie Ons-Lnnden Sk,:\kelko11i t.ee 
waarop ~~k snke bel~n~c verteenwoordi~ 
is, word t~ns gewerk n~n h Rksiepl~n 0m 
die disinvest~ringspr~~ram in die VSA 
teen SA ~aen te werk. Versk~ie idces 
en vonrstelle dien tans ter n0rw~Rine 
en sRl np 28 Mei by die ~nAn1elikse 
vergadering, ter sprake ~nm. nit w~rd 
beoog ~m ~mlir.sende curpe hierby te be= 
trek as n ~ksie knmende van ctie rirens= 
gebicd ns s~heel. 

SEMKOM--VERSLAG ( V) 

14. Dnc1r is twee verfSnrler-ins;s geh~:-u ,,ndt?r,'.l',,~J.delik 
op 10 April 1gq~ en~ ttei 1;.~~- Versl<:.:i~ i:\,~r1bcve= 
lings is E;l.!1111:!':lk. 

·l • Swart Pl~~nli~P nwerhede. Di~ nv~rhcid 
m ".'I et h be l cd d ·~ ::i ;'I :. ~ t.. i d i n e!; r.. P. r. -.,. ·u, : • , ... ~ u i i: 

S w a r t P l =i ·;,. 3 l i : : ::- 0 ~. e r h .;1 d e 1 n ~ t "· ·, t, .1 t~ s t e 1 
rn,et w~rd ~m ~~,rt t~ a~~n nee n~~~~~Ak= 
like clie~,.~t.~ P.n pligte n::.df.lt ,Ji~ c-hn en 
SAP ::-nt 1,rcl· het. Dn.nr ~t"lrd -.... :,; :;.~1 r.t1evee:l 
d-:it .-,o:- 1

.,·· •• ~:f;5r,~;s1-;."pit:-::1 l .:•.,n h1.:ll1:: r.eski'<= 
b~~r ~~~t~: w0,d. JiE vers~~~e i~ nn die 
SS\FR deuri,;~•, .. 1i;.r. 

b. Vak~nte sw,rt P13a~lik~ nwe~~ede. ~~HXOM 
r,i;"i'-~~;;·i; ;-,..7· ,. ..1n t. .,,-· ,.:Q':=,TEZ"c -;·~~~~ ;:i ~ t r.1 w,"> r 
t:>:i 'b~s1u1t~ te ::c-:r-, w"."t ver:;.-,i;,nl:,'1··r is n:et 
die w-;t~cwin!;;, ;;,,.·\I is c~t;.er be:.i.ui.t nm 
~dn:iniat,•at'.>r::. -1:.r. tc :;tel in ~.ir.;~eJ.ihle .. 
Cradock P.:i :::!".r,n'.:uhle L!i tenh.--.;:··. 

c. Hers tel ·v;,.n Op~nb-,re Gchr,~e. '!):i.·H• is 'n 

d. 

e. 

v e r s o e k d e u r ;-:.; e v 7. 7: i :- n :l. r! i e S:; '.f :1 t ,.., v e i:: n = 
v~rmige beleid vir di~ herstel en herbou 
van openb~re Rebnue. 

Gesprekv-1ering £2.£1 i OJ!l inl:l~tini; 
oor te dr~ en h bete~ verstAn1~~urling np 
te bnu tuasen b~v~lkin~sgrnep~. snAK 
sal ge3prckvr~ring k~ijrdineer. 

Aanbeve!j_n ~~-:~_s.!_e KOMKOM. 

1. Heer prcgramrue b,h~~rt "P :v ann= 
6ebied te w~rd wn~rin 1~~r ~e~,rek: 
voerinc pl~~svind ~nr ~~ke ~~t 
Sill\ rt C:; ·r::-:-?". k. 

1/ERTFnHiLIK 

, . 
• I 

Optreda c!eur 

SOAV. 

KOMKOM 

(f-

Cf 
LC 
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.. 

• 

f. 

h. 

i. 

j. 

ii. 

\'FRTROtlf, J.' ' ' 

0 i c med i ri '.I\ ·-et r.;, en; 1 er , : - r ti vi r die 
~ktiverin~ v~n hoop ;~~,r~~ ~~ 
m~ninr,~k•"'l lnr.i. 

iii. D3nr i1a h btr"eP ged"ll~'' ···-c "'"-e de: 
o~rt.,.-nente en inst:\n.~ies · , ... ~: .. ·ter 
staun n~n Dep,rteme~t ~~icc:"'ndse 
S~k~ te gee t~v hul k~er~ntiie UMSO. 

iv. Seninr politici mnet ~€nnd~r w~r~ 
"m S;l!llesprekings te Vi"iE"r -:.1rt c;w-:irt 
Pl~nsl1kc Owerhede. Dit 5~1 ~~n 
l~a~genne~de gcleentheid v~rsk~f 
om hul pr~bleme ~Ph~~ ~l~~ te 
bespreek. 

Knntak wor~ steeds behou met ~~~rt 
stadsre~dslede w;~t bedAnk het ~.hv 
ALBOHAK,,. 

Meer sespr~kskanRle m~et geske~ ~rrd 
tussen die ,werheid en di! ~~nrt ~e= 
meer:sk~p. Dep-"lr temen t S!Jme•:e::r!<: in;:~ 
en OKOR s~l die inisi::itief nc.~~~; ·.;;1 

eemeenek~pp~ t@ identifisftcr. 

OpV:'l)(?'i'!.kSi'!S is deur SEHK~H.l l:-,:~ ... -
d1neer en <;;eOJ"ni t~r n!l notrt?d,,: . ...-. 
deur veil is;he iC:;.;m:-.gte. !lrir;; \ .ti 
serint-"s~ksies vind plarts 'r :!'~;-".n~.: 
buhle en Lang:\ t~ Ui tenh~1;c, :~"rt 
Be~uf~rt en ~del~ide. 

h Streek~~ksie"r~ep is deur ~ic 
minister Vl"\n ~:\mew,z-rki:1(!. Or1t.•.!il{:­
keling en OndArvy~ in di~ le~~ ~~: 
rcep. Hul ~:11 :!is die verl~n~stuk 
van SEMKON optree. 

Ui tenhR ge r-,nds. Die starls::J.F.:r\~ 
vnn Uitenh~~e, ~nr B~rry Er~s~u~, 
is aek,,nt::k iv111 VQ·"lrr:el,1c f•mcl:::. 
Fandse s~l ~an welsynsorg,nin~si~s 
beskikbaar gestel wr1rd r.:-:. bu).p te: 
verleen n~v ~nlu~te. Ei~e ~,n 
nie by hul ir.~edien w-:-rd nie. 

k. Presidentsfnnds. D~ar is ~£t ~nr 
M,•;uton gesk;;kel. D!lar is bcol\;it 
dat onlus~ev~ile wel aanvnai sn? 
wnrd 3S d~de v~n terrorism£. -D~~r 
sal dus n?rwegins ges~enk wnrd ~~n 
eise. Die SAP word eers ger~~rl~ 
pl•GE& v..,r,rdl'l t. 'n be.slui t gEl.1£~:a 
word tnv VE:r~r-edins. Mnr s~:·1•~J.t°' 
sal mnr Mnutnn sk4ket ~~ v~3 te 
stel ~oe b~vernclde situ~si~ n•n 

- die publiek bckend ~estel GD,n wrrd. 

<~ ~F.R!ROll~X7 

I 

I _. I 

or.on 
Al-~OiJJ'\i{A 

12 

D&pt s~mewP.rkinr, 
en Ontwikkelin~ 
DK!)R 

rept S~Mewerking 
en iJnt.;1ikkelinr, 

C 
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·1 

I TF.M 7 SKOLESITU~Srf. {V) 

15. Gereelde samesprekin~s word ~ch~u bv s~~le wa~r 
probleme v"nrk~n. v~rderinG wnrd by z~~~i~~ pl~t= 
telandse ple~k~ geo~~k. w~~r sk~ols~b~ue ~~~ehrand 
is, w~rd h pelet~n stels~l s~bruik om le~~linJe te 
akkomc.deer. 

16. By Lingelihle te Cradt>ck is v""n dte !tl:sse 
r,pgeskcrt. D1'l,'1r w~rd n-::-g steeds p;eeis d::t Etit thew 
G..,niwE: en Fort C,:1l~ta 111r-et herannr;est~l 1•~rrl. · ~ 

17. In Uitenhflge is twee tente npgesl~~n. Onder= 
rig word verskaf nan h~ijr- en laer priAire lcerlinge 
van swart SAP-lede. 

18. In Pnrt Elizabeth w~rd bestuur~- en leiersk~ps: 
kursusse deur ,:-,nderwy3ers P-angebied ~~n ~rnr;:,P-, v-:=1n 
cnRev~er 35 persnne - meer ~p sek~nd~re vlnk. 

19. Ka.:\plands~· Onderwyak.:-·1 lege te F•-irt ne.~ufort. 
Vertn~ is weer ~~n die minister geri~ ~~ sturlente 
wat r,esk~rs is het toe te l~~t. 

20. Skole w~rd ~ffekteer rteun beernfnissr en h"f= 
s:l\ke, 

21. Die boupr~sr--~m van De:;->?.rtement Onder•.i:rs e?l 

Opleidjng w~rd t~ns vertr~~g agv die rnrus~itu~sie. 
Kontrakt~urs het probleme nm,in gebiedc in te e~~n. 

22. Die mntriek eks~mens (orivlat inskrywin~sl is 
t~ns n~n die g~ng. 

23, Daar w~rd ~mgesien n~ die veilighci1 v~r blan~ 
ke onderwyseresse J:>..Y sw.=irt sk--,le. 

~4. Die verg~dering voel d•t di~ nuus~~~si~ v~n 
~~nd3gaand 1~ Mei 1965 W3t n~r die sk~lasitu~sic 
geh~ndel het ne;ntier ~~ngebied is. Di~ dr~ii= 
boek behoort eers deur die betr~kke depnrLe~ent 
6nedtekeur te w~rd. Mnr Verster s~l di~ ~,~~eve= 
lin~ vnn die v~ra~derin~ ~~n die S~UK ~~rd~, t~= 
dens sy bepl~nde besock ~an J~h~nnesbur1. 

25. Opmerkin,;3. 

3, Dit . is mneilik ~m tc verhoed d~L in= 
ti~ideerders skr.olgrnnde binne~~nn. 

b. Seknndere leerlinge by sk".'l c 1,;i t 
bnik~t het reeds ~1 geen k~ns ~~ die 
einde VRn die j~~r te slaag nie, 

Optr·ede deur 

n~:,t Onderwys 
en Opleir.!ing 
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e. In Cr::\dC'\ck beheer die leerli11~e 11:;u 
die sk~le. Die leerlinae kcur ,....~ 
die ~~nstelling van nnderwysars :led 
of ar. 

2~. OP GBS aanbeveling. h 5einberi~ s~\ ~~n 
die SSVR gestuur W?rd r,fll nnk deurgeVl"'E'i' tc ·-1·•ri:I 
nn die hetrnkke ministers. 

P. • 

b. 

ITEM 8 

Matthe~ G~niwe en F~rt Cnl,t~ ~~ct nie 
ooit weer a~ngestel w~rd nie. 

Die 248 vnriqe studente v~n die ~n,~= 
l~ndse Onderwysk~llege mnet nic 4~er 
O"rweeg wnrd vir her,tnel:1tinr: :.~tit.ti · 
rende 1985 nie. 

ALGEMEF.N 

27. Die vnnrsitter van die KOMKOM versnet ~at 
positiewc 0r neg~tiewe reok~ie np p~mfJ~tle ·•~n 
hom teruggevner WQrd. Die vnnrsitter ~el~ d~t 
die SAW behulpsa~m k~n wees tnv h ~eninsso~ilins 
tussen sw,1rtes. 

28. Mnr Smith versoek d~t d~~r v~sccst~l N,e~ 
Wf"•:"d nf "'::.,rsese TV .sp:wne: ,;e:lkreditr-:rtrd !!:- nie 
finale pr",c!~k m·:>€t eer~ cem~nit;:ir W"'rd •: .rr '"! 

~~nhieding aed~en wnrd. 

29. V~nar 9 t~t 11 Julie s~l drie T~!w~Pe~e 
sl<epe nnn Pnrt Eliz':'lbet.h 'n besn.ek brin:;:. l)· ... u· 
sal ~eleenthede wees vir welwillenrlh~ido~~: ~~e. 
DepArtemente en inst~nsies w~t be:lancstcl k~n 
k~pt W~nlley skRkel by r 22527. 

30. W':'\rskynlikheids~r:\~d v:~n terrnri$tc----r,+· reces(V) 
Elke m~3nd w~r~ dA~r vo~rspellings gcd~e~.t~v te:r= 
rcristenptredes. Die v"'nrsitter le&s di~ ~~·lr= 
spelling vir Mei/Junie n.i.n die verg~del'in~ •,-.r.r. 
Die N~t~lsebied het 1ie hn~sste- en die ?R ~P~ied 
die tweede h~ngste wa~rskynlikheids5r~~d ir die 
lnnd, 

N!'lta!sebied 
Port Eli:~beth0 cbied -
o,,s-Lr.,nd en 

51 - 60'4 
~ 1 - .SO% 

0 20%. 

31. Die vol~ende verg=\derin0 vind pl=!~S :·,r, "5 Jul 
85 te H~~fkw~rtier, K~~"~ndemen~ Onsteli~t Pr:vinsie . 

a. Vnn 09h00 t0t 09h30 sal knffi~ en t&~ 
beskikb~ar wees. 

b. Die sekretnriaAt snl vanAf 
skik~c:il'\r wee.!. 

)O 
. •. o--

0 t,rr.de rieur 

Se I< rr: t .... r 'i.::rn t 
W~h.c~ 
91-(v-. \wt,:~. 

Alle depArtemente 

Dept f~itel~n~s~ 
.s;, !-: l" 
Het~~~~c Dep ?rt~~en~ 
te 

Ken n.i !; n ;r-1e 
hllE De~~rtemente 
SA l1 

Kem: i .s n ·,me 

of 
Le 
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VER'l'ROULIK 

c. Die vergnderin~ s~l ~m 09h30 ~ ~,nv~ng neem. 

(~RIC C,P. VAN DER WESTHUIZEN) 
VOORSITTER OP GBS 

(MAJ M.C. VERMEULEN) 
SEKR~tARIS OP G~S 

PORT ELIZi'I.BF.TH MEI 1981i 

VER'!'FiOULIJ( 

.. 

15 
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r ,. • ---• _..,.,.. T :Li- FOa• 

··1 SECRETARIATE 
• Of THE STATE SECURITY COUNCIL 

,_PRIVA:::TE~ BA~ o~,~P~R~,v~AA~T~B-A;.;IC;.X.2e;;;4:.,. V C: n ·,- t\ 0 U i I ~ ... 
I -o-,- ,..,.. .., ,· 

l;,/:J ·u.:- ,. ->' 
I Pl ~HJA 0001 

- I\ 

CONFiDEf\JTIAL. f---------~ 1. . SEICRETARIAAT 
tV'AN Dff,STMTSVl:IUGH£JDSIAAO 
. .. ---....,....-.._... .... ~ ~~ \ ·3 \\.\\\\le:-

013/17 
l."IT 
o 23, :nou 
\f IIN OP GR 5 
AAN SSVR PTA 
rn · 

l(A TEGORIE "B" 
PARAFRASE BENODIG 

GEEN ONGCKLASSIFISEERDE 
ANTWOORD OF VERWYSING 

\/ E Ri.,r ll OU L 1 K OP GGS/73?/23 '•iEl 1?,1~ 
·- PERSOONLIK VAN nRIG VAN DER WESTHUIZEN AAN LT GENL YAN OEVENTER 

OF ~ENL MAJ VAN RENSBURG 
.. : •1~ 22/7/10 SITUASIE AV SWART Sl<Ol.E'" €N ONDERt,iY.SKOLLEGE FllRT 
... BEAIJFORT . 'I 

2. TYOENS OP ~RS VERGADERING VAN 23 MEI 3~ WAS DIE ~WART SKOLE 
SITUASIE SOWEL AS DIE SITIJASIC AY DIE KAAPLANDSE ONOERWYS~OLLE 
GE TE FORT BEAUFORT BESPP.EEK :·~ 
3. DlE VERGAOERING HET EENPARIG AESLUlT OAT OIE VOLGENOE AAN 

."S:: 
nEVELINGS TOV OO~E~ELOE AANGELEENTHED[ ORINGENO ONDER DIE AAN 

~ DAG VAN DIE SSVR GEARING ~OET WORD EN OOK VIR OEURVOERING AAN 
~ DIE AETROKKE ~INISTERS VOOR 25 ~EI 35 

,\ • 0 A T G ON HI E E N C /I L/1 T A O N O £ P. G E E N O 1": S T A ;~ 0 1 G If C O E IN E IH G C PO !j '\ 

IN OlE DEPARTEMENT VAN ONDERWYS EN OPLEIDING OOIT WEER AAN 
liESTEL WORD N!E 
11 • DAT D IE 2 .... ~ VO RIG E 5 TU DEN TE V 1\ N D IE KA APL A :-rn f,E O 1SD ER ',I Y S 
KOLLEGE \~AT DEUR HIJLLE EIE orTREl>ES HULSELF 0NTSL{1i\l·J IICT GEDU 
RENDE APR 1 L 1 ? 3 .5 0 NOE R G EE N OMS TAN O l G HE OE V 1 R Ii E P. TO El AT Ii11 G A Ml 
DIE KOLLEGE GEDURENOE 19~~ OORWEEG WORD NIE MAAR WEL Vlij 1?S6 
SE AKADEMIESE JAAR HEROORWEEG WORD 

e ~- IN BEIDE ~£VALLE WAS ALREEDS rERSVERKLARINGS DEUR OIE BETRO 
-~· KY.E MINISTERS GEMAAK DAT DETROKKENES NIE UERAANGESTEL OF IIER 

TOEGELAAT SAL WORD NIE AANGESIEN DIE VOOR OF NADELE OAARAA~ VER 
aONDE DEEGLIK VOOR DIE AANKONDIGINGS OORWEEG UAS 
~. DIE VEP.GADERlN(; IS OOK VAN MENlNG 'DAT GEDURENOC TQEGE\-IINljS 

: IN HIEROIE VER~AND IN ELK GEVAL NIE DIE SITUASIE SAL ONTLONT NIE 
~ 6. NAVRAE KMDT LOU PLESSIS TELEFOON 515011 UITRREIOING 112 

,,. AT fJ /' ~-(/ ~~ ~ r)-3 /h(ulf(f? r-u ~.d p_,._._ .... 
NNN~~.A-9. • .~ •. ': ,· : u () u L l f~ 

- . . -- d Cuf\JFiDENTIAL 

.. r? 
. . . LC 
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GEHEIM 

VERKORTE NOTULE - av; AKSIEKOMITEE VERGANDERING GEHOU TE 
S A POLIS IE HOOFKANT,)OR OP 6 .lUNIE 1985 OM 09HOO . 

TEENWOORDIG 

ADJ. MINISTER A. VLOK 
LUIT GENL J.B. STEVE:fS 
LUIT GENL I.R. GLEESON 
GEHL MAJ H.J. DU PLESSIS 
GENL HAJ S.H. SCHlTITB 
GENL MAJ· D.K. GENIS 
GENL MAJ C.M. DU P. r.onBERTZE 
GENL MAJ J.F.J. VAN r:ENSDURG 
GENL MAJ J.F. HUYSER 
BRIG M.S. VERSTER 
BRIGG. GREYLING 
BRIG G.Z. ERLANK 
BRIG A.S. JACOBS 
BRIG A.J. WANDRAG 
BRIG D.S. HAMMAN 
BRIG B.A. FERREIRA 
BRIG J.A. KLOPPER 
BRIG W.S. VAN DER WAALS 
KOL J.J. VENTER 
LT KOL G.M. SMIT. 

~MNR.A.P. STEMMIT I( 
MNR W.J. VAN VUUREN 
MNR J.L.C. STRYDOM 
HNR P • .J. WlLKEN 
MNR H.J.R. MYBURGH 
MNR H.J. KOEKEMOER 
MNR P.K. GOUGH 
HNR J.S. CLASSEN 
MNR M.J.M. LOUW 
MNR A.A.N. KNOETZE 
MNR J.C. LoTI'ER 

r.FlTF.TM 

VERTEENWOORDIG 

VERDEDIGING EN POLISIE -VOORSITI'ER 
SA POLISIE . 
S A WEERMAG 
SA LEeR (IIS OPS) 
SA POLISIE (V) 

· S A POLISIE 
S A S POLISIE 
S S V R 
SA WEERMAG 
S S V R 
S S V R 
S A S POLISIE 
SAS POLISIE (V) 
SA POI.ISIE TIN HK 
SA LEeR (GS2) 
SA LEeR (DS OPS) 
SA WEERMAG 
SA WEERMAG 
S ,\ POLISIE (DOB) 
SA POLISIE (V) - SEICRETARIS 
S S V R 
0 + OPLEIDING 
0 + OPLEIDING 
S + ONTWIKKELING 
S + ONTWIKKELING 
S + ONTWIKKELING 
N/INTELLIGENSIEDIENS­
N /INTELLIGENSIEDIENS 
N/INTELLIGENSIEDIENS 
N/INTELLIGENSIEDIENS 
BUITELANDSE SAKE 
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GEHE111 

1. OPENING 

2. 

3 • 

4. 

5 • 

Die voorsitter 01,en die vergadering met gebed en heet almal 
welkom • 

GOEDKEURING VORIC:E NOTULES 

Notules van verg~derings gehau op 8 en 23 Mei 1985 word 
goeagekeur. 

SITUASIESKETS : C·NLUSTE , 

Brig WANDRAG skets die onlussituasie soos tot op die huidige 
datum nl 6 Junie 1985. Die afgelope twee weke was daar h 
afplatting in onlusinsidente. Brandgevalle wek egter kommer • 

SITUASIESKETS: SiCOLEBOIKOTIE 

Genl. SCHUTI'E lig die vergadering in dat daar ook n afplatting 
van skoolboikotte is. Hy behandel die moord op A/0 JAMES te 
Graaf Reinett. Daar word op amptelike vlak gekyk na die 
beveiliging van s~art SAP lede. 

SITIJASIE IN CRADO':K 

Mnr STRYDOM doen . verslag...aoi: sy besoek-deax:• en anderhoud:.met 
MATHEfr-GON~-.:' "n. Bes,lud:~oor ·df~ lieraansi:e¼I:f:nji;f"n-..~~-:'~ 
ondewys. aldan- ni~ van GONlwE. Die. s i tuasie· ±n: C-raaocla. ~~ 
r edelik s til:., . -~ · 

• BESLUIT l: 

6. 

Na bespreking van die GONIWE geval word besluit dat h komitee 
ender leiding van die S~ V R oor GONIWE se l ot sal basil~ en 
voorl egging maaR aan die voors1tter op 12 J unie 1985 • 

BEPLANDE BEDRYWIGllEDE 16 JUNIE•l985 

Genl SCHUTl'E - daur is baie berigte oor herdenkings - en liiddienste.· 
Azapo en UDF kompcteer met mekaar om sale te huur vir dienste, 

·Probleme word nie tydens dienste venrag nie, Na dienste kan 
onluste egter ver1:ag word. -

I 

Brig WANDRAG - VeUigheidsmagte is landswyd opgeskerp en gereed vir .. :•.:! •• 
enige gebeurlikheid. Ons sal op 14/6 ~ volledige prentjie he van wat 
die vyand beplan. Hy wag vir inligting van Veiligheidstak en 
die GIS op 14/6. 
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GEHE!H 

7. ~ICEI!,NG BLAN::E AMPTENARE IN SOWETO EN ANDER SWART 
G1.JH!l). : 

Genl GB;US, Bri;~ WANDRA~, en Mnr STRYOOM doen verslag 
oor ste,ppe. wat ".n hierdie opsig geneem is. Genl VAN 
RENSBURG se ins~ruksies is ook uit na GBSa • 

8. SKRlFI'ELU:E VER~LAE NOG UITSTAANDE 

{l) Mediawerkgroep se verslag - Kol VENTER. 

(2) VoorkOMende stappe tot op laagste vlal<- Brig WANDRAG. 

9. BEPALING VAN PRIORITEITSGEBIEDE VIR MOONTLIXE AFKONDIG!NG 
VAN '11 NOODTOESTAND: 

Departemente Nasionale Intelligensiediens en Buitelandse 
Sake maak beswaar teen 'n beslissing deur hierdie vergadering. 
Hulle is nie vocrberei om 'n inset te lewer nie en voel dat 
hulle belange het by sob besluit. 

BESLUIT: 

~a bespreking besluit die vergadering dat 'n werksgroep be­
staande· uit al die ver'teenwoordigende departemente onder 
voorsitterskap van die S S V R moet besin oor die geBiede 
en oor .. die wenslikheid aldan nie van h noodtoestand en h 
verslag•gereed moet he op 13 Junie 1985. 

10. TOTALE STRATEGIE VIR DIE DEKAMPING VAN DIE REWOLUSIONARE 
AANSLAG: 

Die voorsil!ter s~el dit dat hierdie onderwerp h aparte bespre­
king verg en oppcr die moontli~heid van h spa~bou oor h 
naweek. h Datum en plek is egter nie vasgestel nie. 

11. VOLGENDE VERGADERING 

Sal op 14 Junie 1985 om 09h00 wees en sal grootliks handel oor 
voorbereiding vir 16 tot 26 Junie 1985. 

12. AFSLUITING 

Die vergadering sluit om 12h00. 

/- I/] ' :/• r.~~~ .. Le Kol. 
... · SEKRETARIS 

(G.M. SMIT) 

. ................ . 
VOORSITTER 
(A .. VLOK) 

·•· __ ,.. .. 
\ \. -- ,., 
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1. 

VERTROOLIK 

OPORAG 

Onder voorsitterskap 1an Adjunk-minister A. Vlok i~ 'n weckskomit.:?e 

tydens I n ver9ader ing van die cvs-ms op 6 Juiiie 1905 uangewys om :.;.c 

besin oor moontlike optredcs teen Matthe\.l Goniwe, Cradock, :m 

aa~velings daaroor t~ maak. 

Die SSVR is aangewys as sameroepcr van die komitC:!e, wat inisiati -~f 

moet neem. 

2. AGTERGRorm 

2.1 M. Ei'oniwe was per brief deur die 0epacternent van Onderwys en 

Opleiding in kennis gestel dat hy met ingang van 1984 as w.iarnemende 

hoof van Sam Xhall ie J:mior Sekondere Sl<ool tP. cradock sal aanbly. 

2.3 

Op versoek van die Ve-!"1-~e-:i.ds'!emeenskap tom- veiligheidsred<.?s) is ny 

op 19ai-ll-26 pee tele Jram vcrwittig dat hy mat ing;:mg van 1984-01-01 

oorgeplaas word na Grai,ff-Reinet as onderwyser vir \liskundaAletenska9. 

Goniwe sien dit as 'n stcafrnaatreel: 'n Onderwysdepartement word rou 

gebruik om horn te straf oor sy leidende rol in OU\DORA. (Op daarcie 
atacUum was CU\DOM ni•.: goaffilieoc- by dia UOF nie.) Hy verklaar ,•at 

hy nie persoonlik in die saak gekcn is nie en dat niemand met horn 'n 

persoonlike onderhoud gP-voer het om die saak aan hom tc VE!rduicleJ ik 
nie. 

Goniwe is vooraf gllld nie geker. oor die ooi:plasing nie; sy 
skoolkomitee is nie ge•:en nie; hy het dia ondersteuning van die hcle 

9ema11nakap1 leer linge cm skoolkomitee gehad. 

2. 5 Die skoolkomitee was r.og in 'n onderhadelingsproses met Onderwys en 

Opleiding toe die 14 dae \1aarbinne hy op Graaff-Reinet moes dic•ns 

aanvaar, verstryk het. Toe hy die telegram ontvang, reagecr c:ie 

akoolkomH11e deur ~a bedank, ondat hulle hulself nou bloot. as 'n 
"d1.11rmy" l ' be . . - 19gaam skou het: wie se aanbevelings gcen gewig dca by c:ie 
01.1erhC?de nie. 

\11::rm?CXJLIK cf 
LC 
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2.9.2 

2.10 

2.10.1 

VERTROULIK 
-2-

Na verloop van J maar.de waarin daar nie suksesvol onderhandel ken 

word ooc- sy heraanste.lling nie, is daar deur OU\DORA besluit orn ocr 

te gaan tot 'n skoolboi~ot . 

Geen gesprekvoering mei: Goniwe was in daardie stc1dium. moontlik nic 
aangesien hy 'n pistoo:. teen Onderwys en Oplciding se kop gehou het. 

Die SAP was dit eens hiermee. Ook is die destydse Minister Vi.n 

Onderwys en Opleiding afgeraai om met hom te prc:Jat. 

Intussen het nou 'n ~:ettingreaksie (wat aan ons almal bekend i!:) 

plaasgevind wat letterlik die Oos-Kaap aan die brand gesteek het; 

skoleboikot van 15 ma,:mde volg, wat gesien is as afpersingsaks1e 
' (OAOOAA) om Ondec-wys ~n Opleiding te dwing om Goniwe weer in.sy arp 

te her9tel. 

Verskeie pogings is aan3ewend om Goniwe heraangestel te 1-.ry: 

CRADORA met die Adjunk-•1inister. 

ATASA (op versoek van C:\'l'U) met die Hinister. 

Die Wenslikheid van ges~rekvoering deur iemand met Goniwe: 

A~~unk-minietec Mo~ricon 

Aksiekomitee (Cradock) die 
te praat. 

spreek tydens samesprekings met d~.e 

mening uit dat iemand met Goniwe behoort 

2.10. 2 Nuwe benadering in die ·1olkshuishouding: Praat met mense. 

2.10. 3 Dit is met die DirekteJC~eneraal en Adjunk-minister uitgeklaar d.1t 

mnt. Jaap Str:yd0r.1 met G~niwe sal pcaat, wat toe op 24 Mei 198S gebe,1r 

het - 'n kollegiale gei;pre!< en nie 'n alt\)telike onderhoud nie. Dlt 
was die eerste geleentt:eid vir Goniwe om sy saak aan • n heel seni,1r 

ar:lptenaar te kon stei. Die kringinspekteur het sy oorplasing eers 1a 
ontvangs van die teleg :am en kort voor sy veronderstelde diensaa:1-
vaarding op Craaff-Reintit met ~om bespreelc. 

VEnTROULI K 
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2.11 Doel van gesprek rnet C~niwe op 24 Mei 1985: 

2.11.1 Vas te stel wat sy den~rigting is: 

* 

* 

• 
Mil,tant of vreedsaam? 
sal hy geweld openlik goedpraat? 

* Is hy arrogant? 

2.11.2 Het hy 'n begeerte om ~a die onderwys terug te keer? waar? 
Hy is van Cradock en wil nie graag daar weg nie. 

1 2.11.J Is hy werklik die gesl".pe planmaker wat agter alles sit, of is hy 
" 

slegs 'n instrument 

reisende agent wal: gekontroleer word. 

.. 2.11.4 Watter soort spreker i:; hy? Oinamies? Vurig? 

• 

-

.. 

... 

J .. 

2.11.s Beskik hy oor die vermoe om logies te dink en te redeneer? 
Indruk: Nie super-intelligent nie - nie eecs baie bo gemiddeld n i.e 

... 

VEHTROULIK 
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COMM: 

We interviewed Adriaan Vlok who is now in his 80's. We asked him if he was 
involved in planning the killings of the Cradock Four. 

[Adriaan Vlok] sync 

I really had no authority to do these sort of things I, [00:09:40]1 went to do to these 
areas. I asked the security forces to give me a briefing, what is going on, what is the 
situation? But I could not give them instructions to kill people. [13.6s] 

My authority stretched. As far as I said, to lock them up. 

COMM: 

But later in the interview Vlok made a startling admission. 

[Hamilton Wende] sync 

There was definitely an order ... that found its way into the state Security Council 
saying they must be permanently removed from society. 

What did that mean? 

[Adriaan Vlok] sync 

You know, we in the Security Council , we were very careful not to tell, not to say and 
to to make a note and to have in the minutes to kill anybody. So we would say, uh, 
remove a person from the society, remove him. And, you know, never nobody said 
killing. But we I thought probably it was meant if you can't solve the problem by 
removing the guy, then you could kill him. 

You thought that then. 

Not not consciously, but afterwards, thinking back, I must admit that I realised this 
was a possibility. 

"LC28" 

cfi 
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GERRIT NICHOLAS ERASMUS Eleventh Respondent 

IZAK JOHANNES ENGELBRECHT Twelfth Respondent 

BAREND JACOBUS DU PLESSIS Thirteenth Respondent 

FREDERIK WILLEM DE KLERK Fourteenth Respondent 

JOHAN VELDE VAN DER MERWE Fifteenth Respondent 

LUKAS DANIEL BARNARD Sixteenth Respondent 

DANIEL JACOBUS LOUIS NEL Seventeenth Respondent 

SAMUEL JOHANNES DE BEER Eighteenth Respondent 

CONFIRMATORY AFFIDAVIT 

I, the undersigned, 

HAMIL TON HEATH WENDE 

do hereby make oath and state that: 

1 I am an adult male freelance author, journalist and producer and based in 

Johannesburg. 

2 I have worked throughout Africa, the Middle East and Afghanistan for most of the 

major international networks including CNN, BBC, Al Jazeera and others. 

cl 
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3 The facts deposed to in this affidavit are within my personal knowledge and belief 

and I confirm them to be both true and correct. 

4 I have read the affidavit deposed to by LUKHANYO BRUCE MATTHEWS 

CALA TA and confirm the contents in so far as they relate to me. 

5 I specifically confirm that I co-produced an Al Jazeera documentary titled u My 

Father Died for This" which was broadcast in early May 2021 . The film includes 

an interview I conducted with Adriaan Vlok. The extract from the film reflects that 

he mentioned the following: 

COMM: 

We interviewed Adriaan Vlok who is now in his 80's. We asked him if he was involved in planning 

the killings of the Cradock Four. 

[Adriaan Vlok] sync 

I really had no authority to do these sort of things. I went to do to these areas. I asked the security 
forces to give me a briefing, what is going on, what is the situation? But I could not give them 

instructions to kill people. [13.6s] 

My authority stretched. As far as I said, to lock them up. 

COMM: 

But later in the interview Vlok made a startling admission. 

[Hamilton Wende] sync 

There was definitely an order ... that found its way into the state Security Council saying they must 

be permanently removed from society. 

What did that mean? 

[Adriaan Vlok] sync 

You know, we in the Security Council, we were very careful not to tell, not to say and to make a note 
and to have in the minutes to kill anybody. So we would say, uh, remove a person from the society, 
remove him. And, you know, never nobody said killing. But we I thought probably it was meant if you 

can't solve the problem by removing the guy, then you could kill him. 

You thought that then. 

Not consciously, but afterwards, thinking back, I must admit that I realised this was a possibility. 
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6 I confirm that this extract from the transcript of this documentary which is 

annexed marked "LC29" to the founding affidavit is an accurate reflection of what 

was said in that interview. 

7 I also confirm that I interviewed ANC Legal Adviser Mr Krish Naidoo, which 

interview is reflected at approximately minute 23 into the film. I confirm that I 

asked Mr Naidoo, representing the ANC, why there had been no prosecutions of 

the TRC cases and in his response, he indicated that "some matters would have 

slipped through the cracks". 

HAMIL TON HEATH WENDE 

The Deponent has acknowledged that he knows and understands the contents of this 

affidavit, which was sworn to before me and the deponent's signature was placed 

\ 1'-\ 
thereon in my presence at _ t'A_?._\'-._'1_,&-.)_· ______ on this the 4- day of July 

2021, the regulations contained in Government Notice No R1258 of 21 July 1972, as 

amended, and Government Notice No R1648 of 19 August 1977, as amended, having 

been complied with. 

COMMISSIONER OF OATHS 

FULL NAMES: 

DESIGNATION: 

ADDRESS: 

SHANE CAVIN JOHNSON 
Commissioner of Oaths 

Practising Attorney R.SA 
90 Rivonia Road 

Sandton 
2146 
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Die Voorsitter 
GVS-aksiekomitee -===, .-•- · 

MATTHEW GO!'!llil?. 

INLEIOING 

'.:> ,Tunie 1985 

1. Tydens die GVS-aksiekomitee op 6 Junie 1985 onder leiding 
van Adjunk-minister A Vlok is besin oor moontlike optredes teen 
Matthew Goniwe. 

OPDRAG 

2. Die SSVR moet 'n werkkomitee saamroep om aanbevelinqs tov 
optredes teen Matthew Goniwe te maak en om die implikasies van 
enige sodaniQe optredes uit te spel. 

3. nie werkkomitee onder leidinq van die SSVR is uit lerle van 
departement Onderwys en Opleidina, Samewerking en Ontwikkeling, 
Buitelandse Sake, Direktoraat van Veiliqheidswetaewinq, SAP 
(Veiliqheidstak) en ~asionale Intelliqensiediens saamaestel. W Oostelike Provinsie G~S het ook •n kort skriftelike inset 

I( ge1ewer. 

AGTERGP.ONO 

4. Bq, 'n Xhosa, is in 1946 in Cradock gebore. Op 19/07/1976 
is hy as onderwyser aan die Mqanduli-skool in die Transkei qe­
arresteer weens sy betrokkenheid by die beclrywighede van 'n 
Marxisties-~eorienteerde orQanisasie, later geidentifiseer as 
die People Un-ited for the .::..iberation of South Africa (PUFLSA). 

S. Hierdie organisasie waarvan hy een van die stigterslede 
was, het op 'n selsisteem in die Transkei sowel as in verskeie 
sentrums in die RSA gefunksioneer. Die modus operandi van die 
orqanisasie was om diskugsiegroepe te stig waarheen veral jong 
intellektuele Swart studente en skoliere uitgenooi is waar kom­
munistiese leesstof dan bestodeer en lede gewerf is. 

6. Op 01/09/1977 is Gon:.;~e in die Hoogqereqshof, Umtata, 
skuldig b~v ind weens 'n oortreding van artikel 11 (a) van dle 
destydse Wet op Binnelandse Veiliqheid, 1950 {Wet 44 van 1950) 
en tot vier jaar qevanqenisstraf gevonnis . 

UITERR GEHEIM 
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7. Met sy ontslaq uit nie gevanqenis op 31/08/1981 het Goniwe 
hom by sy ouerhuis in Cradock qevestig waar hy horn aanvanklik 
stil gedra en nie veiliqheidsaandag op horn qevestig het nie. 

s. Op 01/03/1982 is hy deur die Departement van Onderwys en 
Opleiding as onderwyser by die Ngweba Hoerskool in Graaff-Rei­
net aangestel. 

9. Op 11/01/1983 is hy op eie versoek as onderhoof na die 
Sam Xhallie Swart junior sekondere skool in Cradock verplaas. 
As redes het Goniwe aangevoer dat hy in Cradock gebore is en 
graag daarheen wou terugkeer en dat sy vrou in Port Elizabeth 
werksaam was en hulle as gesin geskei was. Deur beide vir pas­
te in Cradock aansoek te doen, kan hulle as gesin verenig 
word. (Sy vrou het dan ook 'n pos by Samewerking en Ontwikke­
ling gekry waarin sy steeds dien.) 

10. Kort na sy terugkeer bet Goniwe hom egter met buite-depar­
tementele aanqeleenthede· beciin bemoei en binne enkele maande 
(in Augustus 1983) is die Cradock Youth Association (CRADOYA), 
die Cradock Residents Association (CRADORA) en die Principals 
Association qrotendeels op sy inisiatief gestig en dien hy as 
voorsitter op die bestuursliqqame van al drie organisasies met 
verskeie onderwysers en skoliere as mede-ampsdraers. 

11. Op die vooraand van die gemeenskapsraadverkiesings teen 
die einde van November 1983 het CRADORA en CRADOYA onder aan­
voering van Goniwe 'n anti-qemeenskapsraadveldtog geloods om 
die raad en· sy raadslede in diskrediet te bring. 

12. Goniwe het met verloop van tyd as die sel faangestelde 
spreekbuis van Cradock se Swart inwoners begin optree en sy or­
ganisasies aan verskeie instansies bekendgestel, oa die Oos­
kaapse Raad van Kerke, Engelstalige Oos-Kaapse koerante, die 
Port Elizabeth Black Civic Organisation (PEBCO), mev Molly 
Blackburn {PFP-lid van die Provinsiale Raad, Walmer, Port Eli­
zabeth), die Congress of SA Students (COSAS) en die United De­
mocratic Front ( UDF) by wie CRADORA en CRADOYA ook later geaf­
fil ieer het. By het ook met die Legal Resources Centre in ver­
binding getree. 

13. Verskeie onderwysers, skoliere en inwoners is deur Goniwe 
beinvloed en met die uitkringende onrusklimaat wat veral in 
Cradock aan die opbou was is daar op GBS- en VEIKOM-GIS~vlak 
kommer oor die toestand uitgespreek en is versoek dat Goniwe se 
verwydering oorweeg moet word. Veiligheidshoofkantoor het ge­
volqlik op 18/10/1983 die Departemente van Onderwys en Oplei­
ding en Samewerking en Ontwikkeling in die verband genader. 

14. Hier dien vermeld te word dat Goniwe op hierdie stadium 
eqter reeds per brief deur die Departement van Onderwys en Op­
leiding in kennis gestel was dat hy met ingang van 1984 as 
waarnemende hoof van Sam Xhallie Junior Sekondere SkQol te era­
dock sal aanbly. Hy is eqter op 26/11/1983 per telegram deur 
dl-e Oepartement van Onderwys en Opleidinq verwitti~ dat by met 
inqang van 01/01/1984 na Graaff-Reinet as onderwyser vir 
Wiskunde/Wetenskap oorqeplaas word. Goniwe bet eqter versuim 
om vir diens aan te meld en is inqevol~ artikel 21(2)(a) van 
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die Wet op Onderwys en Opleiding, 1979 (Wet 90 van 1979) geag 
ontslaan te wees en is op 27/01/1984 amptelik afgedank . 

15. Goniwe het hierdie verwikkeling egter nie aanvaar nie en 
het 'n hewige ag itasieveldtog teen sy verplasing en afdanking 
geloods. Volgens horn was sy verplasing'n strafmaatreel oor sy 
leidende rol in Cradock. Hy het ook verklaar dat hy nie per­
soonlik in die saak geken is nie en dat niemand met hom 'n per­
soonlike onderhoud gevoer het om die saak aan horn te verduide­
lik nie en is nie alleen hy nie voo~af oor die oorplasing geken 
nie, rnaar sy skoolkomitee is ook nie geken nle. Volgens horn 
het hy die ondersteuning van die hele gemeenskap, leerlinge en 
skoolkomitee in sy weierinq om die pos in Graaff-Reinet te aan­
vaar. 

16. Die Sam Xhallie-skoolkomitee was nog in 'n onderhande­
lingsproses met die Departement van Onderwys en Opleidinq toe 
die 14 dae waarbinne Goniwe op Graaff Reinet diens moes aan­
vaar, verstryk. In reaksie op die teleqram waarin Goniwe deur 
die Departement van Onderwys en Opleiding van sy afdanking ver­
wittiq word, bedank bq skoolkomitee omdat hulle hulself nou bl­
oot as 'n "dummy"-liqgaam beskou het wie se aanbevelings geen 
gewiq by die owerhede dra nie. 

17. Na herhaalde onsuksesvolle onderhandelinge ivm Goniwe se 
heraanstelling waarin veral twee persone Fort Daniel Calata 'n 
mede-::--onderwyser en 'n leerling Madodo Jacobs 'n leidende rol 
gespeel het, is daar tot 'n skoolboikot oorge~aan. Op 
13/03/1984 het 'n algehele boikot in Cradock, waarby 4 236 
leerlinge betrokke is, gevolg. 

18. Agv die volgehoue en toenemende onrus en sy betrokkenheid 
daarby word Goniwe en drie ander persone op 31/03/1984 inqevol­
ge artikel 28 van die Wet op Binnelande Veiligheid gearresteer 
en tot 09/10/1984 aangehou • 

19. Terwyl in aanhouding in Pollsmoor-gevangenis, Kaapstad is 
Goniwe dikwels deur lede van die PFP besoek oa mev Helen Suz­
man, Mnr A Savage, en in besonder mev Molly Blackburn, laasge­
noemde met wie by goed bevriend is. Hy is ook deur lede van 
die Internasionale komitee van die Rooikruis besoek. 

20. Na sy ontslaq uit die gevangenis en die opheffinq van die 
verbod wat op hom betrekking gehad het, het Goniwe onmidcie-llik 
sy aktiwiteite hervat. nit sluit oa in die uitnodiqing van he­
kende aktiviste (waaronder Oscar Mpetha, 'n bekende ANC en 
SACTU-aanhanger) as sprekers na Cradock in veldtogte om die 
verkose Swart dorpsraadslede in Cradock te laat bedank. Gedu­
rende Januarie 1985 word ontmoetings met 'n amptenaar van die 
Amerikaanse ambassade in Pretoria, Sheena Duncan van die Black 
Sash en Senator Edward Kennedy gereel. Op 13/01/1985 woon 
Goniwe ook 'n huisvergadering in Somerset-Cos by waartydens die 
stigting van 'n OOF-geaffilieerde jeugorganisasie bespreek is. 

2 C In Februarie 1985 het Goniwe tydens die begrafnis van 'n r,, 0 
onlusslagoffer te Cradock oa die SAP as die versteurders van lSX' 
die vrede beskuldig, sy begeerte uitgespreek dat die RSA-rege-
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rinq tot 'n val moet kom, die tuislandheleid qekritiseer en die 
huidige Swart onderwysstelsel as 'n onderdrukkende maatreel van 
die RSA-re~erinq. 

22. Op 6 Maart 1985 word Goniwe deur die UOF as plat tel andse 
or~aniseerder van die Oos-Kaapse streek aanoestel met Cradock, 
Graaf f-Re ine t, Somerset-Oas, Bedford, Adelaine, Middelburq 
(Kaap), Hanover, Hofmeyer, Pearson, Steynsburq, Cookhouse, Nou­
poort, Port Alfred en Fort Beaufort as sy verantwoordelikheids­
gebied. Hy het reeds hierdie dorpe besoek en byeenkomste toe­
gespreek waartydeni; hy die ontstaan van die ANC geskets het, 
('n onderwerp wat hy gereeld behandel) en die inwoners aange­
rnoedig het om jeugorqanisasies en "civic orqanisations" volgens 
die voorbeeld van CRADORA en CRADOYA tot stand te bring. Oit 
is insiggewend dat daar reeds in die meeste van bg dorpe pro­
tea- en versetaksies teen die owerhede geloods is wat in etlike 
gevalle met geweld gepaard gegaan het wat polisie-optrede ge­
noodsaak het • 

. 23. Gedurende Maart 1985 het Goniwe ook 'n orientasie-week by 
die Rhodes-universiteit bygewoon waartydens hy hom by geleent­
heid oor die Swart onderwys uitgelaat het. In dieselfde maand 
het vier buitelandse joernaliste horn ook in Cradock besoek en 
oa 'n televisieopname van Goniwe gemaak. 

24. Tydens dr A Boesak se besoek aan die Oos-Kaap ter bevorde­
ring van sy veldtog vir 'n biddag op 16 Junie om die RSA-reqe­
ring tot 'n val te bring, reel Goniwe 'n CRADORA-byeenkorns in 
Cradock op 5 Junie 1985 waartydens eg optree. Na die byeenkoms 
oornag Boesak by Goniwe waarna hy Boesak na Cookhouse en Somer­
set-Oas vergesel. 

25. (",oniwe is soos aangedui besig om baie effektief as die 
plattelandse orqaniseerder van die UDP op te tree. Die greep 
wat Cradora op Cradock se Swart woongebiede uitoefen is oak noq 
nie gebreek nie. In die lig hiervan word die opsie om maar net 
die status quote handhaaf dws om nie enige optrede tov Goniwe 
tans te oorweeg nie, as onaanvaarbaar beskou. 

MOONTLIKE OPSIES 

26. Om Goniwe te neutraliaeer kan basies twee opsies onderskei 

l

l word nl, optrede f~' term~ van veiligheidswetgewing, of om horn 
terug te bring in die stelsel deur horn weer in 'n onderwyspos 
aan te ste!. . 

OPTREDE IN TERME VAN VEILIGHEIDSWETGEWING 

27. Daar kan teen Goniwe opgetree word deur horn onder Artikel 
28 van die Wet op Binnelandse Veiligheid sonder verhoor aan te 
hou. Hierdie soort aanhouding lok groat kritiek uit en stel 
die probleem net uit en word onder die gegewe omstandighede nie 
as prakties beskou nie . 

28. Artikel 18 van die Wet op Binnelandse Veiligheid maak 0 
voorsiening v ir die beperking van l idmaatskap van sekere orga- f',,r\ 
nisasies en openbare li~aame. Hierdie wet is nog baie selde V 
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toegepas. 

29. Art ikel 19 en 20 maak voors ienin9 v ir die inperk ing van 
persone en beperking tot. bywoning van byeenkomste. 'l'ipies sou 
dit die inperking toe 'n bepaalde landdrosqebied wees, gepaard­
gaande met die ·.•e::-~ iste dat die ingeperkte tussen 18h00 en 
07h00 tuis moet wees. Die verwagting is dat 'n inperkingsbevel 
in die rneerderheid van gevalle tans aanleiding tot 'n dringende 
aansoek by die Hoogqeregshof sal gee waarkragtens die Minister 
van Wet en Orde binne 'n bepaalde tyd aanvaarbare redes vir die 
inperkings rnoet verstrek anders moet die bevel opgehef word. 

IMPLIKASIES VAN VEILIGHEIDSOFTREDE 

30. Voorgenoemde veiligheidsoptrede kan op streeks- en nasio­
nale vlak die volgende voor- en nadele tot gevolg he: 

a. Ferme optrede van die reqering kan bydra om veral die 
Blankes qerus te stel. 

b. 

c. 

d. 

Die huidige onrussituasie kan weer oorgaan tot 'n 
grootskaalse onlussituasie. 

Cradora sal nie geneutraliseer word nie. 

Linkse pol it ieke inmenq ing en vet·hooqde status v ir 
Goniwe. 

31. Op die internasionale terrein sal wetsoptrede teen Goniwe 
in die huidige si tuasie allermins tot ons saak se voordeel 
strek. Dit sal bykornende skietgoed aan die RSA se vyande bied 
en tot grater status vir Goniwe lei. 

HERAANSTELLING AS ONDERWYSER 

32. Departement Onderwys en Opleiding was nie bereid om met 
Goniwe te onderhandel solank die skoleboikot voortduur, dws 
terwyl hy besig was om die departement te probeer afdreig nie. 
Sedertdien is die skoleboikot deur Cradora afgelas en het mnr 
J. Strydom van Onderwys en OP.leiding 'n nie-amptelike gesprek 
met Goniwe op 24 Mei 1985 gehad. Volgens Goniwe le sy eerste 
belangstelling nc,g steeds in die onderwys. 

33. Deur Goniwe in 'n onderwyspos terug te bring kan sy ener­
g ie in 'n rig ting gekanal iseer word wat sy huid ige negatiewe 
invloed kan beperk en uiteindelik selfs kan neutraliseer. 

34. Die eerste vraag is of Goniwe so 'n aanstellinq sal aan­
vaar. Dit is die oorwoe menin~ dat hy moeilik kan weier. Hy 
is naamlik diep in die skuld by die ouers en kinders van era­
dock wat terwille van sy saak 15 maande nie skole bygewoon het 
nie. Ashy weier sal hy 'n groot mate van sy kredietwaardig­
heid verloor en kan verwag word dat die plaaslike qemeenskap 
baie omqekrap sal wees. 

35. Die tweede vraag is of Goniwe 'n pos by Cradock of elders {Lo 
aangebied moet word. Die voor- en nadele van 'n aanstelling ui 

lC. 
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elders kan kortliks as volg opgesom wo~d: 

a. 

b. 

Hy word ui t die gemeenskap waar hy 'n le idende rol 
speel verwyder - dit sal Cradora en andere egter nie 
tot stilstand bring nie. 

'n Pos elders sal beteken dat hy die geleentheid ge­
bied sal word om te weier (waarskynlik onder druk van 
die UDF) sonder om sy kredietwaardigheid in te boet. 
Hy kan naarrlik aanvoer dat dit presies die rede vir 
sy oorspronklike weierinq was. 

c. Die aqitasie dat hy 'n pos in Cradock moet kry sal 
voortduur, want die gemeenskap sal 910 dat die onreq 
n ie reqqemaak is nie. Di t sal steeds as I n straf­
maatreel gesien word. 

d. Sy vrou se werk by Samewerking en Ontwikkeling in 
Cradock kom in gedrang. As dit eniqsins lyk of die 
gesin skade ly, materieel of andersins, sal dit on­
aanvaarbaar wees en skietqoed aan die vyand voorsien. 

e. Van linkse politieke kant en ook interr1asionaal sal 
daar steeds vertoe en kritiek wees. 

36. Voordele van heraanstelling in Cradock 

a. Hy word teruggebring in die stelsel en kan beheer en 
gedissiplineer word volgens die professionele kode 
van die onderwyspcofessie. Hy moet naamlik binne die 
onderwyswet en regulasies optree. In hierdie geval 
sou hy onder die Wet op Onderwys en Opleiding no 90 
van 1979 val, wat dan vir die Departement van Onder­
wys en Opleiding die geleentheid sou gee om sy bedry­
wi9hede ta moniteer en indien nodig, dissiplinere 
stappe teen horn neem. Die betrokke wetsbepalings lui 
SOOS volq: 

"22. •n Onderwyser in diens hy 'n staatskool of tn 
gemeenskapskool is skuldig aan wanqedraa en kan daar 
dienooreenkomstiq die bepalinqs van Artikel 23 met 
horn gehandel word ashy 

( b) 

( f) 

'n daad wat nadeliq is vir die administrasie 
dissipline of doeltr.effendheid van 'n skool ,· de­
partement, kantoor of inrigting van die Regering 
doen of laat doen of toelaat, of oogluikend toe­
laat dat dit gedoen word~ ••• 

in die openbaar, behalwe op 'n vergadering bele 
deur 'n vereniging van onderwysers wat kragtens 
Artikel 30 erken is, neerhalende kritiek uitoe­
fen op die administrasie van die Departement •.• 

•(o) 'n misdryf pleeg (dws enige kriminele oortreding 
begaan". 
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Artikel 23 maak voorsienina ------verhoor wat tot die ontslag 
lei. 

vir 
van 
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'n departementele 
'n onderwyser kan 

b. Sy groot qrief dat heraanstellinq horn qeweier word, 
verval en hy kan dit nie meer 9ebruik om die skool­
situasie te destabiliseer nie. 

c. 

d. 

Die 9emeenskap en die kinders het nie meer rede om 
negatief met betrekking tot skoolsituasie op te tree 
nie, want req het aan hom geskied. Die Minister kan 
nie meer afgedreig word oor hierdie aangeleentheid 
nie. 

Hy het baie minder tyd om aan politieke {UDF) bedry­
wighede te wy. Hy kan nie meer heeltydse Platteland­
se Organiseerder van die UDF wees nie - hy sal in 'n 
groot mate met hul moet breek. Sy invloed in omlig­
gende gebiede sal in 'n groat mate geneutral iseer 
word. 

e. Ry kan gedwing word om spesiale motiveringskursusse 
(departementeel) te deurloop wat hom kan beinvloed en 
van sienswyse kan laat verander. 

f. Dis binne sy gemeenskap waar hulle hom wil he; hulle 
sal sielkundiq beter tot toekomstige samewerking 
ingestel wees. 

g. 

h. 

Behuising en skeidina van gesin lewer nie probleme 
nie - h~ voel sterk hieroor. 

S~ vrou behou haar werk by Samewerking en Ontwikke­
l1ng - materieel verloor hy nie. 

--j. Professioneel kan hy goed gebruik word as hoof by Sam 
Xhallie-skool. Dis waar hy sou gewees het ashy nie 
verplaas was nie. Dis ook waar die gemeenskap horn 
wil he. 

k. Op internasionale vlak sal kennis geneem word maar 
dit sal nie noodwendig groat impak maak nie. Dit kan 
egter die RSA se vriende van skietgoed voorsien. 

37. Nadele van aanstelling op Cradock 

a. 

b. 

Hy kan kinders binne die skoolsituasie beinvloed -
dog dit sal moeilik gaan om dit openlik soos nou te 
doen. 

Die gemeenskap en hyself sal dit as 'n oorwinning or 
die Regering sien - so ook linkse elemente en die op­
posisiepers. Dit sal egter net 'n tydelike wins 
wees. c} 

LC. 
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I'l'EM 1 

C7ITERS GER'F,lH 

VERWELJCOMING 

Die vergadering vind plaas onder die voorsitterskap van Minis­
ter Schoeman wat die aanwesiges vervelkom. 

AGENDA-ITEM 1: INLlGTlNGSVOORLIGTING 

Genl-maj Van Vuuren VM die Sekretariaat qee voorligting oor 
die aktuele aspekte van die bedreiging teen die RSA soos op 7 
Junie 19SS. By bring die bestaan van die handleidin9 oor die 
maak van petrolbolllme en plofstcwwe vat onder vals om.slae die 
land binnegebring word, onder die aa.ndag. Op 'n vraag bevestig 
by dat die Doeane beWUs is van die publiltasie en van die 111eto­
des om clit die land in te bring. 

Minister Le Grange maak ook melding van die etudente-dagboekies 
■et die aoqenaamde •swart kalender•. Sy sal besonderhede daar­
van aan Minister De Xlerk beskikbaar stel. 

ITEM 2 AGENDA-ITEM 2 : NOTOLE 'NR SVR ~ 

ITEM 3 

Die notule van die vorige vergadering van 27 Mei 198S word ter 
tafel gele, ge,edgekeur en deur die Voorsitter onderteken. 

AGENDA-ITEM 3 : SAXE VOORTSPROITEND OIT DIE NOTOLE 

a. ITEK 1 : INLlGTINGSVOORLIGTING (GESPJU:Jt MET GBS-VOORSlT• 
'l'ERS) -
Adjunk-minister Vlok doen versla9 dat hy met die GBS• 
voorsitters gesels bet en dat tilt 4uidelik was dat bulle 
soms probleme bet dat departementele verteenwoordigers 
nie die nodige opdraqte of delegasies bet am op eie 
iniaiatief op te tree nie. Die Sekretariaat bet nou ge­
relil dat vaar sulke cptredes dringend noodaaaklik 1a, die 
GBS-voorsittera hulle planne direJt au die betrokJte De• 
partemente voorll by •n vergaderipg vaar Adjunt-mini•ter 
Vlok ook teenwoordig ia en waar departemente dan aamn he• 
■in oor die beste optrede. By spreek die vertroue uit 
dat die metode aneller 0£1.~ede deur betroklte departenente 
•al bewerkatellig. 

b. rrEM 9 1 ALGEMEEN (DIE VERSI..AG VAN DIE nNNEHEYER-J:OMKIS-

!!!l_ 

Ba 'n aitvoerige bespreking beslait &lie vergadering om 
die volgande aan die Staatspreaident voor te 11 vir goed­
keuring: 

1. Dat die ~emeyer-verslag bespreeJc sal vorc!l by al 
drie Buise. Nie aeer as 2~ uur aal in elke geval 
afgestaan word nie. 

ii. Oat die Verslag op Dinsdag 11 3unie 1985 om 14h15 
tesmne met 'n memorandum van die Ministerie Yan Wet 
en Orde ter tafel gel& sal vord. 

-2-
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Oat afekrifte van die etulc.ke voor die ter tafel 
l~gginq no gou •oontlik aan die pers, aekere lede 
van d.i.e Regerinq, en lede van die opposisie onder 
die verstandhouding van die embargo beskiltbaar ge­
atel aal word, 

Oat die Staatspresident nie aan die debat ■elf be­
boort deel te neem nie maar ctat hy -vel in 41e loop 
van 'n •stand van die Republiek•-toespraa.lt by •n 
gesamentlike eitting van die drie Bui1e vaar hy on­
der andere die Veiligheidsituasie aanraak, na die 
IC&Memeyer-verslag kan vervya. 

Die aem.orandum vat oor die Jtannemeyer-verslag opgestel 
Yord, 1Doet vooraf egter deur die MinisterU!le JCom.itee vat 
deur die Staatspresident aangestel is, Uitgeklaar vord. 

Adjunk-adnister Hel ■al die persaangeleenthede hanteer. 

AGENDA-J:TEM 4 : SOIDWES•AFRUA 

Minister Botha lig die vergadering in oor die jongate stand van 
die gesprekke met die VSA en vra die Staatreiligheidsraad ae 
aanbeveling om met die volgende riglyne vir •n antwoord aan die 
VSA na die Staat.spresident te gaan: 

dat ons nie tevrede is met die nuwe voorstelle vat die 
VSA -an ons ~•ale bet Die. In ons opinie is dit 'n af­
vyking van die oorspronklike ooreenkoms, 

dat die Jtuba.ne in Angola teen die tyd dat verJciesings in 
Suidwe..,.Afrika 1110et plaasvind, nie meer as 6000 moet veea 
nie, 

c. 4at hierdie 6000 verder Noord as die 10• breedtegraac! 
• oet veea, 

d, dat 41e Jtubane tvaalf tM&nde nadat die proses begin bet 
nie meer as 3000 ••l tel nie en dat ons bereid ~• om die 
3000 tvee jaar l.ank bokant die 10• Boord te aanvaar, 

e. dat vat betref 4ie Angolese veraoeJc dat on• aoet onder­
neem cm D.ie van ou eie of gronclgebiecl oncler ona beheer 
gebruik .oat aaak ca cptrec!e■ teen Angola te 1ooc!s Ide, 
•n aoortgelyke ondenaeaing van Angola aoet eia. 

Die vergadering aagtiq 111.ni■ter Botha soos aangeduJ., om die 
a&ngeleentheid aet die Staatapreaident te 9aan bespreek. 

Wat betref die Proklmaasie van die tussentydse regering JDAgtig 
-41.e vergedering ook Minister Botha om die volgenae aanqeleent-
heae met die staatspresident uit te klaari ✓ 

i. Die mnpstitel van Administrateur-genaraal moet on­
Yeranderd bly. 
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11. Die vergadering het l'de wesenlike beswaar teen die 
gebrui~ van die terai •kabinet• deur die tussentydse 
regering nie. 

iii. Die begrip •tuseentydse regering• eal in die Pro­
klamaaie gebruik vord, 

iv. Wat die teken van wette betref, moet on& dit aan 
hu1le stel 4at c!ie Administrateur-generaal die ver­
teenvoordiger van die lleqering ia. By ••l nie sake 
oModJ.g moeilik 111aaJc vir die tuaaentydse Regering 
nie, aaar bulle 110et ook ons poaisie besef. Die 
Adadnietrateur-9eneraal aal du& vel •n .ate van 
cliekresie Jtan toepaa vanneer hy vette cndertelten. 
Ons aal met hulle ooreen kan tom dat die Admini­
atrateur-generaal nie vette aal afkeur tensy die 
belange van die RSA nie daardeur ger.aak word nie. 

ITEM S MENDA-IT'EM 5 i VERANTWOORDE'LnBEID VIR BRANDWEERDIENSTE OP NA• 
SIONALE VI.AX 

Die verciaderin9 besluit dat die aangeleentheid liefs moet oor­
■taan tot die volgende vergadering aangesien die Staatapresi­
dent persoonlike belangstelling daaraan het. 

ITEM 6 AGENDA-ITEM 6: ALGEMEEN 

•• JCROXSPAD 

Had.at Minister Le Grange ver■lag gecloen het oor sy besoek 
aan Ciskei, kom Xi'uiBpad en c!ie instramin9 in die Wes­
JCaap tar aprake. Die vergadering besluit dat die eaak 
dringende aandag moet geniet en om die aangeleentheid oor 
te dra na die vergadedng van die Kabinet cp Woensdag 12 
Jw:de 1985. 

b■ A!"'l'REDE : L'l'--GDIL A J VAN DEVEN'l'ER 

Die Voorsitter al dat die 6e'kx'etaris van die Staatsvei­
ligheidsraad lt-genl Van De'\'enter Da 'n diensteX"IIIJ'll van 
ses-en-clertig jaar aJ.ttree. By bet 'n aooi loopbaan 
gebad en daar aal eet le~ en dank aan hom teruggedink 
ward. 

ITEM 7 &pDISIC-V,P: I'l'BM & JIEDIBSZ DI!HSTZ WAT DBOR DU GENEBSDBR-GB­
lfhAAL ~ DIE OWAMBO-AE>MDIISTIW3U GKLBWZR WORD 

Die vergadering keur goed &lt die •edieee dienate wat ingewlge 
'n besli.saing van 4.ie Staateve11ighei4sraad (SVR 20/83,, item 9) 
aan 41.e OWambo'• gelever vord en vat, ingewlge •n •erdere be­
s l1asi11g van die ,aad (SVR 19/84, ite:11 10), op 30 Junie 1985 
verral, T&naf 1 Julie 1985 tot 31 Deaember 1985 verleng vora. 
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OPTR!OE DEUR 

MINISTER BOTH. 

442



• 

t1ITIRS GEHEIM 

( 
\ 

ITEM 8 Die vergadering verdaag an 12h45 • 

• lTEM 9 01~ volgend~ •er~aderin9 vind op Maandag 29 Julie 1985 in die 
'Oniegebou plaas. 
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f] Junie 1985 

AAN : BRIG P J.. GELDENHUYS 
VAN : HTSK 

!l'l-1 ~ 
STRATKOH-·R~GLYNE : AANSTELLING VAN MNR H GONIWE 'AS SKOOLHOOF BY 
SAM XHALLIJ:: HO!!RSKOOL TE CRADOCK 

1. In lyn met die SSVR-werkkomi tee rakende die aanstelling van 
mnr GONIWE as skoolhoof te Cradoc:k, word die volgende Stratkom­
riglyne voorgele: 

a. 

b. 

Aanstelling 

Die aanstelling van mnr GONIWE moet geskied ingevolge 
Onderwys en Opleiding voorskrifte. 

i. Die pos sal derhalwe geadverteer word. 

ii. 

iii. 

iv. 

Aansoeke moet volgens normale prosedure ingedien 
word. 

Indien nodig, kan 'n persoonlike onderhoud met 
kandidate aangevra word. 

Aanstellings sal op meriete geskied. 

Departementele Kursusse 

i. Aangesien mnr GONIWE geruime tyd uit die 
aktiewe on.derwys afwesig was, sal dit van horn 
verwag word om die nodige voorgeskrewe departe­
mentele orienteringskursusse te deurloop: 

ii. .Die datum van aanstelling sal in ooreenstemrning 
met die aanvangsdatum van die "motiverings­
kursus" geskied. 

Monitering 

i. Uormale mo_niteringsaksies tov mnr GONIWE se UDF­
bedrywighede moet voortgaan, maar meet met 
omsigtigheid hanteer word. 

UITERS GEHEIM 
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enskapsbetrokkenheid 

erkende maatre .. s 
aktiwiteite doel-

Indien mnr GONIWE na 'n redelike tyd 'n positiewe 
gesindheid dmv sy aksies openbaar, word dit beoog om 
in 'n toenemende mate sy gemeenskapsbetrokkenheid te 
bevorder. (Gesamentlike moniteringsaksies deur Onder­
wys en Opleiding en Samewerking en Ontwikkeling) • 

Hantering van die Media 

i . Nasionaal 

ii. 

·-

iii. 

(1) 

(2) 

Alle persverklarings moet deur Onderwys en 
Opleiding se skakelafdeling uitgereik 
word. Die TSK sal die nodige insette in 
oorleg met Onderwys en Opleiding lewer. 

Daar moet gewaak word teen: 

(a) 
(b) 

Opspraakwekkende verklarings . 
Teenstrydighede. 

(3) Die spesifieke aankondiging moet in oorleg 
met OPGBS gekoordineer word aangesien 
KOMKOM-aksies tans beplan word teen die 
UDF en plaaslik geaffilieerde organisasies 
en persone. 

P1aaslik 

(1) Amptenary van 
Samewerking en 
ingelig word 
mnr GOHIWE • 

Onderwys en Opleiding en 
Ontwikkeling moet volledig 
tov die aanstelling van 

(2) Geen skakeling met die pers meet op plaas­
like vlak geskied nie. 

Alle berigte in die media rakende rnnr GONIWE se 
aanstelling moet gemonitor word met die oog op 
doeltreffende teenreaksie. 

f. Betrokkenheid van OPGBS 

Alle koordineringsaksies op plaaslike vlak moet deur 
die GBS geskied • 

H~ 
HOOF TAK STRATEGIESE KOMMUNIKASIE 
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DIE ADJUNK-Dll.U:KTEUR-G ::NERA..\L 
DIE DIREKTEUR-GENE~ ~ 

HERAANSTELLING IN 'N omERW'i'SPOS MNR. M.T. GONIWE 

l. DOEL: 

1.1 Om u in te lig oot vervikkelinge met betrekking tot heraanstelling 
van mnr. H.T. Gooiwe, en 

1.2 goedkeuring vir heraanstelling te verkry. 

2. ACTEP.GROND: 

2.1 Die aaak la cp 'n GVS-vergaderins oader voorMitterskMp va~ ma~. A. 
Vlok, Adjunk-minister van Verdediging eo Wet en Orde bespreek op 6 
Junie 1985 et op aandraog van die Hoofdirekteur: Beheer is 'n 
spesiale kom!tee onder voorsitterskap van die Sekretariaat van die 
Staatsveiligl.eidstaad benoem om die eangeleentheid van heraanstelling 
te ondersoek en aanbevelings hieromtrent te doen. 

2.2 

2.3 

2.4 

In 'n skrywe gedateer 13 Junie 1983, waarvan 'n afskrif in die besit 
is van die Ar.junk-minister, mnr. S.J. de Beer, word heraanstelling 
aaubeveel. 

Uit vorige sn10esprekiogs met leiers u1t die gemeenskap ea tyd 
vergaderings met ouerafgevaardigdes op 24 Mei 1985 en 14 Junie 1985, 
is die verse~~edng gegee dat die skoletoestand heeltemal &al 
normaliseer ~ndien mar. Goniwe weer in 'n onderwyspos aangestel sou 
word. 

Tydens 'n kollegiale onderhoud tussen die Hoofdirekteur: Beheer en 
die Adjunk-direkteur: Gemeenskapsko1111Dunikaaie, op 24 Mei 1985, het 
mnr. Gonl"e te kenne gegee dat hy nog steeds begerig is om na die 
onderwys ter Jg te keer. · 

2.5 Die plaaslika ve1ligheids6emeenskap te Cradock is voortdurend ingelig 
en steuo die strategie van heraanstelling. · 

3. PRO!LEEM: 

Mor. Gonive is teas heeltydse Plattelandse Organiseerder van die U.D.F. 
vir die gebi'ed Cndock. en omgewing. Hy kan dus al sy aandag ae.n. polltieke 
bedryw1ghede "1Y en die negatiewe invloed van sy bedryvighede iu dorpe soos 
Cradock, Somerset-Oas, Bedford, Adelaide, Fort Beaufort en elders, is 
reeds goed bekenc. DH is gebiP.dend noodsaaklik dat sy energie 
berkaualiseer moet word in a~tiwiteite wat hom uie die tyd sal laat 
politieke bedryvighede op so 'n wye terrein te beoefen nie. 
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GEHElH 

t, • OPLOSSING: 

Herkaualiseer mnr. Go.:iiwe se energie en tyd terug in die onder.,ys -
verkieslik by 'n nkoo.l wat in chaotiese toestand 1s, Sam Xhallie te 
Cradock, byvoorbeeld, en dwing hom om al &y aaodag van 7h00 to miustens 
17h00 aau die onderwy; te wy. 

S. VOORDELE VER.BONDE AAN HERAANSTELLlNG: 

6. 

5.1 Die skoolsituas13 te Lingelihle (Cradock) sal totaal normaliseer -

S.2 

S.3 

5.4 

die gemeenskap het hierdie versekering al by herhaling gegee • 

lndien hy by Sam Xhallie (waar hy sou gewees het) aangest~l word, sal 
hy en die gemeeoskap voel dat die "onregverdigheid" vau sy _destydse 
verplasing na Graaff-Reinet reggemaak is en kan daar positiewe 
reaksie verwag ~ord, want vertroue in die Departemeut sal dan herstel 
word. Dit sal bewys dat on& 1 D onderwysdepartemeat is, nie''n 
polisie-l nstrumeot oie. --
Hor. Goniwe se gedrag sal elite miouut van die dag deeglik deur beide 
die Departement eo die Veiligheidsgemeenskap gemoniteer kan word. 

Alle ander opsiEs met betrekking tot veiligheidsoptrede verval nie. 

S.S Deur bywooing VGD verpligte kursusse kao sy gesindheid van negatief 
na positief veraoder word. 

PROSEDURE: 

Daar word voorgestel dat 1nd1en heraaostelling goedgekeur vord 1 die 
volgende prosedure a~volg word: 

Dat die Hoofdirekteur: Beheer op l of 2 Julie 1985 wanneer by op Cradock 
aal wees in verband uet onderhoude met studente met betrekkiog tot · 
hertoelating tot die Kaapse Kollege, weer 'n oo~erhoud met mnr. Goniwe sal 
voer ten einde die saak met hom te bespreek en hom 'n aanbod van 
aanstelling, op ons ,oorwaardes te maak. (So'n aanstelling sal in elk 
geval. op 12 maande p:oef wees) • 

7. AANIIEVELINGS: 

7.1 Dat heraanstelliog van ~or. Goniwe goedgekeur word • 

7.2 Dat die prosedu~e sooa in par. 6 uiteengesit gevolg word. 

Al>JONX-DIREK!EUR : GEMEE~SXAPSKOl"Z.RJNIXASIE 

I, 
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GEHEIH 

NIE AANBEVEEL NIE/KOMMENtA\R 

Iudieu ona mnr Gouiwe heraanstel, ~oet ons bereid wees om die vele ander met 
linkse politieke neigings se heraanstell1ng ook gunstig te oorweeg 1ndien 
hulle sou aansoek doen. I~ het begrip ~ir die huidige gedagtes, veral met die 
oog op normalisering van die situasie. lndien dit die enigste uitweg is, wil 
ek egter voorstel dat by nie op proef aangestel word nie, maar in •n tydelike 
hoedan1ghe1d. Hy kan vir 12 maande 'n lae profiel handhaaf en wag tot sy 
proef bekragtig is en dan ·.Jeer met sy probleme begin wat optrede teen hom 
geweldig sal bemoeilik. 

(get) W A Smit 
D.IllEKTEUR.: PER.SONEELBESTU~ 
DATUM: 18/6/1985 

AANBEVEEL/NIE AANBEVEEL Nl~/KOMHENTAAR 

Indien besluit word om mnr Goniwe aan te stel, is ek ook van oordeel dat dit 
liefs in 'n tydelike hoeda,igheid moet geskied en as dit moontlik is, ook nie 
in 'n waarnemeude hoedanig·1eid as hoof nie. 

(get) J H Verwey 
HOOFDIREJ<.TEUR : ADMIN. DIE:~STE 
DAl'OM: 18/6/85 

AANBEVEEL/NIE AANBEVEEL NI~/XOMMENTAAR 

Afwesig ... 

HOOFD11WC.TEUll: BEHEER 
DATUM: ••••• ., ••••••••••••••• 

AANBEVEEL 

Dat mar GoDiwe iu 1 n tydel~ke hoedanigheid a& waarnemende hoof van Sam 
Xhallie-akool aangestel wo~d met iogang vaa 'n datum soos deur die 
Hoofdirekteur na aauleiding van plaaslike omstandighede bepaal sal word. 

(get) J Nienaber 
ADJUNK-DIREKl'EUR-GENERAAL 
DATUM: lB/6/1985 

4/ ••• 
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HERAANSTELLING: M.T. COllIWE 

GOEDGEJCEUR/NlE GOEDGEKEtf.{ NIE/KOMH.ENIAAR 
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8/3/2020 TRUTH AND RECONCILIATION COMMISSION "LC34" 
ADV POTGIETER: I don't understand, why can't you just walk away? I'm not working for the Security 
Forces. 

MR DU PLESSIS: It is a culture that I cannot describe in words, it just does not happen. If you're 
approached to do something, you are approached in a poised situation, and you just do it. 

ADV POTGIETER: Thank you. Mr Booyens have you got any questions? 

MR BOOYENS: No, none. 

MS BOSMAN: Mr du Plessis, I would just like to clear up of the issues in something that you've just 
mentioned, did you in 1985 realise that the problem that you as a Security Policeman wanted to solve had to 
be felt by the politicians? 

MR DU PLESSI : That is correct, yes. 

MS BOSMAN: At that stage you did realise that, that the solution lies on a political level, and that what you 
are doing now is not the true solution or the real solution? 

MR DU PLESSIS: That is correct, yes. 

MS BOSMAN: Thank you. 

MR NOLTE: ... (inaudible) which may, it's coming from Uitenhage, it's an affidavit of Mr Snyman's doctor as 
to his present state of health and so on. They were supposed to fax it to my attorney yesterday, but apparently 
they had some difficulty in getting the doctor to sign it, we have been told that the affidavit will be signed, or 
has been signed, but we haven't received it yet, it was sent to my attorney's office. Subject to that, but I 
understand there is some other witness here, sorry I forget the surname now, the man that was involved in the 
Craig Williamson incident, ... (intervention) 

MR VAN DER MERWE: Van Jaarsveld, he is here. 

MR NOLTE: But subject to the handing in of that affidavit, that's the evidence I would propose to call. 

CHAIRPERSON: 1'11 bear that in mind, and I'll allow the affidavit in as soon as it's available. Mr Bizos, can 
we break for lunch? 

HEARING ADJOURNS 

TRUTH AND RECONCILIATION COMMISSION 

AMNESTY HEARINGS 

DATE: 2 JUNE 1998 

HELD AT: PORT ELIZABETH 

NAME: JACOB JAN HENDRIK VAN JAARSVELD 

ON RESUMPTION 

MR BIZOS: In the evidence of the next witness, the Committee will require the volume 2, which is the 
application of Mr van Jaarsveld, and you will also need the applicant's bundle, and I would ask you to tum to 
page 101 of the applicant's bundle, which is a portion of the judgement of His Lordship Mr Justice Zietsman, 
but at the bottom of page 101, the signal of June 1985 is reproduced. cj 
Mr Chairman, we call to give evidence Mr Jakob Jan Hendrik van Jaarsveld. 
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JACOB JAN HENDRIK VAN JAARSVELD: (sworn states): 

EXAMINATIO BY MR BIZOS: You have applied for amnesty, and the documents, or at least a portion 
thereof has been placed before the Committee as volume 2. Do you confirm that this forms part of your 
application? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: That's correct. 

MR BIZOS: And there was an Annexure A which is attached, it is a statement of the facts relevant to this 
application. That has 

also been placed before the Committee. Would you please read out the statement and if there is anything 
which you wish to add, would you then do so. Will you please read it. 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: "Chairperson, during 1984 I was 
connected to the Intelligence Unit of the Security Branch 
in Pretoria. I was a Lieutenant. Approximately during the 
middle of 1984 I received an order from Mr Craig 
Williamson to investigate whether it would be possible to 
take out Matthew Goniwe, that means kill ... (intervention) 

MR BIZOS: Can you stop there for a moment. Who is Major Craig Williamson and where is he stationed, 
what was his job during 1984? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: Mr Craig Williamson was the Head of the South African Police Security Branch's 
Intelligence Unit stationed at the Security Head Quarters in Pretoria. 

MR BIZOS: What were you asked to do? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: I was asked by Craig Williamson to investigate whether it would be possible to 
take out Matthew Goniwe. 

MR BIZOS: What did that mean? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: It meant to kill. 

MR BIZOS: Continue, will you read the next paragraph. 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: "At that stage due to my work obligations Matthew Goniwe was familiar to me. I 
had read a number of reports regarding him. He was the father of the G plan, that was about Ground 
structure's street committees, ... (intervention) 

MR BIZOS: Where did you get the information ofreports? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: It was made available to us at Head Office. 

MS BOSMAN: Who sent those reports to the Head Office? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: According to the activities of the Security Branch at that stage, it would have been 
reports gathered or compiled on local level and the sent via the Security Branch in PE in the Eastern 
Province to Head Quarters. 

MR BIZOS: You describe the so-called G plan and what it entailed, what was it about? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: The G plan was a revolutionary document compiled by Matthew Goniwe which 
described the activities of those occupying positions in the ground level structures at street committees. 

MR BIZOS: Did you go to Port Elizabeth? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: Yes. I will continue, 
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"Captain Bassie Bouwer and I drove down to Port Elizabeth in a blue Sierra 2L. We 
reported to Colonel Gerrit Erasmus at the Security Branch of PE who was at that 
point the head of the branch. Their offices were in Strand Street in Port Elizabeth. 
Colonel Erasmus was aware of the purpose of our visit." 

MR BIZOS: Can we just pause for a moment there. It is alleged that you may be wrong in connection with 
the identity of Colonel Erasmus. It is alleged that he was transferred and was not here in Port Elizabeth 
during 1984. What do you have to say about that? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: That is the first time that I journeyed to Port Elizabeth and it was the first time that 
I met Colonel Erasmus. I remember him very well, we still sat in his office chatting about things like Rugby. 
If I'm not mistaken, I don't know exactly what his position was, he was either the Vice-President or the 
President of the Eastern Province Rugby Union. 

MR BIZOS: Do you have any doubt at all that that was Colonel Erasmus? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: Not at all. 

MR BIZOS: What did you discuss with him apart from Rugby and his position on the Rugby Board? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: We discussed what was happening in the country and amongst others at that stage 
he jokingly told me, I don't think we should attach too much value to this, if things in the country were to 
change, if things were to happen, he would see to it that the Policemen would receive their pensions, he 
would ensure that well-organised and executed bank robberies would take place in order to do that. 

MR BIZOS: But that was a joke? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: Yes, that's correct. 

MR BIZOS: But that is the level of detail which you can remember? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: Yes, that's correct. 

MR BIZOS: Did you stay in Port Elizabeth or did you go to Cradock? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: Later that morning we went to Cradock. One of the members of the PE Security 
Branch accompanied us. He went in his own car. He had come from Koevoet and I assumed that it was - that 
Sakkie van Zyl at that stage was a Captain. In Cradock we went to Henry Fouche who was the Security 
Branch Commander there. The meeting was held at his offices. Fouche showed us their VIP room, that is 
where all the tapping devices were monitored, and according to him the Goniwe house was very well 
covered with tapping devices. After that we went to Goniwe's home, in Henry Fouche's motor vehicle. The 
road to the house was very bad, but the house itself looked very different to those in its environment. As I 
remember it was painted white. Mrs Goniwe was at home when we arrived there. We greeted here and 
walked through the house. Fouche pointed out a double-adaptor for the radio to me and told me that there 
was a tapping device inside it. After a while we left the house and went back to the Cradock Security Branch. 
From there we went back to Port Elizabeth. That evening, along with members of the Security Branch in Port 
Elizabeth we monitored a meeting and later on I threw a stone through one Janet Cherry's motor vehicle 
window. 

MR BIZ OS: Why did you do that? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: That was purely mischief. 

ADV POTGIETER: Could it have been anybody's car window, or was it specifically hers? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: Could you repeat that. (1-
ADV POTGIETER: The mischief, was it aimed specifically at Janet Cherry's car, or would it have been 
aimed at anybody's car? W 
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MR VAN JAARSVELD: No, it was aimed specifically at her car. 

ADV POTGIETER: Janet Cherry's car? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: That's correct. 

ADV POTGIETER: How did you know it was her car? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: The vehicle was pointed out to us by other passengers in our vehicle. 

MR BIZO : We can determine the date and if the owner was Janet Cherry, because that was the 21st of 
March. It was Sharpeville day. Can you remember whether that was the date or not? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: No. 

MR BIZOS: But was it approximately during that period of time? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: If the evidence says that it was the 21st of March then I will accept that, because 
the two incidents are directly connected to one another. 

MR BIZOS: What did you do the next morning? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: The following morning we drove back to Pretoria. I gave feedback, I think that 
Captain Bouwer was present, so I gave this feedback to Captain Williamson. I recommended that Goniwe 
could not be taken out at his house because there were too many people in the vicinity and it would make the 
process problematic. I recommended that he be followed and taken out alongside the road somewhere. I 
cannot say with surety who took the recommendations. I found out later that Mr Goniwe was dead. A telex 
was sent, which recommended the permanent removal of Goniwe and others. According to my opinion it 
was possible that the State Security Council would approve such an operation. 

From 1989 I was involved with the Secretariat of the State Security Council and I'm aware of what the 
procedures were. Van Rensburg was a member of the Secretariat of the State Security Council, even though 
he had retired he was still in service of the Police. Mr Stemmet was second in command of the SSSC. 

MR BIZOS: There are a number of questions which we'd like to put to you. You mention a telex which was 
that signal sent on the 7th of June from Port Elizabeth to General van Rensburg. Could you please look at 
page IO 1 to 102. Did you read the signal? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: I have read it after you showed it to me. 

MR BIZOS: Very well. It was a common fact that during the post mortem this signal was sent by Du Plessis 
from the Army on behalf of the then Brigadier and later General van der Westhuizen to General van 
Rensburg. When you worked at the Head Office, did you know how the system operated? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: If you're referring to the system within the SSSC and the JMS, yes. 

MR BIZOS: How did it happen that you came to acquire that knowledge? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: As a Police Deputy Officer, I had been devolved to the Secretariat of the Security 
Council from 1981 until 1982 and later on from the late 80's for a short while. 

MR BIZ OS: We are aware of the EP JMS here in Port Elizabeth, and that Brigadier van der Westhuizen was 
the Chairperson thereof, and that Colonel Snyman represented the Security Police in the EP JMS, and if he 
was not available then Mr van Rensburg would represent him. What according to the procedures had to 
happen at the EP JMS before the signal could be sent, whose decision would it be to make such a proposal? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: Chairperson, the communication structure of the National Security Council worked 0 
in a dual fashion. Firstly any action in terms of Government strategy within the JMS and JMS organs or the (J\ 
joint operational centres and so forth would be controlled by State departments from which it would move 

L~ 
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via the structures of the JMS to the State Security Council Branches, but those connected to the Management 
System on local level would also send this information to the other Security Offices. 

MR BIZOS: Could the Chairperson of the EP JMS here in PE have sent such a signal without the permission 
of Mr Snyman or one or other person who represented the Security Police here in Port Elizabeth? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: It would have been very difficult for him to do so without the permission, because 
an operation such as this would have to be planned within the JMC of the JMS and this was a very important 
aspect of that system. The JMC worked along with the Co-ordinating Committee of the JMS. It consisted of 
members of the Security Branch, Military Intelligence, National Intelligence representatives and in cases 
where other departments who were also there, such as Education and Training in certain respects, they would 
be co-ordinated as such within that Committee. 

MR BIZOS: You'll see in paragraph 3 on page 102 that it is a proposal to remove the three mentioned 
persons from the community. Did you have any difficulty in interpreting the meaning of paragraph 3? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: No. 

MR BIZOS: What does it mean? 

MR VAN JAAR VELD: It is very clear that it is a proposal to initiate the operation, but one has to look at it 
in a broader perspective as well, in terms of the Government's counter-revolutionary strategy which had 
begun at that stage, had gotten off the ground at that stage. The proposal for action was referred to Secretariat 
of the State Security Council and then also Trevits, in order to ensure that it was co-ordinated, that it would 
take place, and that people would take note thereof. 

MR BIZOS: Will you please explain what Trevits is. 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: I have the documents before me, it is the documents with the number TNV2 from 
1985, it's confidential. It is inscribed "The strategy of the ANC''. It was compiled by National Interpretation 
of the Secretariat of the Security Council and was distributed in 1985 in March as a Security document. The 
introduction and interpretation of this document includes the name of the Organ Trevits as a foundation. I 
will read to you, 

"For the purposes of continuity and co-ordination in a comprehensive counter­
revolutionary strategy, a monitoring centre which will include strategic information 
gathering, the Counselling Centre for monitoring." 

It would not be feasible to have such an organ. 

MR BIZOS: Who would have taken the decision to allow the proposal made by the EP JMS to continue or 
not? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: If one observes the structures of the National Security Management Structure, I 
have previously provided a document to the Amnesty Committee which was handed in to them on the 6th of 
March 1997. In this document it is clearly set out how the National Management Structure functions. An 
operation such as this would be sent to the highest level of this structure, that would be the Cabinet and State 
Security Council level. It had to be cleared out there. 

MR BIZOS: If the proposal was permitted, who would have known about it? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: It would then be the members of the State Security Council who knew about it. 

MR BIZOS: And if it had been permitted, which steps would be taken to execute it? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: Once again a dual function via the National Management Structure back to the 
JMS, the local EP JMS, and secondly with the departmental representatives, the Ministers and 
officials within the State Security Council. 

MR BIZOS: And if the proposal was not adhered to, what would have happened? 
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MR VAN JAARSVELD: In the same way the negative would have been communicated back. 

MR BIZOS: Would this proposal be studied? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: Yes. 

MR BIZOS: The Security Police here in Port Elizabeth was not involved? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: Mr Chairperson it is difficult for me to say, I did refer earlier to Trevits, an order 
like the permanent removal of Goniwe group could also have come from Trevits, so one has to look very 
carefully at this, in that it could have been a dualistic function. 

MR BIZOS: Now, paragraph 4, there is an explanation of what the writer considers as a reaction on the local 
level and national level that must be taken into consideration. Why is that so, do you know? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: Mr Chairperson, any revolutionary warfare like we had in the country at that stage 
has got one main goal and that is that the war cannot be fought without the support of the masses and if such 
a reaction occurs, it is counter-revolutionary warfare and you also have to control the masses, and that is why 
paragraph 4 is important. 

MR BIZOS: Who will have considered these circumstances? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: Mr Chairperson the circumstances would have been considered by all the organs of 
the State, all the departments would have the order to monitor the situation and would have acted with the 
necessary means. Other officials as well as reaction from the politicians on the left, as well as protest actions 
will have to be monitored and would have acted on that. 

CROSS-EXAMINATION BY MR BOOYENS: Mr Chairman, I will be able to start with my cross­
examination of this witness. This witness, however, referred to certain documentation, things referring to 
Trevits as so on, so I'll get as far as I can and then I'm afraid I'll have to ask for an adjournment, because, my 
eyesight is not that good, but if I can see I think this document is from here it's a voluminous document, so 
perhaps I'll find myself in a position to study that. 

Just in passing, Mr van Jaarsveld, it seems as if the two documents are very thick, is that correct? 

ADV POTGIETER: No, Mr Chairperson, this document is not applicable, it's just these two. 

MR BOOYENS: Yes, I'm talking about them, but it seems as if it's almost 80 - 100 pages. Okay, fine, thank 
you. Mr van Jaarsveld, I'm asking you a general question and I don't expect from you to go into detail, the 
order that you got from Craig Williamson, was that a strange order, the order to go and see if this person can 
be killed or not? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: Mr Chairperson, no, at that stage we - a lot of that type of actions did occur in our 
country. These things started from as early as in the 70's ... (intervention) 

MR BOO YENS: What I actually want to know from you is where that type of order was initiated there in the 
Intelligence Service, or maybe higher up, is that not true? It was also not unique, is that true? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: No. 

MR BOOYENS: You refer to Herman Studdler and Piet Goosen. It - I'm talking about your knowledge, it 
would not have been initiated by them, it would have been above them, they would have only been the 
people who carried the message down, is that true? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: Yes, that would have been the case. 

MR BOO YENS: And, seemingly, already in '84 Mr Goniwe was seen as a problem for then Government of O 
the day, and that it was seen as a viable option to kill him? Mr van Jaarsveld, where would the Head Office (" _,,\ 
get that idea? LC., \J' 
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ON RESUMPTION ON 3 JUNE 1998 - DAY 3 

CHAIRPERSON: Good morning Mr Van Jaarsveld, you are still under oath. 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: (s.u.o.) 

CROS -EXAMINATION BY MR BOOYEN : (cont) 

Thank you very much Mr Chairperson. Mr Van Jaarsveld once again thank you very much for the fact that 
you made these documents available to me. I would just like to ask you, because I think it would be good to 
hand it in as an exhibit. I've got a document here which was attached to your Affidavit and it's about the 
National Management Services. Is that correct? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: What are you referring to? 

MR BOO YENS: I will just show it to you. I will hand it in as an exhibit. It's the two documents that I got 
from you or received from you. Mr Van Jaarsveld I cannot see what you just showed me. If I can just show it 
to you it will be Exhibit Q or QQ. Can you just look at the document, it's there at Mr Bizos, you have got the 
original? 

MR VA JAARS VELD: That is correct, yes. 

MR BOOYENS: There are just a few aspects, or before I begin with this, yesterday I heard from my 
colleague Mr Hugo that you have got tertiary education. Is that correct? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: Yes. 

MR BOOYENS: Could you just tell us what qualifications you've got. 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: I've got a BA Degree, a Honours Degree, a Masters Degree and an MBA Degree. 

MR BOOYENS: The MBA is that a Business Degree? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: That is correct, yes. 

MR BOO YENS: Your specialised field in the Masters Degree, what was that? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: It was for strategic studies. It was specific research regarding the ANC and PAC's 
strategies. 

MR BOOYENS: While studying the revolutionary strategies you also gained a lot of knowledge in the 
counter revolutionary strategies? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: That is correct, yes. 

MR BOOYENS: Now the National or NSMS and, you'll have to correct me if I'm wrong, the National 
Security Management Structure was a para-military organisation compared to the civil organisations. I don't 
know if I have just described it correctly? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: You have, that's correct yes. 

MR BOOYENS: You explain here that there are enormous amounts of sub structures that fell under this 
management system or NSMS system and it seems as if the securocrats in the Botha era jointly managed the 

system? l/'1 r Q 
MR VAN JAARSVELD: That's true, yes. '-" \j\ 

MR BOOYENS: Specifically on page 9 of Exhibit Q, this State War Book that later became the 
Administration War, could you just in short say to us and I know it is probably a lot to ask from you, but 
could you just tell the committee in short what this is about? 
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MR VAN JAARSVELD: Mr Chairperson the State War Book is a government document that was drawn up 
to manage the government in a war situation. 

MR BOOYENS: And this war that was talked about in this National War Book or the State War Book, was 
this now the revolutionary struggle that was apparently going on? 

MR VA JAARSVELD: It was for conventional warfare, but as you can see, that the main components was 
used in the revolutionary warfare. 

MR BOOYENS: I see, and I would just like to mention a few aspects of the evidence. You've said what your 
background was and the way in which they operated, the instructions they received etc. If one would for 
example now - or there's an Affidavit from Colonel Snyman who is unfortunately terminally ill, but at a 
previous opportunity he said and he gave evidence under oath and I'm going to try and summarise - that 
before him and others he was at a meeting in Cradock, this is now Snyman, in his capacity as Head of 
Security, where certain ministers were also present. There was a discussion between him and Louis Le 
Grange, the then Minister of Law and Order, after he said the normal security options had been exhausted 
and that Louis Le Grange said that they must make a plan with the activists in the Eastern Cape. Snyman said 
that he interpreted that Le Grange in essence or as said, that if legal methods do not work, then they must 
take these people out, to use this euphemism that was used during that time. This type of action or this man 
to man conversation, was that something that - did this work like this in this security community. 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: It's difficult to say that it always worked like this, there were various informal 
discussions and the securocrats worked like this. 

MR BOOYENS: Yes, and the securocrats were also very careful talking about the orders that they gave. 
They were very careful in that there were never any documents or paper records of it, is that no true? 
(Transcribers translation). 

MR VAN JMRSVELD: That's very true, yes. (Transcribers translation) 

CHAIRPERSON: Is that the same reason why they gave such unclear orders and never gave direct orders? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: That's right. 

CHAIRPERSON: They were scared? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: Yes. I won't say they were scared, but they tried to cover various things up. 

MR BOOYENS: At various opportunities discussion were held and someone is told to take another person 
out instead of killing him, using simple language. Why would that be? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: I think it's part of the human factor that you don't want to use the words just to kill 
someone, I think it's part of the human factor, a euphemism, it's another way of saying it. 

MR BOOYENS: Wasn't it rather a question that someone didn't like the idea of death and he couldn't bring 
himself to say "kill the man" and so used other language. Is that no so? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: Sorry Mr Chairman I didn't quite understand? 

CHAIRPERSON: Isn't it a question that certain of these people who gave orders disliked the idea of death so 
much that they couldn't even talk about it. Is that not so? (Transcribers translation). 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: Mr Chairman I would speculate if I say how people thought or what they thought 
about death. 

CHAIRPERSON: Well there was evidence given here that the person who possibly gave the orders in this 
case never had it in his heart to say "kill Mr Goniwe", but rather said "do what is right for the country" and (~0 
that was interpreted as "kill Mr Goniwe". (Transcribers translation). \j\ 

Le 
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MR VAN JAARSVELD: Mr Chairperson yes, our earlier discussion or interaction this morning it is a fact 
that it indicated that the people did not directly say kill, so by implication various things were said and that 
people could have interpreted it in a different way and that was the style of speech or the way they conveyed 
things. 

MR BOO YENS: Let us talk about your own situation. Your order from Craig Williams was to go and see if 
you can take out Goniwe? 

MR VAN JAAR VELD: That is correct. 

MR BOOYENS: Now the word "take out" in the neutral sense -in Afrikaans it means to take out this glass 
between the other two objects? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: That is correct. 

MR BOOYEN : But it ... (intervention) 

MR BIZOS: ... (inaudible) an attempt was made to do that with an Affidavit from a Professor from the 
University of the Orange Free State, where under examination I think that the matter disappeared, so I 
merely want clarity as to what is being put, that "uithaal" from a top security officer to a junior security 
officer in relation to a person who is considered an enemy of the State, is to take him from one place to put 
him an another. Is that what is being put? 

CHAIRPERSON: No, I think it's common cause that it was intended to mean that someone should be killed 
and I think that what Mr Booyens wants to illustrate now is the strange type of language, in the strict sense, 
meant something else but was understood in the fraternity as meaning to kill. 

ADV BIZOS: We would accept that veiled language was used, but it's meaning was clear both to the speaker 
and to the recipient. 

MR BOOYENS: I'm indebted to my learned friend Mr Chairman. Another possibility that one cannot lose 
from sight is that especially the politicians, who one knows regularly speak with forked tongues, deliberately 
used terminology like to take out, elimination etc because it gives you a back door to retreat and say if 
someone confronts you, you can say well I did not mean that, I never said that you must kill someone and 
that is also a possibility why that terminology was used. 

ADV BIZOS: Mr Chairman, there's a matter that I want to raise. I want to refer to page 40 of Mr Snyman's 
application for amnesty, because if my learned friend wants to change the basis of his application without 
leading any evidence to support it, because Mr Snyman is ill, then he must please explain to the committee 
before he continues with this line of cross examination. ll(a) The question is whether the deed was 
performed as a result of an order of any organisation and; 11 (b) The particulars concerning the order and 
approval and the date of it, and it is known the name and address of the person or persons who gave such an 
order and gave approval for it. Answer: self. Are we now going to hear an application for amnesty that this 
was ordered by Mr Le Grange. Now Mr Chairman my learned friend has served an Affidavit on us that Mr 
Snyman can't give evidence, at the same time he's putting to him - he's suggesting to the witness that the 
deaths came about as a result of a conversation between Mr Le Grange and Mr Snyman at Cradock. 
Something that Mr Snyman has not said in his application, we know that he is not going to give evidence. On 
what basis is this hypothesis being put to the witness Mr Chairman? 

MR BOO YENS: Mr Chairman maybe I should make a copy of what I've got of Mr Snyman's application 
available. My learned friend obviously has not got it, because at page 37: During adjournment in a discussion 
with the Minister of Law and Order it was expected to make a plan with the activists in the Eastern Cape. I 
understood and interpreted that these people were activists etc. 

ADV BIZOS: This may be but (indistinct) to the direct question on the basis of the application, we are told 
that he did this not as a result of the order or suggestion of anyone, but on his own account. (f ~ 
MR BOOYENS: Mr Chairman really, if my learned friend reads that then maybe that answer should have 
been, but one cannot read that in isolation. Snyman's whole Affidavit tells us that Le Grange told him that ~ 
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they must make a plan with these people and how he interpreted it. That question obviously it's never been 
suggested, not in Snyman's order or anywhere that he received a direct order in respect of Goniwe, a direct 
one on the day before or something like that, but certainly his application goes wide enough to say that he 
received an instruction from Louis Le Grange even if it were regarded as a general instruction and that's the 
basis on which I'm putting these questions. Perhaps the committee should make a ruling. 

CHAIRPERSON: To do that Mr Boo yens perhaps you should deal then with the answer as it appears in 
question 11 (b) on page 40 of the record. I don't quite follow your argument in view of the direct question and 
answer at ll(b). 

MR BOOYENS: Mr Chairman, my argument is very simply the following: let's say for arguments sake 
Snyman has not answered that question, he's left it blank. I know he said "I gave it myself', he gave the order 
himself, now that is the evidence that Snyman himself gave the order for the specific carrying out of the 
operation. That's what the applicants say, that's what Snyman says but if you go back and you read what 
Snyman says, what the run up to this was, it's clear that throughout and in fact the other applicants testified 
that Snyman in fact reported that to them, that what Le Grange said. 

CHAIRPERSON: You are arguing that he gave this order, which he accepts that he gave himself, as a result 
of an order given to him in general terms by Le Grange? 

MR BOOYENS: He's gone under oath as far as that is concerned. It may be a question of how you interpret 
that question or so but it's certainly not improper to suggest that what Le Grange said to him and what is 
relevant in this regard. It's specifically once again one of those vague word "make a plan" and that's why I'm 
asking these questions of the witness. 

CHAIRPERSON: That's precisely the question that Mr Bizos raises. On what is Mr Snyman going to rely, on 
the instruction that he says he got from Le Grange in general terms or is his application based on an order 
that was embroiled by himself and that he gave to other underlings. 

MR BOOYENS: Mr Chairman if you read Snyman's application ... (intervention) 

CHAIRPERSON: At the end of the day I, or this committee is going to have to decide on what basis does 
Snyman make this application and on what basis are we going to grant it or refuse it. Here I think what Mr 
Bizos wants to know at this stage is on what basis is going to be argued that Snyman makes this application 
at the end of the day. 

MR BOOYENS: Mr Chairman Snyman makes the application ... (intervention) 

CHAIRPERSON: No, no you carry on. 

MR BOOYENS: Snyman makes the application on the basis that Le Grange gave me an order to make a 
plan. I then in execution of that general order, gave an order after certain submissions were made to me, that 
to kill the (indistinct) as he ... (intervention) 

CHAIRPERSON: As he interpreted general instructions? 

MR BOOYENS: Well he certainly says so in his application Mr Chairman. That second small paragraph that 
I've just quoted to you ... (intervention) 

ADV BIZOS: Mr Chairman we're in the middle of the cross examination of a witness. We have a situation 
that Mr Le Grange is dead and according to the Affidavit, the committee will not have the opportunity to 
hear the evidence of Mr Snyman. Let my learned friend finish his cross examination of the witness and we 
can deal with this question, but in putting hypothetical questions to this witness ... (intervention) 

CHAIRPERSON: Of which has no prospect of any certainty? 

ADV BIZOS: Yes, that he must put to him at least that in answer to the direct question Mr Snyman said that 
he took the decision himself, so that we can proceed and complete the cross examination of the witness and 
we obviously cannot hear Mr Le Grange and it looks as ifwe will not hear Mr Snyman. We can leave the rest 
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to argument, but in putting the hypothetical questions my learned friend must please put them on the facts as 
they appear on the documents. 

CHAJRPERSO : There's this sort of double edged application here, firstly that Snyman took the decision as 
a result of a general order that he received and then possibly made a decision - specific decision on his own -
I'm not too sure at this stage upon which line he's basing his application. 

ADV BIZOS: Can we leave that for argument Mr Chairman because these are not the only factors that really 
muddle the waters for my learned friend. 

CHAIRPERSON: Mr Booyens then proceed. 

MR BOOYENS: Thank you Mr Chairman. Mr Van Jaarsveld we've just talked about the general phraseology 
that was used. I've already said to you that the term "make a plan" as it appears in Snyman's Affidavit, is that 
also a term that was used. Did this "make a plan" in some instances mean to kill? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: Mr Chairman, yes like I've said it was a terminology, the language in which it was 
conveyed and the interpretation in the security society was what we are dealing with today. 

MR BOO YENS: Can you just deal with one aspect. I would like to deal with the attitude that was conveyed 
after the police acted in a counter revolutionary fashion. You mention here officials who were sent to Taiwan 
for training in I think, psychological warfare. I do not exactly remember in which document you mentioned 
it. Is that correct? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: That's correct, it's in the document in front of you. 

MR BOOYENS: Do you have any knowledge of what the training in Taiwan entailed and what the purpose 
of it was? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: Yes it was large number of officials, I cannot exactly say to you how many, they 
were sent to Taiwan but I was one of them who did the training as well and was trained there in political 
warfare and that entails the following, and I quote from the following books that we received from the 
Taiwanese and it is about ideological warfare, intelligence warfare, strategic warfare, psychological warfare 
and mass warfare and that was the training, how to understand it and how to counter it. 

MR BOO YENS: I see. In that training - I'm trying to put it as short as possible - in that training did the idea 
appear that in certain circumstances, although there has not been a declared war, that you could kill the 
enemy. I'm not talking about the type of things that form the topic of so many of these amnesty applications. 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: Mr Chairperson yes and if I go back to the documents that I mentioned yesterday 
and that is the report from the ANC. There's a quote there once again in the document from Sarcescian (?) an 
author who is internationally acclaimed for his revolutionary, counter revolutionary writings and I quote: 
"Defence against revolution requires an effective, efficient and understanding government but the very 
existence of a revolutionary environment is a manifestation of political, social and psychological weakness 
and effective counter revolutionary action must derive from the same vulnerable environment". I hope that 
answers your question. (Transcribers translation). 

MR BOOYENS: This is my interpretation, or is it correct that it fits in with what you said happened to 
Colonel Victor and where he then gave the commands to Jacques Hechter, on page 10, in that you must act 
and where he basically said that you must fight fire with fire and that you must fight the acts of terror. 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: That is correct, yes. 

MR BOOYENS: And that is how you understood it during your training in Taiwan or the course you did in 
Taiwan? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: It was not only the course in Taiwan, we also in our training in South Africa, we G'\~ 
also conveyed that, we also gave them the message for counter revolutionary actions. 

Le 
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CHAIRPERSON: Was this all in defense of apartheid? 

MR VAN JAAR VELD: That's correct Mr Chairman. 

MR BOO YENS: And was that what was conveyed to the policeman. In other words, something that created 
a culture that people - or that there was a culture in the security branch that in some instances it was justified 
to kill someone if you couldn't do anything else, that a mindset was created. 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: Mr Chairperson it was the situation, one could actually call it a sub culture within a 
culture and it did exist. 

MR BOOYENS: Might I just have a moment to take instructions Chairperson? With all this strategic 
planning, smoke screens and so forth, evidence was given here that approximately at the same stage, I think I 
did touch upon that yesterday, I would just like to return to that briefly. At the same time that this signal was 
sent a committee in Pretoria was busy discussing or considering the reappointment of Mr Goniwe as a 
teacher. By nature of the fact that your knowledge wouldn't be specific but rather general regarding this 
point, but was there anything like that which was actually a smoke screen so that they could wash their hands 
in innocence afterwards ... (intervention) 

MR BIZOS: Mr Chairman this is a finding of fact which the committee is called upon to make, it is not a 
matter for the witness's opinion without all the facts being set up in front of him. It would depend on the 
personnel, there were nine of them there from different disciplines including the Air Force and the navy. 
There are too many factors I submit for a witness who knows the system to answer a specific question for the 
committee Mr Chairman. 

MR BOOYENS: Mr Chairman I hadn't even completed my question when my learned friend objected. The 
question was specifically aimed at - and I said I know you would not have specific knowledge of this - the 
question was aimed specifically within the structures that he had intimate knowledge of and that's obvious 
whether this could have been nothing else but a smoke screen or the left hand not knowing what the right 
hand is doing or a deliberate effort to hide the real intention. We must remember that also emanating from 
my learned friend we've got a signal at round about the same time which tells us exactly the opposite of 
what's being planned. 

ADV POTGIETER: For example was that signal fed into the process of this GVS Committee for example. 
So I think that the point that Mr Bizos makes is that you know it's inappropriate unless you put the entire 
picture to this witness to elicit the kind of comment that you want, that this could possibly have been a 
smoke screen. 

CHAIRPERSON: In other words is he able to give us a proper opinion upon which we can rely. Given his 
inability to appreciate the broad picture? 

MR BOOYENS: His opinion will only be on the very broad picture Mr Chairman. Perhaps I should rephrase 
the question and just ask him were things sometimes done to appear to be the one thing whereas the true 
intention was the other? 

CHAIRPERSON: You rephrase your question, we'll see what the ... (inaudible) 

MR BOOYENS: Let me ask you a general question. An aspect of this entire strategic warfare with which 
people were busy in the counter revolutionary warfare, was the use of misinformation, the creation of 
misimpression that they pretended to be doing one thing and then in actuality were busy with something else. 
Is that part of the general tactic? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: Yes Chairperson, the National Security Management System made specific 
provision to give the government a very strong propaganda arm and the name of this was the branch of 
Strategic Communication which was seated within the National Security Management System and it was so 
effective that it established it's own committees on the local JMS level by name of CONCOM 
Communication Committees, that's what they did, that was the propaganda wing of the National Security 
Management System. 
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MR BOOYENS: Did that propaganda wing include the use of misinformation, faulty information, the 
creation of misimpressions? 

MR VAN JAAR VELD: Yes, if one takes into consideration the propaganda, the things that Mr Booyens has 
mentioned, all those aspects fall within the term of propaganda. 

ADV BOSMAN: I beg your pardon. Could you tell us about this disinformation. Was it aimed at creating 
confusion for the public out there or was it aimed at creating confusion within the system itself. 

MR VAN JAAR VELD: Disinformation, depending upon what the objective of it would be, sometimes it 
would be operated to firstly create confusion in the public, to create a situation within which one could 
accomplish certain things. It could be used among your own peers in order to create certain impressions or 
misimpressions. It had a whole spectrum of uses. 

ADV BOSMAN: The question is actually what the appearance of it would be within the system. Was it used 
for the purposes of creating impressions within the public or within the system. Did you have any experience 
of that? 

MR VAN JAAR VELD: In that case, within the branch of Strategic Communication it was aimed essentially 
outward, either to conceal or to camouflage that which the government was doing or to create a certain 
situation within which the government could do certain things. Internally I would say at certain occasions 
misinformation would be fed back. 

ADV BOSMAN: There has been evidence here that persons who knew each other relatively well within the 
same division communicated with each other and at times fed misinformation through. What would the 
purpose of this kind of strategy or action have been? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: A typical example of this would be where certain actions had taken place and there 
might have been certain errors or faults during that action and another division of the police would be 
investigating the case, then misinformation would be sent from the security branch to the other divisions so 
that the investigation could be hindered and therefore not completed. 

MR BOO YENS: Thank you Chairperson. Just another aspect which I would like to discuss with you. There 
is an Affidavit which arrived at my attorney's offices this morning from General Erasmus, Gerhard Erasmus, 
from his attorney. According to this Affidavit - and I will submit copies of this Affidavit - according to the 
Affidavit Erasmus says essentially the following: he discusses three aspects ... (intervention) 

MR BIZOS: Is he going to be called? Well on what basis, on what basis has a contrary version been put if 
you are not told that he is going to be called? 

MR BOOYENS: Mr Chairman, Mr Van Zyl testified that he never worked with Erasmus, that Erasmus 
wasn't here at the beginning of 84 when he came here. I am surely entitled to ask the witness for his 
comments if Erasmus makes a certain statement? 

MR BIZOS: Mr Chairman I object to the inclusion of an Affidavit of a person who is apparently available 
and you are not given an assurance that he is going to be called. 

If General Erasmus wants to deny this there is the stand and I would now suggest that the Affidavit be 
returned to my learned friend. 

CHAIRPERSON: Isn't Mr Bizos correct? 

MR BOOYENS: Mr Chairman I've received an Affidavit, I don't know why it was - I haven't even asked 
leave to hand it in yet. 

CHAIRPERSON: Well it's been handed in. 

MR BIZOS: Well you must take responsibility for your side. 
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CHAIRPERSON: What's the purpose of relying on an Affidavit purportedly made by a person who is 
available and able to come and testify. 

MR BOO YENS: Mr Chairman is the committee ruling that I cannot ask him about information that I've got. 
I'm not suggesting that because Van Zyl testified it and I've received additional information from Erasmus 
know, I'm not saying - I've got no brief for Erasmus. 

CHAIRPERSON: Well Mr Booyens the simple question is that are unable to put that version to the witness 
without the Affidavit? 

MR BOOYENS: Mr Chairman if I spoke to Erasmus on the telephone last night, I haven't got an Affidavit 
and he said to me no that's not the way it happened, that is the way it happened, would I be entitled to ask the 
witness for his comment about that or not? 

CHAIRPER ON: And then you stop with his answer, unless you call Erasmus to testify. 

MR BOO YEN : Yes, I'm ... (intervention) 

MR BIZOS: Mr Chairman could I clarify. I have no objection to a version being put to a witness, but we 
must be told whether it is in - and he can cross examine on it if he so desires - I object to the Affidavit going 
in in the absence of an assurance that General Erasmus is going to be called and I would ask that the 
Affidavit that was handed in by a member of my learned friend's team be returned to them until such an 
assurance can be given. 

CHAIRPERSON: Well Mr Booyens, is Mr Erasmus going to be called? 

MR BOOYENS: Mr Chairman we received this from Mr Wagner which went on record, Wagner is an 
attorney, I think there's ... (intervention) 

CHAIRPERSON: No, but the point of the matter is Mr Booyens, is Mr Erasmus going to be called to testify? 

MR BOOYENS: I'm not going to call Erasmus, he's not my client. 

CHAIRPERSON: Then on what basis can we then receive this Affidavit? 

MR BOO YENS: I didn't ask you to receive the Affidavit Mr Chairman. I've never asked you to receive that. 

CHAIRPERSON: Mr Booyens I have a document here before me that purports to be an Affidavit from 
Gerhard Nicholaas Erasmus. 

MR BOO YENS: Quite true Mr Chairman, people ... (intervention) 

CHAIRPERSON: I'm not too sure how it landed here. 

MR BOO YENS: People jump the gun, that's all I'm trying to say to you. I haven't even asked you whether I 
can hand it in and the record will show nowhere ... (intervention) 

CHAIRPERSON: I agree, but I found it in front ofme and you started asking questions. 

MR BOOYENS: Mr Chairman I full well realise. The committee can call Erasmus after what I've put. Mr 
Van Zyl who testified here testified that he and General Erasmus never worked together, in other word that 
Erasmus was away before he arrived here in the beginning of 1984. Just to complete the picture a little 
further, I received an Affidavit wherein which it is stated and it apparently comes from Erasmus, that he 
confirms that he was transferred from Port Elizabeth in January 1984 and he took over as the Commander of 
the Security Branch in Johannesburg. All that I want to know from you and please don't misunderstand me 
Mr Van Jaarsveld, I'm putting this on the level that you might make an error and that you are not 
purposefully lying, but all I want to know from you is whether it is possible that if indeed it is so, that either ·. 0 
in 1983 that you were either here in 1983 when Erasmus was still here, that you spoke to him then or that a ~ 
member other than Van Zyl accompanied you - that is one possible connotation - the other possible 
alternative is that you are confusing somebody with Erasmus who was here in 1984 because Erasmus was no l.f_, 
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longer the Commander here in 1984 and because of that you are making an error. That's the basic idea. Just 
for the sake of background it is also - this has been said to me and it can be double checked - that it was said 
to me that Erasmus never had anything to do with Eastern Province Rugby. Later when he was in Transvaal 
he became involved with that provinces rugby affairs, but in the Eastern Province he had nothing to do with 
rugby so therefore my question is simply the following: is it possible that you were here earlier when 
Erasmus was the Commander or is it possible that when you say that it was Erasmus, you are confusing him 
with somebody else or the third alternative naturally is to say no, I don't accept that Erasmus was away, he 
was still here and as a result I spoke to both Erasmus and Van Zyl. I'm asking you to think very clearly before 
you give an answer because it is possible that you might have made a mistake? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: I have submitted my Affidavit, I have read my Affidavit and that which appears in 
it is exactly how I remember it clearly. 

MR BOOYEN : No that's why I asked you or told to you that you were not purposefully lying to the 
committee. I'm just asking whether it's possible for you to make a mistake regarding the identities of one or 
the other, that means Van Zyl or Erasmus. In other words you are remember incorrectly? 

MR VAN JAAR VELD: Yes, well it is humanly possible to make mistakes. In the discussion which I had 
with Erasmus - I said yesterday that we spoke about rugby. When I said that I knew I was one hundred 
percent sure that he was involved in rugby, we'd spoke about rugby. At that point I'd only met him twice in 
my life, once was here and later in Pretoria. 

MR BOOYENS: Is this the same person? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: Definitely the same person. That which appears in my Affidavit is that which I 
remember which I have said. If there is some kind of argument regarding dates and times, I would not be 
able to comment about that. 

ADV BOSMAN: Mr Van Jaarsveld is there any manner in which you could narrow it down in terms of the 
fact that you were here in 1984. Is there any specific reason or any specific connection that you can make 
which leads you to say that you were here in 1984? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: Yes, Mr Bizos said yesterday that the date had been confirmed because of an action 
of mind when I threw a stone through Janet Cherry's car window. 

MR BOOYENS: Did I understand you correctly that you conceded that there would be a possibility that you 
could be remembering incorrectly regarding the two actors in the drama, Erasmus and Van Zyl, that not both 
of them may have been present, either one or the other? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: I have conceded that I could make an error, but what I remember is what I 
remember. I might have made a mistake during the process, but that's what I remember. 

MR BOO YENS: I am satisfied, thank you. Thank you Chairperson, no further questions. 

NO FURTHER QUESTIONS BY MR BOO YENS 

CHAIRPERSON: Do you think you're making a mistake? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: No Chairperson. 

ADY BIZOS: Yes, firstly Mr Chainman we were supposed to receive a photograph in relation to the identity 
of Mr Van Zyl or the presence of ... (indistinct). What is my learned friend's attitude? 

MR BOOYENS: I indicated Mr Van Zyl is not available Mr Chairman, I can't get - as I said in chambers 
yesterday, I've got no objection if we make use of the photograph. I also said yesterday that I do not normally 
keep photographs of my clients, I haven't got one. 

CHAIRPERSON: I now you don,t, but perhaps your clients do? 
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MR BOO YE S: Ja, but my client's not here to give it to me. I wonder if we cannot perhaps - I'm sure we 
should be able to find a photograph of Van Zyl somewhere, lots of photographs were taken. Perhaps - I know 
my friend who's standing just down here takes lots of photographs, maybe he's got one of Van Zyl? 

MR BIZOS: We could have a rerun, I understand that the proceedings are being videoed Mr Chairman. Ifwe 
can rerun a couple of seconds of Mr Van Zyl's appearance here? We live in an electronic age and these 
difficulties can be so easily solved. 

CHAIRPERSON: ... (inaudible) adjourn for that purpose? 

MR BIZOS: I'd rather re-examine Mr Chairman and leave just that issue over because we may do it 
informally and then during an adjournment the witness can be excused. Let me just re-examine the witness. 

CHAIRPERSON: Yes. 

RE-EXAMINATION BY MR BIZOS: Mr Van Jaarsveld on the 21st of March 1984 or on the day that you 
were here, how long were you in the company of Mr Van Zyl, approximately? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: It's very difficult to say. How long is the drive from Port Elizabeth to Cradock? 
And then the hour, two hours, perhaps three hours that we spent at Cradock. 

MR BIZOS: And after that you returned? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: Yes, that's correct. 

MR BIZOS: In the same car? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: Yes. 

MR BIZOS: And when you came to Port Elizabeth you went to a place where the meeting was being held, 
that's where the stone throwing took place. 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: I wasn't present at that point, there were other members of the security branch who 
I didn't know. 

MR BIZOS: While you were in the company of Mr Van Zyl did you tell him what the objective of your visit 
to the Eastern Province was? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: Chairperson in truth, I'm trying very hard to remember. It wasn't unknown, we 
spoke about his Koevoet days, the fact that he had just come down from Koevoet and all such issues. I am 
sure that we would have discussed it. 

MR BIZOS: Now you had a job to do here. Your job was to determine whether Mr Goniwe could be 
eliminated. Did you tell this to Mr Van Zyl? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: Truthfully, in all honesty I must tell you that I believe we discussed it, because I 
can't think of any other reason why he would have been with us. I can't think of any other reason why he 
would have driven with us. 

MR BIZOS: Didn't he want to know why you wanted to visit Mr Goniwe's home? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: I think it's quite obvious why we visited Mr Goniwe's home. We wouldn't have 
come all the way down from Pretoria just to come and see how Matthew Goniwe's home looked, to see 
whether or not he had a TV or a radio. 

MR BIZOS: When he told you that the house was being monitored in any manner, did you and he both know 
why you were interested in the tapping devices which existed? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: Regarding the tapping devices, Henry Fouche who was the Commander, wanted to GR 
boast about how well he was functioning in the Eastern Cape. l~ 
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MR BIZO : Was it for your purposes, was it important for your purposes to know how well Mr Goniwe was 
being monitored? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: Yes and no. Yes in the regard that at all times, when such an operation was being 
planned, we had to be aware of the person's movements and know in the sense that for this specific situation 
the assumption wasn't was that the information was available and that it would arrive timeously at the right 
place. 

MR BIZOS: Did you and Mr Fouche, in the presence of Mr Van Zyl, ask about the habits of Mr Goniwe, 
how early he got up, what time he would arrive at home, who his friends were, whether there were people 
who walked with him if he went to the cafe, whether he went to a club or a shebeen who would accompany 
him. All those aspects? 

MR VA JAARSVELD: Mr Chairman that type of information was already at the disposal of the security 
branch at head office and we did not discuss it on a local level with Henry Fouche. I don't think at any point 
did we give an indication to Henry Fouche what the reason for our visit was. 

MR BIZO : Pertinently Mr Fouche, but you did indicate to Mr Van Zyl? 

MR VAN JAAR VELD: Yes, that's correct. 

MR BIZOS: Thank you Mr Chairman, I have no further questions. 

NO FURTHER QUESTIONS BY MR BIZOS 

CHAIRPERSON: Mr ... (inaudible) 

DR TSOTSI: I always thought that misinformation operated among the enemies of the State. It appears from 
the evidence that it did operate also within the reigns of the police, that you regularly misinformed one 
another as police officer? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: That's correct. 

DR TSOTSI: How is one to know where the truth really lay? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: That's why we're sitting here today in order to determine the truth, so I can't tell 
you where the truth lies. 

DR TSOTSI: Are you saying that there has to be a sitting of the Amnesty Committee to determine what the 
truth is among the police officers? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: That would be a very interesting issue, but I think that you should begin your 
search with the politicians and not the police. 

DR TSOTSI: It's just that we are dealing with the police at the present time. You say that the expression "to 
make a plan" meant to kill. Is that what I understand correctly to be that? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: Yes Chairperson, we debated that, it has been discussed here. The methods of 
communication, the use of words and phrases in the security forces among the securocrats indicates that 
that's what it meant. 

DR TSOTSI: Supposing there was no Goniwe to kill, somebody came to you and said lets make a plan. What 
would that convey to you? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: If someone said to me "make a plan", the first question I would ask is with who or 
with what. Make a plan could mean let's have a braai, but if a person's name was connected to it, then that 
would be the in~erpretation which would be connected to it. ~ 

DR TSOTSI: We are surprised to learn that in this case there was no question put to Mr Snyman as to the •. 
wherefores and the why's, it was just said "make a plan" and something in the best interest of the country, l( 
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State. But surely the expression of "make a plan" could mean something else other than to kill in the 
circumstances, wouldn't it? Couldn't it mean for instance that have the banned or banished from the country 
or that kind of thing? 

MR VA JAARSVELD: Yes Chairperson it is very difficult for me to comment what the circumstances 
where under which Louis Le Grange spoke to Mr Snyman. I can't specifically tell you what they meant in 
that case. 

DR TSOTSI: Yes I appreciate that, I don't expect you to do that but I mean this question of a meaning of 
words. If I say "make a plan" can you say without other information that that definitely meant that you must 
kill. 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: Depending upon who had the discussion, if it was a discussion amongst legal 
persons it could mean something about restriction, the available methods of restriction and so forth. I think 
we're actually speculating here regarding a discussion of which I have no knowledge. 

ADV BOSMAN: Mr Van Jaarsveld can you remember who the Minister of Police was at the stage when you 
were in Port Elizabeth? 

MR VAN JAAR VELD: When did Mr Vlok take over? 

I think it was still Louis Le Grange. 

ADV BOSMAN: And your own responsible Minister, you did not resort under the police? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: No I did. 

ADV BOSMAN: Okay, thank you. When you were sent to Port Elizabeth, and my impression is that you 
were sent here to go and look at the logistics of the process of killing Mr Goniwe. 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: That is correct. 

ADV BOSMAN: Well if you came then to observe or think about or recommend the logistics, did you not at 
that stage think who will do it in the end? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: Mr Chairperson, no it did not always work like that. If you can remember we 
talked - I was part of the planning, the logistics - logistics means support, it was more planning and the 
planning group said that or had to say if it can happen or not happen and my feedback to Major Williams said 
that we cannot do it here in Port Elizabeth at his house. 

ADV BOSMAN: But if you must now decide if it can happen or not happen then you must also decide then 
who can do it. 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: No it was not my decision, it would be senior officers who decide who will 
actually carry out this. 

ADV BOSMAN: Would it be senior officers in Pretoria or senior officers here in Port Elizabeth? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: It would be senior officers in Pretoria in consultation with officers here. 

ADV BOSMAN: Why do you think that would Pretoria then be involved in such a case? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: Well I said earlier on in my evidence, I talked about the structures of the Security 
Council and the MSM and who were the decision makers and that they sat in Pretoria. 

ADV BOSMAN: Are you saying in other words that if you had a Brigadier here in Port Elizabeth then the 
Brigadier in Pretoria would have the edge or was ... (intervention) r • Q 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: It resulted in a lot of tension because the people in - the Brigadiers in Pretoria (:}\ 
thought that they were better Brigadiers than the Brigadiers in PE. ~ 
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ADV BOSMAN: So the practical work was done here and those in Pretoria had the edge? 

ADV SI GOD I: You say that when you looked at the planning you came down to see if Mr Goniwe could be 
killed, or how he could be killed. Is that correct? 

MR VAN JAAR VELD: We decided ifhe could be eliminated or not. The responsibility was not mine. 

ADV IGODI: And your conclusion was that it could not be done at his house? 

MR YAN JAARSVELD: That's correct. 

ADV SIGODI: And to whom did you communicate that? 

MR VAN JAAR VELD: To Major Williamson. 

ADV IGODI: What made you come to that decision that he could not be eliminated at his house? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: It is in my statement where I said that there were too many people around him - can 
I just read it to you - my recommendation was that there were too many people and it would have made the 
operation very difficult. 

ADV SIGODI: And did you make any suggestion as to how he should be killed? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: No. 

ADV POTGIETER: Mr Van Jaarsveld can I come back to the signal that was showed to you yesterday. The 
signal, according to the documents here, was addressed to General Van Rensburg and it seems - I'm not sure 
if it was one of the short pants or trouser Brigadiers, but anyway Van Rensburg - it seems as if it was general 
knowledge that he as an important person in the secretariat of the Security Council - it was addressed to him 
and it contained suggestions from the EPJMS - I think it was also general knowledge - if it was addressed to 
this General would it then have been fed into the system, the National Council System? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: Yes Mr Chairperson, I cannot tell you what General Van Rensburg's position was 
exactly at that stage, but securocrats also had an illness where there names and post descriptions varied and 
changed a lot, but yes he was senior enough where such a message would be received by him, it could also 
have been discussed on a Cabinet level. I cannot say that in this specific case that was the case. 

MR BIZOS: May I be of assistance Mr Chairman. It was common cause at the inquest that General Van 
Rensburg was the secretary of the secretariat of the Security Council. 

ADV POTGIETER: Thank you, thank you Mr Bizos. There our problem has been solved, so he was 
definitely a long trouser person. This signal was dated 17th of June 1998 and we know that according to the 
information that we have, that the previous day there was a type of action committee under the Chair of the 
Deputy Minister, Mr Vlok, they were appointed to consider the whole Goniwe issue and that action 
committee again appointed a work committee or asked the secretariat to appoint a work committee who will 
consider this matter further and then make recommendations concerning the fate of Mr Goniwe and it seems 
as if around the 7th, during that time when that committee sat and the piece that was sent back to Mr Vlok's 
action committee, with certain recommendations, how they must act on Mr Goniwe or on this matter - would 
that be probable that it was fed in that process of consideration concerning Mr Goniwe? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: That is very difficult to say Mr Chairperson. What is important there is it depended 
on who sat on that committee or if that signal would have been fed in. 

ADV POTGIETER: You see the signal is addressed to General Van Rensburg, the secretary of this secretariat 
and the secretariat appointed a work committee in answer of the Vlok's committee who reported back to this 
action committee. Why would this signal not have been fed in into this work committee, in their workings 
and activities? Cf 
MR VAN JAARSVELD: Mr Chairperson if it was purely a committee which was appointed to decide about 
the action or the killing of Goniwe it would have been fed in. LC 
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ADY POTGIETER: Well it considers Mr Goniwe's fate, what was going to happen about him. There were 
different ideas, but the goal was to decide what would ultimately happen to him. 

MR VAN JAAR VELD: Then I doubt if that signal would have been fed in. 

ADV POTGIETER: Why do you doubt that? 

MR YAN JAARSVELD: If it was purely about the social aspects the signal would not have been fed in there. 

ADV POTGIETER: There is a work committee who considered all the inputs. There were seemingly, or in 
the document in front of us, a difference on how people decided how to act upon Mr Goniwe and this action 
committee of Vlok had to finally decide what to do. We've got a whole list of about thirty two high ranking 
officials, safety or security police ... (intervention) 

MR VAN JAAR VELD: Was that committee thirty two big? 

ADV POTGIETER: Yes and we've got it here in our minutes, it was from the Deputy Minister to Lieutenant 
Generals, National Security, Intelligence etc. 

MR VAN JAAR V LD: No Mr Chairperson it is just too big to decide on elimination of one person, it was 
just too big. Things like this was done on a need-to-know basis. Thirty two people would have been too big. 

ADV POTGIETER: I'm not saying that, I'm not talking about the action committee, I'm talking about the 
work committee. 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: How big was the work committee? 

ADV POTGIETER: We've got the pieces here. 

MR BIZOS: If I can help, there were eight of them. 

ADV POTGIETER: It was a committee of eight. 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: Depending on how it was compiled and who were in it, what was their level of 
decision making. I think there's various questions one can ask with a signal like this that it would have been 
fed into a committee of eight. The signal would have been dealt with on a level where the secretary of the 
secretariat would have sat, where the Ministers or Attorney Generals or police, Defence Force etc, it would 
have been the people who made such a decision. That group would have been very small. 

ADV POTGIETER: You see the document we've got here that reports back from the work committee says 
that there was input from the EP JMS and then they made a recommendation, it was a recommendation that 
Mr Goniwe must not be killed but that the solution is that he must be reappointed. 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: Yes Mr Chairperson where people said that he must be reappointed I can just come 
back to what we talked about earlier on and disinformation, governments, propaganda, it could have been the 
decision that to kill Goniwe had already been taken and that they went through the steps as a smoke screen, 
as a disinformation propaganda process saying that the government has got nothing to do with it. 

ADV POTGIETER: Including Mr Vlok? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: I cannot say if Mr Vlok was there or not. 

CHAIRPERSON: No he's on a committee here that appointed a work committee and your suggestion is that 
that whole operation to appoint this work team to decide on what must happen to Mr Goniwe regarding his 
work as a teacher and that it is a smoke screen. The suggestion is that Mr Vlok then was part of that smoke 
screen and he knew what was going to happen? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: Well then he knew what was going to happen, but you summed it up very well, it GF. 
was a suggestion of mine and nothing else. l C 
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ADV POTGIETER: Yes but certainly it is a suggestion that you make, but the other possibility is also that 
the sincere or attitude was that Mr Goniwe must be reappointed but that this murder or killing was not agreed 
to or that their attitude did not agree with what was spelt out here. 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: Yes Mr Chairperson but you must remember that there's always been a large 
struggle between the doubts or the do's and the don'ts, the securocrats and the politicians they were very 
strong at that stage, they only lost their power later on. 

ADV POTGIETER: So there could have been another scenario in that the official attitude was indeed that it 
would have been the best thing to reappoint Mr Goniwe but that another group or that the other group 
disagreed with that and decided that he must be killed? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: Mr Chairperson it is the closest that we can get to it and I think very close to the 
truth. 

ADV POTGIETER: I would just lastly like to ask you - I just need clarity - at various times yesterday you 
were asked about the revolution and the whole warfare issue. If I heard you correctly, you quoted from a 
piece in front of you and you said and the quote that you read was that the goal of this revolution was to 
replace apartheid and not to reform it. Is that correct? 

MR VAN JAAR VELD: I think the word was to destroy apartheid. 

ADV POTGIETER: In other words - I am just trying to understand the concept of revolution. Is it revolution 
in a sense that it implies the destruction of a certain system? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: Ifwe talk about destruction of a system through election, it is a normal democratic 
way but if it's a military struggle or infiltrate a country and there's sabotation and terrorism then it's a 
revolutionary warfare. 

ADV POTGIETER: So you are you saying that it was in the modus operandi in the action of the ANC was 
revolutionary, but not in their viewpoints. In other words it is not revolutionary in that it wants to replace 
apartheid with a democracy, it's not a revolution for that reason, it's a revolution because of the methods, the 
modus operandi. Is that your position? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: Yes, if I can just say to you that Mr Thambo himself said in '84, on the 8th of 
January in the annual remembrance of the ANC, that all revolutions - he himself talked about a revolution. If 
you go further in the ANC piece, he talks about a struggle ... (intervention) 

ADV POTGIETER: Could you just read that quote for us again please, that that you read yesterday? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: If I can just find it .... (indistinct) power, ours is no exception. The slogan "power 
to the people" means one thing and one thing only, it means we seek to destroy the power of apartheid 
tyranny and replace it with popular power from the government whose authority derives from the will of all 
our people, both Black and White. We do not fight to reform apartheid, but to abolish it in it's entirety. 

ADV POTGIETER: You see that 1s what - is the point there not the viewpoint that it's a revolution in that it 
wants to destroy or replace apartheid, whatever the concept is that we want to use, but is it not focused on the 
viewpoint? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: Mr Chairperson yes, I think we can discuss this for a very long time or debate for a 
very long time but the viewpoint of a revolutionary is, if it is as they call it a justified struggle because they 
want to replace such an evil system like apartheid. I do not know. I know what you're asking and yes 
revolution as it is done and - it always, violence was always part of it and that was to destroy an evil system 
like apartheid and it was to place democracy in it's place and I think if there's been no violent - I don't know 
if it will be justified if people died in the process. For the revolutionary and the counter revolutioner it would 
have been the same, so if we talk about this we would have to go into the principle of revolution and counter , _9 
revolution. l) \ 

https:l/www.juslice.gov.za/trc/amntrans/1998/98060104_pe_ cdk2.htm 15/95 

470



8/3/2020 ON RESUMPTION ON 3 JUNE 1998 - DAY 3 

ADV POTGIETER: You see one of the applicants in this matter who was a very senior officer, he gave 
evidence before you and he said to us that the solution for the problem that the security police fought on a 
political level, it was a political solution. That is what he said. So what I'm trying to understand is what did 
you do, if you can comment on that. I know you may not be involved on the same level as that applicant, but 
the struggle of the security police, was it to prevent a system that is today in South Africa from being put in 
place. In other words the viewpoint of that revolution that is mentioned in that quote of yours? 

MR VAN JAAR VELD: Mr Chairperson yes, at that stage the National Party was the governing party and 
their policy was based on the apartheid system and we can now with hindsight think of it, discuss it and 
dissect it and to think or to say that if it was justifiable for the police to then support the government, it was 
the police force of that government as the same police force, or the great percentage of it, of who then 
support the government of that day, now support today's government. It was a police force which supported 
the government of the day. If you can now, a few years later, say that the police force were wrong or that they 
were right or that they were wrong because they supported an evil system, I think those are things that you 
could write books about at a later stage. ADV POTGIETER: You see our task is not a philosophical task, but 
our task is to, in this case as unsavoury as it is, to decide if it was justifiable in these circumstances. In other 
words the point I would like to make or that I'm struggling with is the question if to kill people, as in this 
case, would that have been justified? If one considers the viewpoint of the revolutionary which was fought 
according to the security police, if it was wrong or right and we accept it that way, if it was justifiable to act 
in such a manner to stop that revolutionary goal. 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: Mr Chairperson, although it was the viewpoint of the revolutionaries to replace the 
government, they did it by means of violence, mass action, sabotage and it was an acceptable norm and 
practice and if you read about it, it was counter revolutionary that you fight him in the same way that he 
fights his own revolution and the policemen did the same things. I think if one reads up on what the 
revolutionaries, the PAC and ANC did when they were still a liberation movement, they also committed 
violence and it is internationally acceptable that a revolution or counter revolution is committed in the same 
way and I mentioned it yesterday - it's about the winning of the hearts and minds of people, it's a mass 
warfare, a mass movement and you must get the support of the masses and to quote counter revolution is to 
remove the leadership from the revolution in order to intimidate them in such a way that they would follow 
you. 

ADV POTGIETER: You are right yes, we can debate about it for a very long time. This is a more concrete 
case but thank you very much for your input. 

ADV BOSMAN: Mr Van Jaarsveld you mentioned that it was, or would have been a possibility, on a 
question from my colleague here, that it is a possibility that this decision to reappoint Mr Goniwe could have 
been a smoke screen. Let us consider or say that it was a smoke screen. Who would you suspect would have 
known that it was a smoke screen? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: To call it a smoke screen there would have been very few people who knew about 
it. 

ADV BOSMAN: So the people who were part of the elimination of Goniwe, would they have been informed 
about it? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: Not on local level, no but if we make this assumption that it was a top level 
decision to kill Mr Goniwe, it would have been on that level but on local level they would not have known 
about it. 

CHAIRPERSON: Mr Van Jaarsveld do you know why Mr Van Zyl was sent with you to Cradock? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: Yes Sakkie van Zyl, we drove with him in the car. In the second place he was a 
person who came from the local security branch in Port Elizabeth who had to support us and give us 
assistance. 

CHAIRPERSON: But I assume that he must had to know something about the visit and that is the reason r.:R, 
why he was sent with you? V 

le 
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MR VAN JAARSVELD: That is correct. 

CHAIRPERSON: Yesterday you gave evidence or if you remember that he knew something about your visit, 
why do you say that? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: Mr Chairperson I think here in my statement - I just want to read it if you could 
excuse me. In my statement I say that Colonel Erasmus was here for the purpose of our visit and that Sakkie 
Van Zyl accompanied us ... (intervention) 

CHAIRPERSON: Yes, we talked about this. Are you sure about that? 

MR VAN JAAR VELD: I cannot for certainty remember, one drives from Port Elizabeth to Cradock and 
back and the whole day you're in each other's company. I believe that we would not have discussed it for the 
whole day, that for today I cannot remember completely what was said that day, but I am convinced that we 
would have discussed it. 

CHAIRPERSON: So he knew from '84 of the plan to kill Mr Goniwe? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: In '84 there was the plan to do it. That plan was only realised in '85, but that's not to 
say that during that period is was daily said that he will be killed. 

CHAIRPERSON: But at that stage he would have known that it was being considered to kill Goniwe? But 
according to your evidence I get the impression that the decision was already made and it was just and where 
he would be killed that had to be decided on. That is why you were asked to go and look if it would be 
possible to go and kill him at his house? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: Yes Mr Chairperson I would say that the decision has already been made. 

CHAIRPERSON: Tell me also, and it's something that bothers me, policemen who at that stage worked at 
the security police, did they have to have certain qualifications apart from what the ordinary policeman had? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: Mr Chairperson, no not really. What did happen was that we were selected and the 
form of selection I cannot really tell. They had to be trustworthy, they had to be good policeman - if you can 
then say that people who killed people later - they had to be good policemen, they had to investigate, had to 
be a policeman who could see a case through. 

CHAIRPERSON: But someone who was properly trained or people who didn't have a loose mouth and talk 
about it in bottle stores? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: Yes that is debatable because many of those policemen did become alcoholics 
because of the pressure and stress that they lived in and some of the people who were called the operators. 

CHAIRPERSON: To find a person in that system in the security branch, he must be one of the brothers? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: No, I do not think that is correct. Any person could have worked there, if you were 
a policeman who was trustworthy and a person who could see the case through - maybe later he could have 
become an inner circle brother, but when he started there it was just not the case. 

CHAIRPERSON: Did you have the potential to become a brother? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: Yes Mr Chairperson, if you talk about brother you talk about the "Broederbond". 

CHAIRPERSON: No, I'm talking about the community in the security police. 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: What did happen and Adv Booyens did discuss it with us earlier on, sub cultures 
developed within the security forces and to fit into this sub culture you had to be taken in and it brought 
people closer to each other and you could have talked about a brother relationship, but if you looked at the O 
groups it was always the same type of groups. They were always brought together, it was not a secret (j\ 
situation or a secret group it was situations that brought them together or circumstances that brought them 
together and there then a brotherly relationship would evolve. L(,, 
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CHAIRPERSON: These people who then decided to go and work in the security forces, you probably knew 
what dangers there were and what type of work you had to do? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: Mr Chairperson it was very interesting and I will tell you how I ended up at the 
security forces and you will then see. I went from University to the police ... (intervention) 

CHAIRPERSON: Oh I see you have a degree. 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: And directly to the security forces. 

CHAIRPERSON: When that happened, did you know what dangers there were? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: No, not at all. No, you do not know anything because you haven't been there. Only 
when you are there you see that it's very different and policemen who have been in the force for years knew 
that these people worked in a different way. 

CHAIRPERSON: And these people would not have known that the so-called terrorists had to be faced or 
will come face to face with these terrorists. They did not know it? 

MR VAN JAAR~ VELD: Yes they would have, definitely. 

CHAIRPERSON: Do you know whether the policemen in the security police received any psychological 
training in order to manage these problems? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: You're touching upon an issue which in my opinion is one of the greatest issues 
which should be presented to those who were in charge back then. This war was the war of the captains, most 
of those who were applying for amnesty had the rank of captain, they were the commanders of units and they 
have been thrown to the wolves. They were never given any kind of psychological treatment. 

CHAIRPERSON: The reason why I asked this question is because of one of the other cases which I have 
heard and in this case a person was shot dead and burnt out and right next to the hole which they dug in order 
to bum this person out, a braai was held and beer was consumed and it boggles me to think how people could 
do this? 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: That's one of the strangest things that one could find in a war situation. If you 
consult the reference books you'll see that wars were fought in South America, revolutionary wars where 
corpses were draped over cars, placed in streets and so forth. Policemen, the men who were specifically 
involved in these affairs lost a lot and the most serious thing that they lost was their own sense of humanity, 
that's what they lost and that is why things like that happened because there was absolutely no psychological 
counselling, no structures to help these people who worked on ground level and that's why they did things 
like that. 

CHAIRPERSON: That's why I initially asked the question as to what kind of person would be selected to 
work in the security police. Did this person have to possess a certain type of character in order to work there 
and do that type of work. 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: No, not at all. The work gave them a specific character. 

CHAIRPERSON: You said that your proposal in 1984 was that Mr Goniwe should not be killed at his home 
for certain reasons but that it would be preferable to kill him along the road, I suppose in the still of the night 
and that's exactly what happened, he was found by the roadside. He was killed very far away from his home. 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: I only ... (end of tape) 

CHAIRPERSON: Mr Booyens are there any questions you would like to ... (intervention) 

MR BOOYENS: No thank you Mr Chairman. 

NO QUESTIONS BY MR BOO YENS 
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MR BIZOS: No, no questions arising from the committees questions Mr Chairman but my learned friend has 
apparently been favoured with a photograph from some member of the press corp. 

CHAIRPERSON: You do have a photograph? 

MR BIZOS: ... [indistinct] Mr Chairman for the purposes of ... (indistinct). 

MR VAN JAARSVELD: That is definitely Sakkie van Zyl. 

MR BIZOS: Yes I think that members of the committee would remember the image of Mr Van Zyl. Ifwe can 
hand it in as an exhibit or the members can, we can record it as a fact ... (inaudible) identified him as Mr Van 
Zyl from a photograph produced by his own counsel. 

CHAIRPER ON: Everybody's in agreement that that is correct. 

MR BIZOS: Now Mr Chairman there's just something that I want in fairness to put on record as a result of 
some of the questions asked by Adv Potgieter because I know the record, because I was in the inquest. The 
inset that is referred to in Exhibit H - the report to the Minister of the works committee, was said in evidence 
not to have been the signal, but probably was the document of the 23rd of May - the "Nooit-ooit" inset. None 
of the members that sat on the committee admitted that the signal was placed before them Mr Chairman. The 
evidence of Mr Van Rensburg of what he did with it was a ping-pong game Mr Chairman on the finding of 
his Lordship Mr Justice Zietsman, he couldn't really decide what he did with it, but the members of the 
committee, in fairness to them, all said that they did not have that signal before them. I thought that I would 
place that on record in order to ... (intervention) 

CHAIRPERSON: ... (inaudible). 

MR BIZOS: Yes, we are ready to call another witness. I don't know if you want to take an adjournment. 

CHAIRPERSON: ... (inaudible) 

MR BIZOS: Yes. Well for the next witness Mr Chairman, this may be an appropriate time. Thank you. 

COMMITTEE ADJOURNS 

WI1NESS EXCUSED 

MR BOOYENS: ... (inaudible) witness, I would like to place on record that it is common cause that - and my 
learned friend must help me to tell me if I don't say exactly what he wants to hear, that on the night of the 
21st of March 1984 somebody threw a stone or a brick or something through the windscreen of the car of 
one Janet Cherry. 

MR BIZOS: It will make it unnecessary to call the witness ... (indistinct). The next witness Mr Chairman is 
Mr Derek Swartz. He'll speak in English. 

CHAIRPERSON: Mr Swartz have you got any objection to the taking of the oath? 

DEREK SWARTZ: So help me God. 

CHAIRPERSON: Be seated. 

EXAMINATION BY MR BIZOS: Mr Swartz what is your 

occupation? 

PROF SWARTZ: I am presently a University Professor at the University of Fort Hare. 

MR BIZOS: So we'll call you Professor Swartz now? 

PROF SWARTZ: Well, if you wish. 
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NAME: N.J. JANSE VAN RENSBURG 

CASE NO : 3919/96 

DAY:4 

DATE: 25-02-1998 

NICOLAAS JAKOBUS JANSE VAN RENSBURG: (sworn states) 

MR BOOYENS: The witness' application appears on page 20 of the record, Mr Chairman. Mr Van Rensburg 
- Mr Chairman, just before dealing with this, there is just a formal aspect, although I do not know whether it 
is strictly speaking necessary, but in paragraph 9(a)(l) I would just ask for an amendment to add to abduction 
and killing of the four mentioned persons, and any other offence of delict arising from that. 

I do this ex abundanti because I do not really think it is necessary. My impression is if you get amnesty, you 
get amnesty irrespective, but I know in some instances some of your colleagues have said, was of the view 
that one should actually specify it wider than it has been specified in this. 

CHAIRPERSON: Sorry, you are asking for an amendment to include any other possible crime that may flow 
out of the same action? 

MR BOOYENS: Yes, well, crime or delict. 

CHAIRPERSON: Yes. 

EXAMINATION BY MR BOO YENS: Thank you Mr Chairman. Mr Van Rensburg, in front of you you have 
your application for amnesty, is that correct? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes. 

MR BOOYENS: Do you confirm what is stated on page 20? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I confirm it. 

MR BOO YENS: Page 21? Is it correct, do you confirm that? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes. 

MRBOOYE S: And page 22, to where paragraph 9 starts, do you confirm that? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes. 

CHAIRPERSON: Mr Van Rens burg, the acts for which you are applying for amnesty, that includes murder is 
that correct? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes. 

CHAIRPERSON: I can't hear? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes, that is correct. 

CHAIRPERSON: I see on the top paragraph on page 22, you allege that you had never at any stage acted for 
your own personal gain or with any mala fide motives. What exactly do you mean by that? Especially the 
mala fide part? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: That I didn't commit the acts with any criminal intent or objective. I did it r Q 
because at that stage I believed it was in the interests of the country and the State. ~ 
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CHAIRPERSON: How can murder be a bona fide act? 

MR JANSE VAN RE SB URG: No, it can never be bona fide, but I am saying that there was a reason for 
acting in such a way. In my view there can never by any justification, legal justification for what I did. If 
there was, I wouldn't be sitting here today, but I did it based on the very firm convictions which I had at the 
time. 

CHAIRPERSON: Thank you. 

MR BOOYENS: Mr Chairman, just in fact if the Committee would be so kind to look at Section 20(2)(b), 
that any offence must be committed with bona fide. so this is as opposed to mala fide. 

CHAIRPERSON: Is it as a result of that Section? 

MR BOOYENS: I beg your pardon Mr Van Rensburg. In paragraph 9 it says that during 1984, what 
happened in that period, I will come back to this, but I would just like to deal with this provisionally, I am 
dealing here with pages 22, 23, 24 and 25 as far as the paragraph which starts with the words "Major Du 
Plessis", do you confirm all of that? 

MRJANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes, I do. 

MR BOO YENS: At this stage you were second in command of the Security Branch in Port Elizabeth, is that 
correct? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes. 

MR BOOYENS: Please describe your functions and duties very briefly? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: My function was about 80 percent administrative and virtually all 
correspondence or post, came to my desk. Depending on the contents of the correspondence, I would then 
decide where to channel that particular correspondence or letters for further attention. 

Documents or correspondence which I thought was of importance to the Commanding Officer, I would refer 
it to him first and he could then issue further issues based on that. Orders which went further than the orders 
which I could have given. 

I also sometimes wrote instructions or orders on the documents for the attention of the particular Section 
Commander, or I perhaps penned a question to him, something that required clarification. 

Some of the reports which went from PE to Security Headquarters in Pretoria or any other section anywhere 
else in the country, I would check these as far as the content was concerned, and I would decide whether that 
would also first have to go to the Commanding Officer before it was sent, so that he could possibly comment 
on it. 

That was in the main my task, the distribution of information and receipt thereof. And the taking of certain 
decisions in respect of that. 

MR BOO YENS: So, by virtue of that you had quite a broad overview of what was going on because I am 
assuming that before you could make any decisions, you would have to make the documents? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Correct. 

MR BOO YENS: So you had a broad overview of the local security situation in Port Elizabeth and vicinity 
and over the provincial security situation, in the region as a whole and also to some extent you had an 
overview of the national security situation, because all this documentation came to your desk? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: That is correct. 

MR BOOYENS: And your knowledge also enabled you to make a reasonable evaluation of people and 
organisations and threats that they posed, is that correct? r __ Q 

https:/lwww.juslice.gov.za/trc/amntrans/pe/cradock3.htm 2/79 \...J\ 
~c__ 

476



7122/2020 DATE: 25-02-1998 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes, broadly speaking. 

MR BOOYENS: Your Security Police experience at that stage had gone as far back as 1968? 

MR JANSE VAN RE SBURG: That is correct. 

MR BOO YENS: That is when you started in the Durban Security Branch? 

MR JAN EVAN RENSBURG: Yes. 

MR BOO YENS: During the 1980's, and I want you to specifically testify on this point because the members 
of this panel have perhaps not heard this particular evidence so it is important that we deal with it, during the 
1980's there was a system which devolved from the State Security Council which is known as the Joint 
Management System or Centre, the so-called JMC, is that correct? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes. 

MR BOOYEN : Die State Security Council was based on the legislation but the State Security Council, I 
think Mr Bizos also referred to that, the SCR consisted of virtually all members of the National Cabinet and 
certain departmental heads, senior Defence Force Officers and other important officials, State officials, is 
that correct? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes. 

MR BOOYENS: Now this was devolved down to a local JMC, which actually would have been a provincial 
JMC? I am not talking about provincial in the sense of the whole of the Cape Province, but provincial in the 
sense of the Eastern Cape or Natal or that kind of situation, is that correct? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes, I don't want to split hairs on that, but my recollection of it is that 
Eastern Province Division, the Police Division was a sub-JMC and border was also a sub-JMC, and once or 
twice a month these two would meet as a JMC. 

I may be wrong, but that is more or less how I can remember it. Maybe Eastern Province had its own JMC, I 
can't recall exactly. 

MR BOOYENS: One can understand that, it is a long time ago. Let's just talk about the EP JMC, whether it 
is a sub-JMC or not, I don't think anything turns on that. 

Now, the JMC normally functioned under the Chairmanship of the local Commanding Officer of the Defence 
Force, is that correct? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes. 

MR BOOYENS: And at the JMC there were representatives from the Police, which included the Security 
Branch and several other important or interested parties from State departments? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: That is correct. 

MR BOOYENS: In this respect one thinks of departments such as Education, several State departments 
which have an interest in the governing of the country? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: That is correct. 

MR BOOYENS: Were there also some sub-Committees of the JMC who acted in a more specialised way? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes. 

MR BOOYENS: In this respect, was there a JIC, Joint Intelligence Centre? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: That is correct. 
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MR BOO YENS: There was a JOC, Joint Operational Centre? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: That is correct. 

MR BOOYENS: There was "Veikom", Security Committee? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: That is correct. 

MR BOO YENS: And there were also a number of other committees, I don't think it is necessary to list them 
all. These committees or meetings of the committees were attended by heads of certain departments, 
sometimes there were different permutations of people who would attend these meetings? 

MR BOOYENS: Did you on occasion also attend these meetings when the Commanding Officer wasn't 
present? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes. 

MR BOOYENS: These smaller committees, I have for instance referred to the JOC, the Joint Operational 
Centre, JOC, representatives on that committee - did that include the non-uniform people, I am talking about 
the Police and Defence Force? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: No, not normally. 

MR BOOYENS: So some of these sub-committees only consisted of the uniform Police or Defence Force? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes. 

MR BOOYENS: So apart from the JMC meetings to be attended, there were also some of these joint sub­
committees that had to be attended? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes. 

MR BOOYENS: Mr Van Rensburg, during the period that Colonel Harold Snyman was the Commanding 
Officer, that is from 1984 onwards, he in his capacity as Security Branch Commander, did he attend the JMC 
meetings? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes. 

MR BOO YENS: Did you sometimes attend with him or ifhe wasn't available, did you attend on his behalf? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: When he wasn't available, yes. 

MR BOOYENS: The Chairmanship of the JMC in the Eastern Province at that time - that resorted under the 
Defence Force, the Commanding Officer of the Defence Force or the command in the Eastern Province? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes, as far as I can recall. 

MR BOOYENS: Colonel Snyman, did he attend any of these other meetings of these other committees? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes. 

MR BOOYENS: Colonel Snyman when attending these meetings, did he give any feedback to you as 
members, did he give you any feedback as to what happened? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes, he did sometimes. Sometimes he didn't. 

MR BOOYENS: Let us bring the matter a bit closer to home. The security situation in the Eastern Cape as 
far as you were personally aware in 1984, 1985, what exactly was it like? 
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MR JAN EVAN RE SBURG: I would say that the security situation in the Eastern Province was in a very 
bad way. There were areas where there was absolutely no law and order. 

There were areas that were known as liberated zones. There were places where alternative structures had 
been established to supplant the legal governmental structures. 

And there were necklace murders. People had been actually driven out of the townships. The policemen and 
here I am specifically referring to black policemen at the time, some of them had also been driven out of 
their communities and they had to find homes elsewhere. 

Some of them had to live in tents for long periods of time. So undoubtedly in my opinion and in the opinions 
of other people at the time, there was a revolutionary onslaught or conflict and activities, these were the 
order of the day during this period in the province, or in certain parts any way. 

MR BOO YENS: This revolutionary battle that was being waged, I think it is common knowledge that it was 
waged by the so-called liberation movements? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSB URG: Yes. 

MR BOOYENS: And drawing on your knowledge and experience of security matters, was it so that the 
purpose and objective of the liberation movements was to overthrow the government and to supplant it with 
another government? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes. 

MR BOOYENS: As far as the methods were concerned, as far as you knew, were the methods used always 
of a peaceful nature or was there sometimes violence? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: No, there was definitely use made of violence at times. 

MR BOO YENS: The violence begot further violence. There would be cases of arson, riots, unrest and there 
would be shooting incidents between the Police and the communities, is that correct? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes. 

MR BOOYENS: The task of the Security Police in this context, what was your task? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: We had to gather information and intelligence regarding the activities of the 
activists and persons who were busy orchestrating the violence or inciting it or fermenting it as well as the 
organisations within which this took place. 

MR BOOYENS: Once you had gathered the information, very wide powers were granted to the Security 
Police under the then existing legislation to prosecute people, to place them under banning orders and 
restriction orders, detain them without trial, there were many different methods? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Correct. 

MR BOOYENS: You have already mentioned the fact that there were alternative structures established. Were 
there certain areas where the normal governmental functions had ceased to exist? I am here referring to for 
instance police patrols and that kind of thing, did it collapse? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes, especially in respect of normal policing duties, there were certain areas 
that were only accessible by means of armed vehicles, such as Caspirs and at times obstructions were placed 
and ditches made in certain areas, so that even those armed vehicles had problems to enter certain areas. 

MR BOO YENS: The Bobby on the Beat, to call it that, that simply disappeared, it was no longer there? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Not at all. That is so, not in the black areas. 
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MR BOO YENS: When we refer to normal policing, we are talking about your ordinary Detective, uniformed 
Detective who would go and investigate housebreaking and things like that? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes. 

MR BOOYENS: Or simply to do crime prevention patrol? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSB URG: Yes. 

MR BOO YENS: It was your task as the Security Forces to gather this intelligence? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSB URG: Yes. 

MR BOOYE S: Reference has already been made to the alternative structures and so on that had been 
established in certain places. 

Now, according to your information, who were the architects and who advocated these alternative structures? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: The information which came to my notice was that Mr Matthew Goniwe 
had been instrumental in the establishment of alternative structures and his plan was known as the so-called 
G-Plan. 

MR BOO YENS: The G-Plan, was that primarily aimed at the rural areas? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: No, I wouldn't say only in the rural areas, but here definitely yes - in some 
of our rural areas. 

MR BOOYENS: During this period, there were certain rural areas that found themselves in the situation as 
you have already sketched? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes. 

MR BOO YENS: Obviously these structures led to the Security Forces having to give more and more urgent 
attention to that? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes. 

MR BOOYENS: Based on what Colonel Snyman informed you, was there from the JMC side, and when I 
talk about the JMC, the JMC with all its sub-committees, did the JMC also attend to these matters? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: That is correct. 

MR BOOYENS: You said that Snyman sometimes gave you feedback, let us draw the focus closer to the 
current situation. In respect of the security situation in the Eastern Cape generally, in respect of the 
implementation of the G-Plan and so-called alternative structures, what kind of feedback did you receive if 
any from Snyman? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: That more attention should be given to obtaining more information as far as 
who the ring leaders where, who were the people directly responsible for this. 

MR BOOYENS: Is that what you referred to if you look at page 24 - you say that as a result of this, there 
was increased activities and consultation and liaison between the JMC and the Security Branch? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: That is correct. 

MR BOOYENS: You talk about a data base that was then established and that from this emerged a more 
complete picture as to the ring leaders and the people responsible for the situation? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes. 
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MR BOOYENS: Mr Van Rensburg, the situation in Cradock specifically, as far as that is concerned, were 
you aware that there was a meeting in February 1985 which was attended by the Minister of Law and Order, 
Minister Louis le Grange? Barend du Plessis was at that stage the Minister of Black Education and there was 
a Morrison who was also the local MEC or MP for Cradock, Johan Coetzee the Commissioner of Police and 
a couple of other interested parties? 

And Colonel Snyman was also told to attend the meeting? 

MR JANSE VA RENSBURG: Yes, I can recall such a meeting. The people that you have now mentioned, 
but I can't recall them all, can't remember whether I knew that they were present, maybe I had forgotten some 
of their names. I can recall that the Minister was there, that is Minister le Grange, or I was told that Minister 
le Grange was there. 

MR BOOYEN : Told to you by whom? 

MR JANSE VAN REN BURG: By Colonel Snyman. 

MR BOO YENS: After Colonel Snyman attended this meeting, did he give you any feedback as to a private 
conversation he had with le Grange? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: That is correct. He gave me that feedback. 

MR BOOYENS: To you? Please tell the Commission what Mr Snyman told you in essence about that 
conversation. 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Mr Snyman told me that he had a private conversation with Minister le 
Grange and that le Grange had told him that the situation in the Eastern Province needed attention and should 
be addressed. 

He wanted to know why these people weren't being prosecuted, what the problem was and why people 
responsible for the violence, could not be brought to court. 

Mr Snyman apparently answered that lawful actions simply had no effect any longer, and that witnesses was 
simply not obtainable as a result of the intimidation and that the other options such as detention etc, were no 
longer effective because it simply led to an escalation in the violence. 

MR BOOYENS: We are talking about restriction orders, detention with trial, bannings, etc? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: That is correct. 

MR BOOYENS: What else did he say? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Well, he told me that Minister le Grange told him that well, then you should 
make some other drastic plan. 

MR BOOYENS: Can you recall whether he told you what le Grange's exact words were? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: No, I can't remember exactly but what it amounted to was that some other 
drastic plan should be made to counter the problem posed by the activists, to neutralise them. 

MR BOOYENS: To neutralise or something to that effect? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes, that is correct. 

MR BOOYENS: You and Mr Snyman talked about this, what was Mr Snyrnan's conclusion as to what the 
Minister had actually told him? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Snyman told me he had gained the impression or it was clear to him that the 
Minister had meant to say that we should actually get rid of these people in an unlawful way. 

https://www.juslice.gov.za/trc/amntrans/pe/cradock3.htm 7179 cJ 

481



7/22/2020 DATE: 25-02-1998 

MR BOO YENS: In other words eliminate them? 

MR JANSE VA RENSB URG: Yes. 

MR BOO YENS: Now, what were your inferences as to that conversation, did you agree with that conclusion 
of his? 

MR JAN SE VAN RENSBURG: Yes. 

MR BOOYENS: This was in February 1985? 

MR JAN EVAN RENSBURG: Yes, I assume it was that time. 

MR BOOYENS: Let's come back to the pressure from the JMC - what happened after this? What kind of 
feedback did you receive from Mr Snyman? 

Let's talk in general. The relationship between you and the Defence Force, was it a tugging of war who did 
not do his work? The Army told you you didn't do your work and the reverse? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBlJRG: Yes, this happened. 

MR BOO YENS: And on the JMC, what was the feedback that Colonel Snyman gave you about the attitude 
of the Defence Force in that situation? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Well, he told me sometimes that when he came from such a meeting, that 
the Security Branch received a slap on the wrist because of our inability to deal with these violence situation 
and the alternative structure situation. 

MR BOOYENS: In other words, to let the violence situation cool down? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes. 

MR BOO YENS: Can you recall - you heard Mr Van Zyl's evidence, that round about the 6th, 7th of June you 
called him in and you gave him an order. 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: That is correct. 

MR BOOYENS: Tell the Commission what led to this? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: It was where Colonel Snyman returned from a JMC meeting and mentioned 
to me that there was in discussion with the Defence Force in the JMC that the Security Branch was being put 
under pressure and it was said that the Security Police are unable to stabilise the position. 

And that during the discussions it was said by Army personnel that the only manner to save the situation, 
was to eliminate the hooligans amongst the activists. 

MR BOOYENS: What did Colonel Snyman tell you? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: He said he cannot see any other solution and he asked me if I could speak to 
Mr Van Zyl and Colonel Du Plessis about the possibility of elimination of Goniwe and his hangers on, or his 
Lieutenants around him. 

MR BOO YENS: The name of Mr Goniwe was specifically mentioned? At that stage it was his name and his 
co-warts that was named? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes, that is correct. 

MR BOOYENS: How did you interpret what Colonel Snyman told you? Was it an instruction that you 
should look at it, or what was the situation? 
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MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes, definitely it was an instruction. 

MR BOOYENS: You have told us already that at that stage, you were up to date with the security situation in 
the Eastern Cape. 

CHAIRPERSON: Before you continue Mr Van Rens burg, how many times before this incident, before this 
discussion with Snyman, was Goniwe arrested? 

MR JANSE VAN REN BURG: Mr Chairman, it is a long time ago and I could be wrong, but I imagine, I 
just remember once. But if somebody tells me that there was more, I couldn't argue this point. 

I am not sure. I know he was detained once from April 1984 to approximately September 1984, he was 
detained for sixth months. I cannot remember any other incident where he was detained. I cannot say that my 
memory is so good that I can remember everything. 

MR BOOYENS: The Chairperson asked you about the arrest of Goniwe. Do you remember whether he was 
picked up for questioning and then let go again? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: This is possible. I just cannot remember a specific incident where I can 
remember it, it is possible. 

MR BOO YENS: It seems from the Judge Zietsman's judgement that during approximately March and April 
there was a request from you that under the provisions of the Security Act, he should be picked up again and 
detained? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I cannot remember this specifically, but I won't argue the point. 

MR BOOYENS: Just to explain briefly. Detention without trial, is not something you could decide on? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: That is correct. 

MR BOOYENS: You had to motivate this and it had to be authorised by the Minister? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: That is correct. 

MR BOOYENS: Just to continue, you said you received the instruction from Mr Snyman. Relevant at this 
stage, it is something that my learned colleague Mr Bizos pointed out to us, it seems that at this stage there 
was a signal from Defence Force that concerned Mr Goniwe and some other names, I cannot remember 
them, this was put to Mr Van Zyl? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes, I heard this. 

MR BOO YENS: Do you know of this Defence Force signal? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: No, not at all. 

MR BOOYENS: With the type of operation that fo1lowed this, would you and the soldiers have worked 
together with such a type of operation? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: No, I don't think so. 

MR BOOYENS: There was not good cooperation between the two Forces? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: On certain levels there was good cooperation, but maybe when I look back 
now, there was somewhat professional jealousy amongst us. 

But I think in this field, we had much more information than them. 

MR BOOYENS: Colonel Snyman gave you a directive that you had to look at the elimination of these 
people, what was your personal feeling? 
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CHAIRPERSON: What were his actual words, the directive? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: He told me that I should speak to Mr Du Plessis and Mr Van Zyl that they 
looked at the possibility to look at Goniwe and his co-warts or the people who were responsible for this 
revolutionary onslaught, violence - to eliminate them in a manner that would not point the finger at the 
Security Police. 

MR BOOYE S: I know you can only talk about the impression you got, was this the impression that came 
from Mr Snyman, did you form any impression over where this came from? 

MR JAN E VAN RENSBURG: I got the impression that he received this instruction from elsewhere, 
because at that time I believed that he would not act on his own and give these instructions. 

And because of what he told me about his discussion with Mr le Grange and the Defence Force personnel at 
the JMC, I got the impression that he got it from higher up. 

MR BOO YENS: I think you have mentioned previously that the discussion between the two of you was just 
after he came from a meeting? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: That is correct. 

MR BOOYENS: What I just asked you earlier, you personally told us that you had a broad insight to the 
security situation at ground level, not that you were a field worker, but you have seen all the reports. Is that 
correct? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: That is correct. 

MR BOOYENS: Mr Van Rensburg, what was your feeling, your personal feeling when Colonel Snyman 
gave you this instruction in respect to the necessity of such a directive? Did you agree, did you differ? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I agreed. 

MR BOOYENS: Explain to the Commission why? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I agreed on the condition that the right persons were identified, and at that 
time I agreed because in my opinion this country was in an inexplicable war situation. 

People died all over, on both sides. Both sides were involved in illegal activities. We killed each other. We 
did not act according to the rules on both sides. Legal acts was in my opinion just not sufficient enough. 

There were continuous attacks on police stations and on members and their houses. Structures collapsed and 
I believed that by doing this, this revolutionary violent onslaught against the State could be stopped. 

MR BOO YENS: And to bring it closer to home, concerning this application - you have spoken broadly, can 
you just come back to what you have said now specifically. What role of Mr Goniwe and the people who 
were active with him, did they also fall into this category? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes, definitely. 

CHAIRPERSON: Mr Van Rens burg, tell me you talk about a directive and what you did and at the same 
time you say you agreed with what was meant. 

In this light, this directive, does it matter? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes, it does matter. 

CHAIRPERSON: How so? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Well, it matters that an authorised instruction as I saw it. 
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CHAIRPERSON: If you were willing to participate in these murders, how does the fact that there was a 
directive, affect it? 

MR JA SE VAN RENSBURG: Probably not in the doing, but in the context I don't believe that I felt at that 
stage that I could give such authorization myself. 

MR BOOYENS: Would you have taken the steps to initiate this operation without having received this 
instruction? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSB URG: No, I wouldn't have. 

MR BOOYENS: So, you said you did not have a - and you agreed that - let me put it in another way, it is 
something that we asked Mr Van Zyl - if the information that you had in your possession was that the people 
who were identified as targets, were totally innocent or that they were to be killed because of another motive 
that had nothing to do with the safety of the State, would you have had anything to do in this process? 

MR JA SE VAN REN BURG: No. 

MR BOOYENS: So you say in this context that you did not have any problem with this directive and you 
agreed to it? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: That is correct. 

MR BOOYENS: After the discussion between yourself and Colonel Snyman, what happened then? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: The same day I went to Mr Du Plessis but he was not available and I called 
in Mr Van Zyl, and informed him of what Colonel Snyman's instruction was. 

MRBOOYENS: Just to get a clear picture, Mr Du Plessis was then in command of the black situation and he 
had the rank of Major? 

MR JANSE YAN RENSBURG: No, Mr Du Plessis I think he was a Major or Lieutenant Colonel. 

MR BOO YENS: And Mr Van Zyl? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I think he was a Captain. 

MR BOOYENS: Both of them were junior in rank in relation to you, were you a Lieutenant Colonel or a full 
Colonel? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I think I was a Lieutenant Colonel. 

MR BOO YENS: I see you became a full Colonel in 1986? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes, that is correct. 

MR BOOYENS: What did you tell Mr Van Zyl? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I told Mr Van Zyl what Mr Snyman told me. I told him that Colonel 
Snyman expressed his opinion that the only way to save the situation, was the elimination of Goniwe and his 
immediate ring leaders who moved with him. 

And that Colonel Snyman requested the possibility to do this was to be investigated and the right persons had 
to be identified who acted with Goniwe. 

And also that we should not act before it was discussed with Colonel Snyman. 

MR BOOYENS: It was your order that they didn't have to do anything? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: No, this was his instruction. 
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MR BOOYENS: Now, did you discuss this matter later with Mr Du Plessis, why was he brought into the 
picture? 

MR JAN EVAN RENSBURG: Because he was the Head of that unit in which Mr Van Zyl was and he was 
Mr Van Zyl's senior. 

MR BOOYENS: You give the order and did Van Zyl indicate that he would carry out the instruction? 

MR JAN EVAN RENSBURG: Yes. 

MR BOO YENS: If we can just take what happened in the meantime. During this stage, let me put it to you 
as such, at some stage him and Du Plessis came back to you? 

MRJANSE VAN RENSB URG: That is correct. 

MR BOO YENS: Was there also liaison between yourself and Mr Du Plessis and or yourself and Van Zyl and 
or between all three of you to identify the final members? 

MRJANSE VANRENSBURG: Yes, there was. 

MR BOOYENS: Tell us about this. 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: It was mostly that they acknowledged to me that Mr Goniwe travelled a lot 
in this division. 

That he usually met with people like Mr Mkonto and Mr Calata and sometimes others or that others travelled 
with him, and visited other places with him. 

They acknowledged that certain persons were important persons who were part of Goniwe's activities, and 
helped realise his objectives and that they felt it was possible to intercept them without being seen and to 
eliminate them. 

MR BOOYENS: You have mentioned, that is feedback while the investigation was ongoing? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: That is correct. 

MR BOO YENS: Eventually did they come with a final decision or let's call it a final group of persons, did 
they come back to you with that? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: That is correct. 

MR BOO YENS: Can you remember this group, how many people were in this group? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: The people I can remember was Mr Fort Calata, Mr Goniwe, Mr Mkonto 
and then they had a cousin or a brother of Mr Goniwe, and there was Mr Jacobs and then they spoke about a 
man from Oudtshoorn - afterwards we knew it was Mr Mhlawuli. 

I would guess it was about seven or eight in total. 

MR BOOYENS: Did you receive feedback why in their opinion these persons qualified as cohorts of Mr 
Goniwe? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes. They told me that these persons were responsible especially in the rural 
area of the Eastern Province, for the unrest and the collapse of the council's or the local management level 
law system, that was replaced in some places by people's courts. Policing was not possible by the driving out 
of police members and they caused that normal flow of the government could not continue. 

CHAIRPERSON: Mr Booyens, when you get to a convenient stage? 

MR BOO YENS: I was actually going to suggest that this might be Mr Chairman. 
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COMMISSION ADJOURNS 

ON RES UMPTION: 

DATE: 25-02-1998 

NICOLAAS JAKOBUS JANSE VAN REN B URG: (s.u.o) 

EXAMINATION BY MR BOOYENS: (cont) 

Mr Van Rensburg, just before we adjourned to a man from Oudtshoorn, can you expand on that? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: The information that was given to me with regard to Mr Mhlawuli, is that 
he was a person from Oudtshoorn and that he sometimes was seen with Mr Goniwe and others in Cradock 
among other places, and that he had played a pivotal role in Oudtshoorn with regard to organisations similar, 
youth organisations and community organisations and alternative structure organisations, which he would 
have established and maintained in Oudtshoorn in order to increase or elevate the revolutionary climate in 
Oudtshoorn to such a degree that it would transgress to an ungovernable situation. 

MR BOOYENS: Can you remember - would you like to add something? 

MR JANSE VAN RE SBURG: It was also communicated to me that he apparently would also recruit some 
youths for training in other countries. 

MR BOO YENS: Can you recall whether they possessed certain documents or papers, that is Mr Van Zyl and 
Mr Du Plessis? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: No, I cannot remember that. It was communicated to me by Mr Du Plessis. I 
cannot recall which documentation they had. 

MR BOOYENS: Mr Van Rensburg, at this stage when they approached you with the final group, what did 
you tell them to do? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I told them that they should go to Colonel Snyman for his authorization, for 
his further instructions. 

MR BOOYENS: And you did not accompany them? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: No, I did not. 

MR BOOYENS: Did they return to you? 

MR JANSE YAN RENSBURG: That is correct. 

MR BOOYENS: What did they tell you, anything about Colonel Snyman? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: They told me that Colonel Snyman had approved an operation whereby Mr 
Goniwe and some of his cohorts would be eliminated. 

MR BOO YENS: Did you engage in further discussion regarding - now it is about the how, the when and the 
where? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes. 

MR BOOYENS: If you would refer to page 27, at the top. You state here that you engaged in discussion with 
the two and this concerned the modus 012erandi of the operation. Can you tell us what was said and what 
occurred? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes, the modus operandi which would be used, was discussed. The .ffiQQUS 
Qperandi regarding the execution of the instructions, that the Security Police could not be pointed out. 

My opinion was that it should be considered that the operation appear as a robbery or a vigilante attack. 
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MR BOO YENS: You also state the AZAPO UDF situation in your statement, what is that? 

MR JAN EVAN RENSBURG: At that stage, there was conflict between the AZAPO group and the UDF 
group which had already led to bloodshed in the black townships of that time in Port Elizabeth. 

CHAIRPERSO : What did you think would happen if the operation was a success and the people believed 
in the situation that you created, that Mr Goniwe and his colleagues were killed by an opposing organisation? 

MR JAN E VAN RENSBURG: Mr Chairman, I cannot imagine that we actually considered that. The 
objective was to divert it away from us. 

CHAIRPERSON: But the point is that some of the problems which you considered, were the attacks in the 
areas where there was unrest. 

MR JANSE YAN RENSBURG: That is correct. 

CHAIRPERSON: So these murders or would these murders not have aggravated the situation? 

MR JANSE VAN REN BURG: It could possibly have done so. 

CHAIRPER ON: Isn't the probability that it would have worsened if the people thought that it was an 
opposing organisation who carried out these activities? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: It is probable. 

MR BOOYENS: Was it considered at that stage? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: No, it was not. 

MR BOOYENS: And did it play any kind of role in your discussions, in other words did you want the 
situation to escalate? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: No, we did not want that. If I recall correctly, the other group, the AZAPO 
group was by far the minority at that stage, that is my recollection. 

MR BOOYENS: So, the planning was undertaken regarding how the operation would be executed and the 
where and when would have to be a reaction to information received, is that correct? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: That is correct. 

MR BOOYENS: Can you recall whether you again had contact with them or received any kind of 
communication with regard to the specific planning for the time and place of the operation? 

I beg your pardon, that is a weak question. Did you know beforehand whether they would carry out the 
operation on the 27th of June? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: No, I did not know that. 

MR BOOYENS: When did you hear of that? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: The following morning. 

MR BOO YENS: From whom? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Colonel Snyman and Mr Van Zyl came to tell me that the operation had 
been executed. 

MR BOO YENS: Did they give any particulars regarding who was killed and so forth? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes, they told me who had been killed. 
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MR BOO YENS: Did they mention the names of the four deceased? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: That is correct. 

MR BOO YENS: Just for clarity sake, I understood that there were more people who were identified in this 
group? 

MRJANSEVA 

MR BOO YEN : This took place in June, and is it correct that during July it was a partial state of emergency 
that was happening in the Eastern Cape? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes, I can remember something like that? 

MR BOO YE S: In so far as your knowledge reaches, was anything or was any action taken to eliminate any 
other members of the initial group? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: No, there was not. 

MR BOO YENS: You discuss the political objectives and motivations on page 28 of your application? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes. 

MR BOOYENS: Do you confirm everything that is stated in the application? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes, I confirm this. 

MR BOOYENS: If you would return to page 26. The situation as sketched by you in the second paragraph 
that Major Du Plessis and Captain Van Zyl approached you and that they approached Colonel Snyman after 
that, is that how you remember the situation? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes. I provided a broader basis of what occurred. My legal counsel said that 
I would have to provide oral testimony at a later stage where I would provide full details of the events. 

MR BOO YENS: So your summary as contained in the second paragraph on page 26 is not entirely complete, 
is that so? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes, that is correct. 

MR BOOYENS: Would the Commission grant me a moment? That is the testimony, thank you very much. 

CROSS-EXAMINATION BY MR BIZOS: General Van Rensburg, you told the Committee that Colonel 
Snyman would not have done this unless it was ordered from above? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes, that is how I believe it. 

MR BIZOS: Can I take it that you yourself would not have taken part in this unless orders came from above? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes. 

MR BlZOS: At the time that Mr Snyman told you that Goniwe and his colleagues were to be killed, an order 
from above, did you ask Colonel Snyman who gave him the order? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Colonel Snyman did not tell me that he received orders from above. I made 
the assumption and I did not ask Colonel Snyman who had issued the orders. 

MR BIZOS: Now, you see I can understand that he would not have told you the names at the time, but from 
your knowledge of Colonel Snyman and the sort of person that he is and the way that he behaved, you 
assumed that somebody had told him. I can understand that at the time, you would not have wanted to ask 
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him the name because I assume like all highly illegal activity, the rule of need to know applied. Would you 
agree with that? 

MR JAN EVAN RENSB URG: I would agree. 

MR BIZOS: But now, General I want to ask you this. The time of the need to know has passed us, hasn't it? 

MR .JANSE VAN RENSB URG: That is correct. 

MR BIZOS: And we are now at a stage where we have to in the interests of these proceedings and general 
reconciliation and for the success of your own application, to be completely open and not protect anyone, 
would you agree with that? 

MR JAN E VAN RENSBURG: Yes, I agree. 

MR BIZOS: Now, at the time that you were preparing your applications, and Colonel Snyman is a co­
applicant, did you ask him who were the Army people that said that these, what is the word you used, I have 
it here, these gangsters or words to that effect, should be killed? I will find the word used by the interpreter. 

MR JA SE VAN REN BURG: I think it could have been cohorts. 

MR BIZOS: Cohorts, yes, Goniwe and his cohorts. I think that another word was used, but it doesn't matter. 

Whilst you were preparing these applications, surely you would have gone to Colonel Snyman and say 
Harold, we are at the end of the road, we've got to make public admissions that our children and 
grandchildren have got to hear, let's tell the whole truth, who was it that told you. 

Did you go and ask him that? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Mr Chairman, after I decided to apply for amnesty for these murders, I went 
to my legal counsel and we prepared a preliminary application. 

I then went to Colonel Snyman and I informed him of my intent to apply for amnesty. At that stage, Colonel 
Snyman did not wish to discuss the matter with me. It was clear to me that he had not yet reconciled the 
matter with himself to apply for amnesty and he would not discuss it with me at all. 

I later was notified through my legal counsel that Colonel Snyman had also applied for amnesty. I initially on 
a very recent date, heard or saw what his application involved. 

MR BIZOS: You have the same Attorney, the same counsel? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: That is correct. 

MR BIZOS: You have a common interest in the outcome of these proceedings? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: That is correct. 

MR BIZOS: Do you realise how important it is for the purposes of full disclosure, that Colonel Snyman and 
you should not keep anything back? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: That is correct. 

MR BIZOS: When you knew all that and you had the same Attorney and the same counsel, did you go back 
to Mr Snyman and say it is in the interest of all of us that the identity of the Army people that said at the 
GBS that Goniwe and his cohorts must be killed, and the person that gave you the order to do this, should 
become known, did you do that? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: No, I did not do this. As I have already stated I went to see him and he read r ~ 
my preliminary application. ~ 

l~ 
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I asked him if there was any commentary or anything that he wished to add and at that stage he did not wish 
to discuss it with me at all. 

MR BIZOS: Did he specifically say that he did not want to discuss it with you? 

MRJANSE VANRENSBURG: Yes. 

MR BIZOS: Did you ask him why? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: No, it was a difficult situation. The man wouldn't speak to me regarding the 
matter and I felt that I was unwelcome at that stage. 

MR BIZOS: Your applications for amnesty have consecutive numbers, they were handed in at the same 
time? 

MR JANSE VAN RE SBURG: Sir, that may be so but I do not know how my legal counsel handled this. I 
can only say what happened. 

MR BIZOS: Counsel usually do what their clients ask them to do General Van Rensburg, but of your own in 
order to satisfy your own conscience, in order to come to terms with the full truth, why didn't you ask Mr 
Snyman from whom did these orders come? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I did not ask him that. 

MR BIZOS: The question is didn't you want to know? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes, I would probably want to know. It could help us all with this 
application. 

MR BIZOS: I would have thought that you would have visited him because we hear he is not well. Did you 
visit him recently? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: No, I did not. 

MR BIZOS: Wouldn't that have been a collegial duty to do, one senior officer to the other when one of them 
has become apparently terminally ill? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Sir, the information that I have is that the family of Mr Snyman requested 
that we respect their privacy and on the basis of that and his condition, I felt that at this stage I should not 
visit him. 

CHAIRPERSON: Mr Van Rensburg, if that is the case, and we all understand how important it was to find 
out who it was that was actually responsible for this order, didn't you ask your Attorney to ask Snyman if he 
would not be prepared to disclose the name of the person who issued the order? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: No, I didn't. 

CHAIRPERSON: But it is the same Attorney? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes, that is so. 

CHAIRPERSON: And it is important to know who this person is? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: It is important sir, but I didn't do it Mr Chairman. 

CHAIRPERSON: Why not? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Mr Chairman, I feel that if Mr Snyman wishes to come forward and disclose 
the names, that would be what I would want. ~ 

https://www.juslice.gov.za/trc/amntrans/pe/cradock3.htm 17/79 

491



7/22/2020 DATE: 25-02-1998 

But I did visit him and the impression that I received was that he didn't wish to speak to me regarding the 
matter, and the choice now lies with him whether he would like to disclose who the person was. 

CHAIRPERSON: But if your Attorney had asked him, he wouldn't necessarily be discussing it with you? It 
appears as if the Attorney would have been welcome there? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Well, he must have an opinion on that. 

CHAIRPERSON: In either event, you didn't do so? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: No, I did not. 

MR BIZO : Mr Chairman, I wish to make known an application at this stage, that I would ask and I suppose 
our learned friend's consent is necessary and I hope will be forthcoming, we may have to look at the statute 
in order to see the perimeters of the powers of the Commission ifwe do not get the cooperation, but I believe 
that this fact is of such vital importance in relation to these applications, that I am going to ask Mr Chairman, 
that this witness' evidence should be interrupted by calling Mr Snyman to come and tell us just that. 

I do not intend subjecting him to a lengthy cross-examination as I am sure that no one else would want to 
subject him to any lengthy questioning if his state of health does not permit it, but Mr Chairman, I would 
suggest that we be given permission to employ a Doctor from a panel of two or three practising here in Port 
Elizabeth at our request, in cooperation with the Doctor attending to Mr Snyman, to visit him, to determine 
whether he is in a condition to come to the Committee for a short period and if not, what steps ought to be 
taken in order that alternative arrangements should be made for the Committee to obtain this vital 
information from him. 

It is so vital Mr Chairman, however ill he may be and however inconvenient it may be for Colonel Snyman 
in his unfortunate condition, from the point of view of his health, I believe that this is a matter in which this 
is a vital piece of information that should not be lost Mr Chairman, in the interests of truth and justice. 

CHAIRPERSON: Mr Bizos, I want to suggest that the parties get together to determine two things. 

(1), whether there is agreement that the evidence of the present witness can be interrupted and -

(2) whether an agreement can be obtained to secure the presence or otherwise of Mr Snyman. 

If the parties cannot agree on it, then the Committee will have to make the ruling on the issue. 

MR BIZOS: Yes, Mr Chairman, I am in your hands as to whether I proceed now or whether we take a short 
adjournment. 

CHAIRPERSON: I am going to suggest we take a short adjournment to facilitate ... 

MR BIZOS: Because there are a number of Doctors on standby, one of whom will have to interrupt his or her 
practice and I understand that Mr Snyman is not in Port Elizabeth, but in Uitenhage, which is not very far 
away, but nevertheless it will be an interruption. 

The sooner we know, the sooner we know, the better. 

CHAIRPERSON: I am going to suggest that you take the next 15 to 20 minutes to see if we can get an 
agreement. If not, then maybe you can come see me. 

MR BOOYENS: Mr Chairman, I think speaking for myself, I think my Attorney's difficulty in this is that he 
will have to take instructions. We haven't got the client here to take instructions from him in this regard. 

I think the 15 to 20 minutes may be a bit short, I don't know. May I suggest that we see what we can sort out 
and then ... 

CHAIRPERSON: Mr Booyens, the client that you are referring to is in fact an applicant here, isn't he? 
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MR BO OYENS: Yes, that is correct. 

CHAIRPERSON: He has then made himself open to giving evidence, isn't it? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Not necessarily Mr Chairman. As I understand the Act, any person who is 
an applicant has got the option whether he wants to give evidence, he is not obliged. 

CHAIRPERSON : Let us adjourn - you people can discuss it in an attempt to come to some kind of 
agreement. 

MR BOO YENS: No, we will certainly try to come to some type of agreement. 

HEARING ADJOURNS 

ON RE UMPTION: 

CHAIRPERSON: I have been informed by the relevant representatives that attempts are going to be made to 
secure the attendance of one of the applicants. 

I am informed further that he is extremely ill and certain logistical issues need to be attended to. In the 
circumstances I am going to adjourn his hearing, so as to give them an opportunity to put this into operation 
and we will reconvene at half past nine tomorrow morning. Thank you. 

COMMISSION ADJOURNS 

ON RESUMPTION ON 26-02-1998: 

MR BOOYENS: Mr Chairman, just before my learned friend starts, I think it should come from my side 
because I've got the first hand information, we took an early adjournment yesterday to ascertain what the 
situation is with the applicant, Colonel Snyman. 

We have succeeded in speaking to one of the Specialists who is treating him, as well as his General 
Practitioner. We set out the proposals to the General Practitioner inter alia the possibility that evidence in this 
sort of a Commission like situation can be taken. The General Practitioner then said that he would revert to 
us and he spoke to two other Specialists who were involved also in the treatment of Mr Snyman, his 
diagnosis and exploratory operation done on him and the sum total and I am not suggesting that I am putting 
it in the correct medical terms, the sum total of what we have been told boils down to the following, that his 
condition of health is so bad at the moment that to subject him to any sort of stressful situation, can cause the 
disease that he is suffering from, to get more virulent and probably - there is a reasonable possibility that he 
could accelerate, or decrease his life expectancy. 

According to the Doctors we have spoken to, their medical advice is that he should not be subjected to any 
stressful situation. We have spoken to Snyman, he is very weak, but we have spoken to him as well, and he 
has indicated that he intends following the advice of his medical personnel. 

We have invited my learned friend to, in arrangement with Snyman's own Doctor, arrangements that can be 
made through the Attorneys, to have Mr Snyman examined if they feel they want to do so on a time that is 
mutually convenient to all parties. The Doctors would obviously have to arrange, we are not going to be 
present at a medical examination. 

So the situation at this stage is that my learned friend and I then spoke to each other yesterday afternoon, and 
we were in fact advised this morning that they are considering the possibility of doing that tomorrow 
morning. That is so far as the situation was yesterday. 

MR BIZOS: Mr Chairman, we have made attempts to obtain the services of a duly qualified medical 
practitioner to visit Mr Snyman. Arrangements have been made I understand for it to take place at eight 
o'clock tomorrow morning. 

I would suggest that we leave the matter over until we have had a report from the medical practitioner of our I" 1) 
clients' choice and we proceed today with the examination of the witness that is now being examined. LSH 
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CHAIRPERSON: I don't suppose we've got much choice in the circumstances, so let us proceed on the basis 
you suggest. 

MR BIZOS: I may indicate that we are also in the process of examining alternative solutions such as for 
instance a statement being taken from Mr Snyman. The information that we are seeking is important and I do 
not believe that we should lose it because it is absolutely vital to this whole process. 

We are not unmindful, nor lacking in consideration for his health, but on the other hand, we will make if 
agreement is not reached, specific proposals if we are advised by our own medical practitioner that it would 
be unwise for him to come here, we will make specific proposals to get the information which we consider to 
be vital, even if he does not attend the hearing. 

NICOLAAS JAKOBUS JANSE VAN REN BURG: (s.u.o) 

CROSS-EXAMINATION BY MR BIZO : (cont) 

Mr Van Rensburg, you told us that as Mr Snyman's deputy from time to time, you attended the meetings of 
the Joint Management Centre. I will refer to the Afrikaans abbreviation GBS throughout my - is that correct? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: That is correct. 

MR BIZOS: There were not only plenary sessions of GBS, there were also sub-committees of GBS to deal 
with different aspects? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: That is correct. 

MR BIZOS: Was there a special committee from which the Department of Education and the SABC and 
other representatives which did not emanate from the security apparatus, were excluded, were there such 
meetings? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes, there were. 

MR BIZOS: What was the name of that sub-committee? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: That was the JIC, the Joint Information Centre. 

MR BIZOS: And did you attend any of those meetings? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes, I did. 

MR BIZOS: Who were represented at these meetings, the Information Centre meetings? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: As far as I can recall it was only the Police and when I say the Police I think 
it was only the Security Branch and the Defence Force. 

MR BIZOS: And on vital questions of security, it was this sub-committee of the OBS that really had the 
serious discussions and the serious decisions were made? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes. You are correct. I can't recall serious or important decisions taken as 
such. I suppose one could say there were decisions but these decisions were then referred to Pretoria. 

How can I put it, these were proposals. 

MR BIZOS: Proposals? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: That is correct. 

MR BIZOS: The proposals from this Information Centre would go through to Pretoria for their information 
and their advice and direction in relation to what may happen later? 
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MR JANSE VA RENSBURG: That is correct. 

ADV BOSMAN: Mr Bizos, may I just come in here for a second please. May I just interrupt you for a 
moment? 

MR BIZOS: Yes, of course. 

ADV BOSMAN: Thank you. Mr Van Rensburg, this information or intelligence proposal emanating from the 
IlC, did you get any feedback lower down the chain of command in the PE Security Branch? 

=M=R~J..a..A=---=---'-"-=-:~RE=-=~S=B"-U=-R=G: If instructions were received from above, yes, then feedback would be 
given. 

ADV BOSMAN: I am not talking about instructions. I am talking about the whole import of what was 
discussed at these meetings, was that communicated lower down the levels or was it privileged information? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: It was reported lower down the levels where it was relevant. If a particular 
section of the Security Police or some other component of the Police, if they had to attend to a particular 
matter, then it would be reported to them. 

CHAIRPERSON: What about policy Mr Van Rensburg? The policy emanating from the JIC, was that 
conveyed to the people below you? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Mr Chairman, I can't say that policy was formulated there as such. The 
Police had its own policy and at these meetings certain information was discussed and what the problems 
were at that time and possible solutions to these problems, and that was reported back to Pretoria and 
Pretoria from time to time gave their feedback as to how they saw the matter and perhaps they also gave 
instructions in regard to certain matters. 

The men lower down, the footsoldiers, did not receive all the information which was discussed there at that 
level. What was important and relevant to them, was given to them, but not everything. 

MR BIZOS: The question of how to put an end to the unrest and the unsatisfactorily security situation, would 
this be discussed in the JMC or in the Information sub-committee or both? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Sir, the problems surrounding for instance school boycotts and the like, that 
would have been dealt with by the person representing that government department or he would have been 
present as well. 

The JIC concentrated more specifically on how to actually stop the rioting and the unrest on the ground, in 
other words the physical unrest situation, how to deal with that. 

MR BIZOS: Let us just take a concrete example. Your evidence was that Colonel Snyman reported that there 
was discussion at the JMC in which the Defence Force people in the JMC put the Security Police under 
pressure and suggested that the Security Police were unable to stabilise the position. Do you recall that? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes. 

MR BIZOS: Now, would that have been a discussion at the JMC or the JIC? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I don't know. 

MR BIZOS: Where would it have been suggested that the Army personnel only appeared to be able to 
possibly eliminate the hooligans amongst them, where would that discussion have taken place? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I don't know about that. 

MR BIZOS: This is what you said. 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I can't recall that. 
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MR BIZOS: The record will speak for itself, but I ... 

MR JANSE VA RENSBURG: Perhaps I am misunderstanding you, I am not quite sure. 

MR BIZOS: Well, let me repeat the effect of it. The effect of it was that the Army personnel at this meeting 
suggested that because of the inability of the Security Police to eliminate the "trawante", if you don't like the 
word hooligans, the word hooligans was used by the interpreter and it made an impression on me, but don't 
let's argue about words, where would that have been discussed? 

MR JANSE VA RENSBURG: My recollection of that is that Mr Snyman told me that that took place 
during private discussions of the Force. 

MR BIZOS: With members of the Force? 

MR BIZOS: Not at a meeting? 

MR JANSE VAN RE SBURG: No. 

MR BIZOS: Now, who were the members of the Force in JMC? Who were the regular people that attended 
the JMC meetings who came from the Defence Force? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: The people that I can remember were Brigadier van der Westhuizen, there 
was a person Van Aswegen was his surname, and Du Plessis. 

MR BIZOS: Let us just take that in a little more detail. The top Army man was Brigadier van der 
Westhuizen? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: That is correct. 

MR BIZOS: He was the Chairman of the JMC? 

MR .TANSE VAN RENSBURG: Correct. 

MR BIZOS: And one would have expected him as Chairman, to yield influence at least on the other 
members of the Army that may have been present at any given time, at the JMC or the sub-committee 
relating to information? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes, that is true. 

MR BIZOS: When Colonel Snyman told you that this is what the soldiers were saying, did you understand 
him to mean Mr Van der Westhuizen and his junior officers involved in JIC? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I can't recall what I understood that to mean, but I wasn't quite sure whether 
it was said at the JIC and what Colonel Snyman meant exactly or whether there was a private discussion with 
JIC members. 

He referred to Defence Force members, I don't know who they were. 

MRBIZOS: Well, this was a very important accusation that was made against the Security Police of whom 
you were the number 2 person. 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: That is correct. 

MR BIZOS: Didn't you ask Mr Snyman who are these people from the South African Defence Force 
accusing us of incompetence and claiming the right to be in a better position to eliminate people better than / ~ 
we can, did you ask him that? (_fi 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: No, I did not ask him that. 
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MR BIZOS: Why not? 

MR JAN EVAN REN. BURG: I just didn't ask him that. 

MR BIZOS: Wasn't your professional pride hurt by this accusation? 

MR BIZOS: How would you put it? 

MR JANSE VAN RE SBURG: I can't comment on that. I ... 

MR BIZOS: Wouldn't the natural thing by a professional person such as yourself be, when you were being 
insulted in your professional capacity, that you would want to know who is it that made such a serious 
accusation against us? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I didn't even ask who these people were. 

MR BIZOS: Yes, you have told us that and one of the issues here General Van Rensburg, is whether you can 
be believed or not. 

It will help the Committee to believe you or not to believe you I would submit, if you told them why you did 
not ask Mr Snyman the obvious question. 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I can't tell you, I didn't ask him that. 

MR BIZOS: Could you try and put a date on when Mr Snyman said this to you? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I can't give you an exact date. If I have to make certain inferences, I would 
say it had to be approximately two to three weeks before Mr Goniwe and his colleagues were eliminated. 

MR BIZOS: Yes, and that would have been the time when you asked for Mr Du Plessis and Mr Van Zyl to 
come to you and make a plan? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes. 

MR BIZOS: Now three weeks would have been the week during the 6th of June 1985. 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I will accept that. 

MR BIZOS: It would have been the day or certainly during the week when the signal asking for a death 
warrant for Goniwe, Calata and Mkonto? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes, I will accept that. I wasn't aware of such a signal, but I will assume or I 
will accept that there was such a signal as a result of what I learnt later. 

MR BIZOS: Yes, well let us just get the date sequence correctly and then we can carry on. 

MR BOO YENS: Mr Chairman, just a matter of record. I don't think my learned friend did that deliberately, 
the copy of the signal appearing at page 101, 102, actually doesn't talk about Mkonto, it talks about the two 
Goniwe's and Calata. 

MR BIZOS: I beg your pardon, yes, I beg your pardon. Calata and Mbolelo Goniwe. I am sorry it was a 
mistake, but it is not relevant to the issue, but thank you for correcting me. 

You see here is - Mr Van der Westhuizen, will you tum to page l 01 of your application. We know that it is 
the 7th of June, and it is at or about the time that two other things happened. 

When Mr Snyman told you that the soldiers were saying that the Security Police can't be trusted any more to 
eliminate people, and when you said make a plan in order to eliminate Goniwe and his cohorts. Do you agree G{ 
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with that? 

MR JANSE VAN REN BURG: Yes. 

MR BIZO : It is more or less the same time? 

MR .J ANSE YAN RENSBURG: Yes. 

DATE: 25-02-1998 

MR BIZOS: Now, listen to what this says. "Personally" - have a look at the bottom of page 101 - "personally 
for General Van Rensburg, telephone conversation General Van Rensburg, Brigadier van der Westhuizen on 
the 7th of June 1985, refers." 

Now, that speaks for itself that there was a telephone discussion between General Van Rensburg of the 
Secretariat of the Security Council and the Chairman of GOS in Port Elizabeth, do you accept that? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes. 

MR BIZOS: This happened at or about the same time as the other two things happened? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes. 

MR BIZOS: And names as follows: Matthew Goniwe, Mbolelo Goniwe, brother or cousin of the 
abovementioned, and Fort Calata. 

Now these three persons had been identified by you, your Security Police m Port Elizabeth and 
recommended for a banning order in 1984, which was in fact issued? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes, Mr Chairman I know of the order as far as Mr Matthew Goniwe is 
concerned, but I am not sure whether Mr Mbolelo Goniwe and Mr Fort Calata whether they, whether these 
orders were served on them. 

MR BIZOS: Well, any way the document shows that they were identified and placed together for this 
purpose? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes. 

MR BIZOS: Now, the Chairman of GOS at about the time that you were told that you were incompetent to 
eliminate people and at the time more or less when you told your people to make a plan, the Chairman of 
GOS then Brigadier Van der Westhuizen says to General Van Rens burg of the Security Council Secretariat in 
Pretoria, "it is proposed that the abovementioned persons be removed from society permanently as a matter 
of urgency." 

I want you to please put your hat on as an Investigating Officer, and you were looking for the murderers of 
Goniwe after the event, and you had this three bits of information that I gave you. Who would you say 
requested the murder of Goniwe, his brother Goniwe and Calata? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Sir, I would have to suspect Brigadier Van der Westhuizen, I would have to 
seriously suspect him. 

MR BIZOS: Seriously suspect him, yes? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: If, of course, if the report is interpreted correctly. 

MR BIZOS: If the information is correct? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes. 

MR BIZOS: And if General Van der Westhuizen admitted that although he may have meant something else, 
which Judge Zietsman rejected, he did send the signal. Would you be satisfied that there was at least a take 
for you to take before the Attorney-General for the arrest of General Van der Westhuizen? ~ 
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MR JANSE VAN RENSB URG: Yes, I would obviously have wanted to send more proof to the Attomey­
General, but I would have consulted with him. 

MR BIZOS: Your job as a good Detective would have pointed at General Van der Westhuizen's guilt for 
inciting or initiating the procedure of murdering the two Goniwe's and Mr Calata? 

MR JAN EVAN RENSBURG: Yes. 

MR BIZ OS: If you had evidence that General Van Rens burg, not you, the other Van Rens burg at the 
Secretariat of the State Security Council, that he gave contradictory evidence as to what he did with this 
signal, would you add him into the list of prime suspects? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSB URG: Yes, I would have. 

MR BIZOS: And presumably those working in close cooperation with these two Generals at the time that 
these facts became known, would also be suspects and possibly approached as witnesses to give evidence 
against their Generals? 

MR JANSE VAN RE SBURG: Yes. 

MR BIZOS: Is it not clear to you now that these facts have become known that if there was an order from 
above, it was most certainly ... 

CHAIRPERSON: Mr Bizos, you mean Pretoria? 

MR BIZOS: Pretoria? 

CHAIRPERSON: Not above? 

MR BIZOS: No, these are acts of men, not of the gods Mr Chairman. 

It is clear that you were in effect used as nothing more than the doers of the act that must of necessity have 
been authorised by the Secretariat of the Security Council? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes. 

MR BIZOS: Yes. Mr Vlok was in Port Elizabeth or was concerned with this matter, attended a meeting -
could I just check where it was, whether it was in Port Elizabeth or Pretoria, one moment please - in Pretoria. 

Mr Vlok was in a meeting in Pretoria. I want to refer to the Exhibit number. We will just get the exact words, 
but we needn't delay. 

Mr Vlok was at a meeting on the 6th, now which is also round about this time, this vital period around the 
6th and 7th of June 1985. It would appear that there were telephone calls from Pretoria, the signal makes it 
clear does it not, that there were telephone calls before the signal was sent, because it says the telephone 
conversation refers, do you remember that at the bottom of 101? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes, that is correct. 

MR BIZOS: Here we have a situation which I would like your comment on, that Mr Van Rensburg of the 
Secretariat of the Security Council suggests - well refers to a conversation and in response he gets a request 
for a death warrant and at the meeting attended by Mr Vlok, a decision is made in order to appoint a 
committee to investigate whether or not Mr Goniwe should be reappointed to his post. 

Now, what did you know about the steps to reappoint him to his post? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: All that I know regarding that is that the Security Branch in Port Elizabeth 
was opposed to it. 
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MR BIZOS: Yes, because you must know the document dated the 23rd of May which is before the 
Committee, as Exhibit what was referred to during the inquest as the "nooit ooit" document, that never must 
he be - our list of Exhibits and Exhibits have been left in a car Mr Chairman. 

MR BOO YENS: I think it is Exhibit C, that Goniwe and Calata would never again be reappointed? 

MR BIZOS: That was the attitude of the Security Police, Exhibit C. Yes, and then here we have deputy 
Minister Vlok where I told you with many Generals and Brigadiers, I didn't tell you I referred it to Mr Van 
Zyl, and the proposal is that decision (1) after discussion of the Goniwe case, it is decided that a committee 
under leadership of the SCR regarding the fate of Goniwe would make a decision and would make a 
submission on the 12th of June 1985. 

We are told that this was a committee appointed the next day or the day after in order to decide whether Mr 
Goniwe should be reappointed or not. You must agree with me obvious General Van Rensburg, that the 
signal on the one hand to which the Secretary of the Secretariat of the Security Council was present and a 
committee should be appointed in order to investigate whether he should be reinstated or not, are as far apart 
as Cape Town to Messina? 

MR JANSE VAN REN . BURG: Yes. 

MR BJZOS: Now, if you had been given these facts would you have requested or ordered or suggested to Mr 
Du Plessis and Mr Van Zyl, that they should put a plan into motion to eliminate Mr Goniwe and one or other 
of his cohorts? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Sir, I have no knowledge of that meeting in Pretoria. 

MR BIZOS: Well, then let me accept your answer General, that you didn't know about it. 

Would it not follow that either the left hand didn't know what the right hand was doing, which is unlikely in 
view of the fact that General Van Rensburg of the State Security Council that was responsible for the detail 
putting together the committee and the same Van Rensburg having received a signal that should be killed, 
that somebody or a number of people were playing a double game? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I cannot comment on that. I do not know what occurred there. I could agree 
with you yes, it appears to be a double game that creates the impression, but personally I do not know 
anything about it. 

MR BIZOS: Yes. You see, we would have a situation would we not if there is any truth in the suggestion that 
there was a serious attempt to decide whether Mr Goniwe should be reappointed or not, that General Van 
Rensburg of the Secretariat of the Security Council, would not have disclosed the fact of the signal to Mr 
Vlok who attended the meeting of the 6th about a burning issue which the Deputy Minister was concerned 
about, the Security Council was concerned about, the Secretariat of the Security Council was concerned 
about and the Chairman of GOS in Port Elizabeth was concerned about. 

How could there be these two contradictory processes going on? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: That I cannot explain. 

MR BIZOS: Well, let me ask you you cannot explain it because you do not know the facts, but assume that 
the facts are that I have given you, clearly appear from the documents that were produced at the inquest, and 
now that we know that Goniwe and his friends were killed, put on your cap as an Investigating Officer again, 
looking to find the truth. 

Would you not say that either the Security Council including the Deputy Minister knew about this and had 
authorised it or the Secretariat of the Security Council in the name of General Van Rensburg was playing a 
double game? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: That is possible. 
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MR BIZOS: Yes. But now let us take into consideration what you did General. Do I understand that as a 
result of your discussion with Mr Snyman, it was decided to make a plan to kill Mr Goniwe, plus how many 
others, you tell me please? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: It was never said how many others apart from Mr Goniwe. It was said that it 
would be Mr Goniwe and the persons surrounding him who along with him, created the situation. 

MR BIZOS: Well, and no other names were mentioned either by you or Mr Snyman? 

MR JANSE VAN REN BURG: No, I cannot recall. Mr Snyman as far as I can remember did not mention 
any other names. I can't recall whether I mentioned other names. 

My recollection is that we spoke of Goniwe and his confidants. 

MR BIZOS: His confidants, very well. And this was an open mandate given to Mr Du Plessis and Mr Van 
Zyl? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I don't believe that it was at that stage with regard to who, apart from Mr 
Goniwe, it was said that they should investigate who else would have to be removed or eliminated. 

CHAIRPERSON: Did they ever report to you sir, we have done what you asked us to do, here are the 
names? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes, they did. 

CHAIRPERSON: When would that have been? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: That was approximately a week before the elimination was carried out. I 
can really not remember with certainty when I issued Colonel Snyman's order, whether the names of Fort 
Calata and Sparrow Mkonto emerged, I cannot recall that specifically. 

MR BIZOS: Yes. Now, from the moment that you told them to make a plan, do you say that Du Plessis and 
Van Zyl had authority if the occasion arose, to put the plan into operation and execute it? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: No. Colonel Snyman said that I should tell the members that they shouldn't 
go over into action before they had cleared it with him finally. 

MR BIZOS: Did they have to go to Snyman more than once? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: They could surely have gone to him. I do not know whether or not they 
visited him more than once. 

CHAIRPERSON: But Mr Van Rensburg, did you tell them before the operation was put into operation, that 
they should come into contact with Colonel Snyman? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: That is correct. 

CHAIRPERSON: Do you know whether or not they did so? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes. 

MR BIZOS: When do you say that they did so, because I do not recall Mr Van Zyl telling us that they went 
to Mr Snyman more than once? 

MR BOOYENS: No, but this witness doesn't say they went to him more than once either, Mr Chairman. 

CHAIRPERSON: Excuse me, Mr Booyens? 

MR BOOYENS: I am saying, this witness didn't testify that they went to Colonel Snyman more than once 
either, I think there is a misunderstanding here. G-f 
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MR BIZOS: Well, let's clarify it. I thought it was so. What do you say, did Du Plessis and Van Zyl go to 
Snyman once only when they were told do what is best for South Africa, or do you say that they went back 
to him thereafter as well? 

MR JA EVAN RENSBURG: Sir, I know of the one case. I am saying that it is possible that they were 
there more than once, but I only know of the one case. 

MR BIZOS: And if Mr Van Zyl didn't tell us about another case, we can assume that they only went to Mr 
Snyman once for the purposes of getting authorization, correct? 

MR JAN E YAN RENSBURG: That is as far as I know. 

MR BIZOS: And the authorization was do the best, what you think is best for South Africa, is that correct? 

MR .IANSE VAN RE SBURG: Well, I accept it as that. 

MR BIZO : Because presumably that was what was reported back to you ifwe are to believe Mr Van Zyl? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSB URG: Yes, I cannot recall what his exact words were when he reported back to 
me. What I can remember is that it was reported back to me that Colonel Snyman had given the final 
approval for the operation or the final order. 

MR BIZOS: Yes. The operation was to put the plan into operation in relation to Mr Goniwe if it was in the 
best interest of South Africa. 

There was no mandate as to precisely who was going to be killed from Mr Snyman? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: No, that I cannot say. When Mr Van Zyl and Mr Du Plessis returned to me, 
they told me that Mr Snyman had given the final approval for the operation with regard to any of those 
persons that they had suggested to him for elimination. 

MR BIZOS: But, I do not recall Mr Van Zyl telling us that a list of persons was given to Colonel Snyman? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I can't recall whether a list of names was supplied to Colonel Snyman or 
whether the names were orally or verbally communicated to him. 

CHAIRPERSON: Mr Van Rensburg, why would they have returned to you with the names during that week? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Sir, because originally the instruction was to determine who the persons 
were that should be eliminated with Goniwe. 

CHAIRPERSON: That was your instruction? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: From Colonel Snyman to them. 

CHAIRPERSON: Through you? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes, I told this to them. 

CHAIRPERSON: And they returned to you with names? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: That is correct. 

CHAIRPERSON: What did you say regarding these names? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Well, I said that - I can't recall how many names there were - they broadly 
explained to me that these were the persons who were causing problems and who they deemed it necessary 
to be eliminated. 
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Names were mentioned to me and I was satisfied that they had identified the correct individuals, I was 
satisfied with the information and I told them to go to Colonel Snyman in order to get the final approval for 
the operation. 

CHAIRPERSON: That is a week before the incident? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSB URG: Approximately a week before the incident. 

CHAIRPERSON: Did they go? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes. 

CHAIRPERSON: Is that the first time that they went to Colonel Snyman? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: To my knowledge. 

CHAIRPERSON: Thank you. 

MR BIZOS: But wouldn't they have gone to Colonel Snyman at the time that you told them to make the 
plan? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Sir, I don't know if they went. I simply communicated to them what Colonel 
Snyman had said and to my knowledge, they accepted it as such. 

MR BIZOS: The mandate that you gave them, and the mandate that they got from Snyman, if Van Zyl's 
evidence is to be believed, was an open-ended one. Would you agree with that? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Sir, I don't know about an open mandate, what was communicated to me 
was that persons had to be identified who were involved. Not simply any person. 

MR BIZOS: Yes. Was there anything as formal as the signal which apparently seems to have required 
specific identification of the people that had to be eliminated. Did that not apply to the Security Police in 
Port Elizabeth? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Sir, I am not following you. 

MR BIZOS: Have a look at the signal, there it seems to suggest, you know when they wanted people 
eliminated, they named them. 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes, I can see it. 

MR BIZOS: Now was there no similar, was there no similar procedure in your department so that people 
were not condemned to death on a loose and untidy way so to speak, but properly identified after due 
consideration? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Sir, I do not know about that. The names that appear here, are also names 
which were mentioned at the Security Branch, Colonel Snyman and Colonel Du Plessis and there were other 
names as well. 

CHAIRPERSON: Mr Van Rensburg, tell me, what was the point of your juniors coming to report to you 
about what they had discovered as a result of your instruction to them, in respect of those people who were 
friends of Mr Goniwe? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I do not follow. 

CHAIRPERSON: Why did they come to report back to you and Snyman? 

MR JANSE YAN RENSBURG: To ensure that they would eliminate identified individuals, not just anybody. 

And to determine whether or not they would be able to execute such an operation as desired. 
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CHAIRPERSON: So specific names must have been approved with them? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes. 

CHAIRPERSON: Did you approve specific people? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: No, I did not approve specific individuals as such. As I have already 
mentioned, names were given and if any combination of those individuals would be found at a given point in 
time, they would be eliminated. 

CHAIRPERSON: So, you are saying you never approved of the elimination of these specific people? 

MR JANSE VAN RE SBURG: Yes, through Colonel Snyman. 

CHAIRPERSON: I don't follow you. 

MR JA SE VAN RENSBURG: When they came to me with their information and with the information that 
we already had regarding these individuals and determined that these were the activists who were causing 
problems, and that they should be eliminated. 

CHAIRPERSON: So in so far as you could authorise those killings, you did? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes, I suppose one could put it that way with the condition that the 
Commanding Officer first had to place his seal there on. 

MR BIZOS: Is that Snyman? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: That is correct. 

MR BIZOS: Now, let me just get clarity. When Du Plessis, when you called Du Plessis and Van Zyl in, they 
mentioned Goniwe and his cohorts? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes. 

MR BIZOS: And you didn't identify any one other than Goniwe? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Myself? 

MR BIZOS: Yourself? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Not that I can recall. 

MR BIZOS: And there was no instruction from you to go and get authorization for Goniwe and other 
specific persons, but merely general authorization of his cohorts? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: No, when they returned to me with certain names ... 

MR BIZOS: I see this is what you are saying, so that they had to go to Snyman to obtain permission for the 
operation, Goniwe and others? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: No. 

MR BIZOS: What did they have to ask Snyman for? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Okay, perhaps I did not understand you correctly. In this regard Goniwe and 
six or seven other names ... 

MR BIZOS: That is what you said, you say Goniwe and six or seven other names. 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I didn't say that, six or seven other names were put to me. G~ 
https://www.justice.gov.za/trc/amntrans/pe/cradock3.htm 30/79 

504



7/22/2020 DATE: 25-02-1998 

MR BIZOS: Was this three weeks before the death? 

MR JANSE VA RENSBURG: No, approximately a week before the death. 

MR BIZOS: Now, originally when you called them in, what did you tell them? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I told them that Colonel Snyman had requested that they determine exactly 
who the cohorts of Goniwe were, who were creating the situation of unrest and that they should identify the 
correct individuals and monitor their movements and try to eliminate these individuals in an unobtrusive 
manner. 

MR BIZOS: Did you ever ... 

CHAIRPERSON: At that stage, was there any talk that they should contact Colonel Snyman with regards to 
this operation? 

MR JANSE VAN RE SBURG: Mr Snyman had stated it ... 

CHAIRPER ON: At that stage when you told them to monitor these people in order to determine who 
should be eliminated, that conversation, did you tell them that they should go and see Colonel Snyman 
regarding this operation? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I cannot recall that I told them that specifically, but I told them that the final 
approval had to be obtained from Colonel Snyman personally. 

CHAIRPERSON: Is this when you told them about monitoring the individuals? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes. 

MR BIZOS: Let us try and get you to answer the question in another way, put it another way in the hope of 
getting clarity. 

As to who was going to be killed, as to precisely who was going to be killed, did that have to be approved by 
Snyman or not? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes. 

MR BIZOS: Yes. And without Snyman's approval, nobody could be killed? 

MRJANSE VAN RENSBURG: That is so. 

MR BIZOS: And if anybody killed anyone other than persons identified to Snyman, that killing would not 
have been authorised? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes, that is correct. 

MR BIZOS: In order that there should have been specific authorization from Snyman, there would have had 
to have been more than one visit by Van Zyl and Du Plessis to Snyman? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: That is possible, I don't know. 

MR BIZOS: It follows from the versions that we have heard. 

MR BOOYENS: With respect Mr Chairman, not necessarily. 

MR BIZOS: Well, we will argue it, we will argue it. It was an argumentative question. 

But now, let me read to you what the application of Mr Van Zyl says in paragraph 8 of page 47. 
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Do you agree with that? 

DATE: 25-02-1998 

"Several weeks before the 27th of June 1985, Lieutenant Colonel Van Rensburg, 
second in command of the Security Branch, Division Eastern Province told me in 
his office that a drastic plan had to be devised with Matthew Goniwe and his most 
prominent cohorts." 

MR JAN EVAN RENSBURO: Yes. 

MR BIZOS: Further-

"Because they were creating a situation of total anarchy in the rural Eastern Cape. I 
assumed that he indicated that the activists should be eliminated, seeing as he would 
express it clearly ifhe meant that they should be detained. I discussed this later with 
Major Du Plessis specifically referring to Goniwe, Calata and Mkonto. Major Du 
Plessis accompanied me to Lieutenant Colonel Van Rensburg's office at one stage, 
where Colonel Van Rensburg emphasised it that Colonel Snyman the Commander 
of the Security Branch, Division Eastern Province, had to approve the elimination 
of the activists. Myself and Major Du Plessis went to the Colonel Snyman's office, 
where we briefly discussed the matter, seeing as Colonel Snyman was up to date 
regarding the activities of all the relevant activists. Colonel Snyman, who I had 
always regarded as a soft-hearted person, said that we should do what would be in 
the interests of the Republic of South Africa. We regarded this as the official 
authorization of the operation. Myself and Major Du Plessis subsequently returned 
to the office of Lieutenant Colonel Van Rensburg and informed him that Colonel 
Snyman had approved the operation". 

Do you agree with the contents of that paragraph? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes. 

MR BIZOS: Do you agree that he only speaks of one visit to Colonel Snyman? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes. 

MR BIZOS: Do you agree that this only date that they mentioned there, is a few weeks before the 27th and 
that the agreement of Mr Snyman was obtained at that time to the operation? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I cannot argue what is contained in this paragraph, but my recollection is 
that they visited me approximately a week before the operation was executed, and then went to Colonel 
Snyman. 

MR BIZOS: But you see there that they say that three names were specified right at the beginning. 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Sir, it is possible that they had those three names in mind after they had 
spoken to me, or after I had spoken to Colonel Snyman and that he then went to Mr Du Plessis and that those 
were the two names, apart from Goniwe's, which immediately came to mind. 

MR BIZOS: Surely, you are not going to tell the Committee, General Van Rensburg, that a mandate would 
have been given by Colonel Snyman to kill unnamed persons? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I don't believe that Colonel Snyman had it in mind to eliminate unidentified 
or unnamed persons. He wanted to make dead sure that the persons who had been creating the problems, be 
eliminated. 

I am convinced that Colonel Snyman within himself, as a result of information which he possessed, had 
certain people in mind. 

MR BIZOS: But you see, have a look at page 59, in the application of Mr Du Plessis. Have you got it? 
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MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: yes. 

MR BIZOS: How does your evidence square up with the second paragraph on page 59? "On an unknown 
date before the 27th of June, 1985, General Van Rensburg informed me that he had discussed the possible 
elimination of Goniwe and other activists, with Captain Van Zyl. He did emphasise however, that Colonel 
Snyman would have to approve it. Myself and Captain van Zyl discussed the matter fully with Colonel 
Snyman for a number of days after this, and informed him that the only manner in which the Eastern Cape 
and surrounding areas could be stabilised, would be to go to the extreme and eliminate the above-mentioned 
activists. He said that we should continue and do what would be in the interest of the RSA. We regarded this 
as the official authorization for the operation. Myself and Captain Van Zyl, after our visit to Colonel Snyman, 
returned to the office of Lieutenant Colonel Van Rensburg, and informed him that the proposed operation for 
the elimination of the Cradock 4 had been approved by the Commanding Officer." How do you reconcile 
your evidence with the contents of this paragraph? 

MR JANSE VAN REN BURG: In what regard do you mean? 

MR BIZOS: Well, let us take the obvious for a man of your standing and experience. 

Although a specific date is not mentioned, the unknown date must be round about the 7th of June, according 
to your evidence, according to the evidence of Van Zyl, can we accept that? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes. 

MR BIZOS: And they went to Colonel Snyman "a few days thereafter11
, does that make sense to you? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: That could have been that way. 

MR BIZOS: Yes, but then he says that after their visit, they returned to you. He doesn't speak about a second 
visit to Snyman. 

So the visit to Snyman must have been a couple of days after the 7th of June, before the investigation had 
been done? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Sir, I know nothing of this. It is possible, but I don't know anything about it. 

MR BIZOS: Do you agree that this does not square up with your evidence that there was a second visit to Mr 
Snyman for him to authorise specific names? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I do not mention it in my application, because I didn't know that such a visit 
had taken place. 

MR BIZOS: And this is in accordance, and I don't want to read it out, that there was no second visit, on page 
37 to 38 of your own evidence. 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes, that is what I said. 

MR BIZOS: Why did you in answer to my questions as to whether Snyman had authorised unspecified 
persons, say no, they were authorised after the investigation and that you were informed of this about a week 
before the killing? Why did you make that up? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: No, I didn't fabricate anything. All I said is that I issued the instructions to 
Du Plessis and Van Zyl, as it had been communicated to me by Colonel Snyman. 

After that, they satisfied themselves by finding those who had to be eliminated. They returned to me with the 
information and I advised them to go to Colonel Snyman to determine the final decision regarding this 
elimination. 

MR BIZOS: You know why you tried to give that impression that there was a second, you made the 
statement that there was a second visit to Mr Snyman, General? 
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MR BOOYENS: Mr Chairman, he never said there was a second visit. He said he knows only about one, 
there might have been another visit. To say to the witness that he said there was a second meeting, visit, is 
not correct, that was never his evidence. 

It doesn't even appear in his application. 

MR BIZOS: Well, let us assume that you did not say it or you did not imply it, which I do not agree with on 
your previous evidence, but if you say that you don't know whether it happened or not. 

Was it not necessary for Mr Snyman to authorise the death of specific persons and not persons that may have 
fallen into a particular class, in accordance with the opinion of his juniors? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSB URG: Mr Snyman, as I have already said, asked that these people come and tell 
him specifically who was responsible for that current situation. That is what they did and on the basis of that, 
Colonel Snyman granted approval and that is as far as my knowledge goes. 

CHAIRPERSON: Mr Van Rens burg, according to Mr Du Plessis' statement, the matter was discussed with 
him and you discussed it with him. He also says in his application that when you discussed it with him, you 
indicated that Colonel Snyman would have to grant approval for the operation. 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I said so? 

CHAIRPERSON: He said that you indicated this. In his statement he continues to say that him and Van Zyl, 
although he doesn't have a date, went to Colonel Snyman at some stage, where they were granted the official 
approval. 

And it was then that they returned to you and informed you that the Commanding Officer had approved the 
elimination of the Cradock 4. 

Then there can only be one discussion with Snyman? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: That is what I know. 

CHAIRPERSON: Then when did that occur? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: According to my knowledge, that was approximately a week before the 
elimination was carried out. 

CHAIRPERSON: But did they not return to you with the names? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes, they did. 

CHAIRPERSON: Are you certain, because that is not the impression which was created by Mr Du Plessis' 
statements? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Well, I cannot speak for Mr Du Plessis, but that is how I have the facts. 

CHAIRPERSON: Very well. Mr Bizos, can we - or do you want to carry on? 

MRBIZOS: It is in order Mr Chairman. 

COMMISSION ADJOURNS 

ON RESUMPTION: 

NICOLAAS JAKOBUS JANSE VAN RENSBURG: (sworn states) 

CROSS-EXAMINATION BY MR BIZOS: (cont) 

Did you know anything about Mr Mhlawuli a day or two after the 7th of June? 
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MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I can't recall. 

MR BIZOS: During June 1985, did you communicate with Mr Eric Winter in Cradock at all, either on the 
telephone, or personally or any other manner? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: No, I can't recall anything like that. 

MR BIZOS: During June 1985, and before the killing of the four people in that motor car, did you speak to 
the Head or any other person in the Security Police in the Southwest Districts, and more particularly 
Oudtshoom? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSB URG: Not as far as I can recall. 

MR BIZOS: Did any file relating to Mr Mhlawuli appear on your desk containing information about him? 

MR JAN SE VAN RENSBURG: Not, that as far as I can recall. 

CHAIRPERSON: Mr Van Rens burg, what do you mean ... 

MR BIZOS: Did anybody show you a photograph ... 

CHAIRPERSON: What do you mean when you say not as far as you can recall? Is it possible that that could 
have happened? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: It is possible, but I can't remember it. 

CHAIRPERSON: But, if you had spoken to the people in Oudtshoom, regarding Mr Mhlawuli, then surely 
there would have been a formal file on him at that time? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: No, perhaps a formal file, but not what is referred to as a personal file. I 
can't recall speaking to them about Mr Mhlawuli. I can't recall it, it is possible, I just can't remember. 

MR BIZOS: Was any photographs shown to you or any scraps of paper on anybody's desk shown to you, 
relating to Mr Mhlawuli? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: No. 

MR BIZOS: You said some things about Mr Mhlawuli in your evidence in chief that I want to come to. I am 
going to suggest to you that it is easy to speak about people that were killed by you, who cannot speak for 
themselves to say things about them after they are dead. 

But let us see what the objective evidence is about Mr Mhlawuli's activities. In Exhibit K, the information 
available to the Police in relation to Mr Goniwe up to and including the 17th of June 1985 as contained in 
Exhibit K and Exhibit K2 shows that Mr Goniwe, if you have a look at page 4 of Exhibit K with 87, page 
number relating to the inquest proceedings, sets out where he was active in 1985, Cradock, Graaff-Reinet, 
Somerset East, Bedford, Adelaide, Middelburg Cape, Hanover, Hofmeyr, Pearson, Steynsburg, Cookhouse, 
Newport, Port Alfred and Fort Beaufort. There is nothing there about Oudtshoom. 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: No, I don't see Oudtshoom listed here. 

MR BTZOS: Yes, and have all those towns for the benefit of all of us who are not acquainted with local 
geography, did all those towns have something in common? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Those are towns in the Eastern Cape. 

MR BIZOS: Yes, and within your area of jurisdiction? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: No. They were not all in our jurisdiction. 

MR BIZOS: Was not the whole of Eastern Province in your jurisdiction? d 
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MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: No. 

MR BIZOS: Well, any way, it is the Eastern Province. Which portion of the Eastern Province was not under 
your jurisdiction? 

MR JANSE VAN REN BURG: I can only tell you that the towns listed here, well Cradock fell under our 
jurisdiction, Somerset-East was under our jurisdiction, Bedford, Adelaide, Cookhouse, Port Alfred and Fort 
Beaufort, as far as I can recall, those were under our jurisdiction. 

MR BIZOS: Was not Hanover and Hofmeyr? 

MR JANSE VAN RE SBURG: No. 

MR BIZOS: Well, let's leave them out for a moment. 

Does not the absence of anything relating to Oudtshoorn, not suggest to you that as at the 17th of June, there 
was nothing that Mr Goniwe was doing in Oudtshoorn? 

MR JANSE VAN REN BURG: No, I don't see anything. 

MR BOOYENS: Mr Chairman, I think in all fairness to the witness, one must read the very preceding 
paragraph, and it says that Mr Goniwe was appointed as UDF organiser for the following towns, and then the 
next paragraph where these towns follows. 

So, from there to jump to say that a man was never in Oudtshoorn, is not really justified under argument. 
One cannot read this paragraph only, you must read the previous paragraph as you will see. 

MR BIZOS: Well, it goes on Mr Chairman. "He had visited these towns and addressed meetings of black 
people", etc. It deals with his activities during that period. He apparently kept within his jurisdiction outside, 
unlike if they are telling the truth, the Security Police, that they had things to do with people from 
Oudtshoorn. 

But be that as it may. Do you agree that there is nothing in Exhibit K and Exhibit Kl and K2, there is nothing 
to indicate that he did anything which was noted by the Security Police in Oudtshoorn? 

MR JANSE YAN RENSBURG: Exhibit K2, page 111 there is a reference to paragraph dated the 5th of 
March 1985, in that reference it mentions Mr Goniwe had sent a telegram to the UDF in Oudtshoorn on 
behalf of Cradora, in respect of the commemoration of May day. 

That is all that I can see in this document, where there is a reference to Oudtshoorn. 

MR BIZOS: Yes, is the sending of a telegram of solidarity of May day, underground subversive activity? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes, it was a May day commemoration. Subject wrote a telegram to the 
UDF in Oudtshoorn on behalf of Cradora, in which Mr Goniwe makes the following statement to the 
commemoration of May day and then there is a verbatim quote. 

MR BIZOS: Yes, thank you for drawing that to our attention. Is there anything else, or any other activity that 
Mr Goniwe did in Oudtshoom? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Not in this document. 

MR BIZOS: And one would have expected that ifthere was any information, that there was any contact with 
Mr Goniwe and Mr Mhlawuli in relation to the recruitment of people to join the liberation movements 
outside the country, or whether there was any conspiratorial conduct between Mr Mhlawuli and Mr Goniwe, 
having regard to the minutiae that are reported in these documents for security purposes, one would have 
expected if there was any truth at all in your assertions about Mr Mhlawuli, to have found something in these 
documents? 
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MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Sir, I cannot comment on that. There are no such indications in these 
documents, and I can't dispute that. 

But I can't say that there wasn't any other information made available in any other way, or which came to our 
knowledge in any other way. 

MR BIZOS: Well, you can't refer us to any other information and we can't find any facts in the information 
that we have. 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes, I told you what had been told to me in respect of Mr Mhlawuli. 

MR BIZOS: The question that we are concerned with here sir, is whether you can be believed or not. 

If you were given that information, why was that information not furnished to the Commissioner of Police 
who had to decide, who had the responsibility in relation to the Security of the Country, that there was the 
dangerous conspiracy between the two of them? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I can't answer you on that. 

MR BIZOS: And the information came from the Security Police to the Commissioner, couldn't have come 
from anyone else? In fact a member of the Committee pointed it out to Mr Van Zyl, that this information was 
furnished by your Branch? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: The information regarding Mr Mhlawuli that was conveyed to me, that I 
told you. I don't know about any other information. 

I don't know what information Pretoria used to based its decisions on, I can't comment on that. 

MR BIZOS: Try and come to terms with my question sir. 

The information that you say you had, is not in Exhibit Kor Exhibit Kl or Exhibit K2, which was sent to the 
Commissioner of Police. Leave out what Pretoria may have sent him. The question is, if you had that 
information, why is it not contained in Exhibits K, Kl or K2? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I don't know. 

MR BIZOS: You said that you didn't have any comment. Will you please deal with the suggestion that I am 
going to make to you as to the submission we are going to make to this Committee, that this evidence that 
Mr Mhlawuli was involved in subversive activities with Mr Goniwe, was a fabrication in order to justify his 
death, because he happened to be in the car with Mr Goniwe at the same time? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I am not party to such a fabrication. I told you what was conveyed to me 
about Mr Mhlawuli. I told you - you and the Committee. 

MR BIZOS: But now, when Du Plessis and Van Zyl came to you and you put your stamp of approval on the 
elimination of the persons that they were to kill, did you apply your mind as to whether Mr Mhlawuli was 
one of the persons to be killed if found? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes, according to what Mr Du Plessis told me. 

MR BIZOS: And you were the person who initiated this operation to your subordinate officers? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes. 

MR BIZOS: You didn't bother ... 

MR BOOYENS: Not really Mr Chairman. I think if I understood the evidence correctly, the initiation 
certainly didn't come from him, he might have conveyed it. 

But I think one cannot really say that he initiated it because he said he acted on certain instructions. (sf 
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MR BIZOS: Well, you conveyed it to your men in the Branch? 

MR .IA SE VAN RENSBURG: That is correct. 

MR BIZOS: Did you feel any responsibility in helping that even with in the parameters in which the Security 
Police were acting as murderers, that care should be taken that persons even within their own definition, 
were not killed? 

MR .IANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes. 

MR BIZO : Did you not think that before acquiescing in the murder of Mr Mhlawuli, that a reasonable 
precaution would have been to phone Mr Winter in Cradock? 

MR JAN EVAN RENSB URG: No, that is not how I thought. 

MR BIZO : Did you not consider it a reasonable precaution to telephone the Police in Oudtshoom to ask, to 
verify any information that may have been put before you? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: No, I did not. 

MR BIZOS: Did you not consider it a reasonable precaution to ask for reports in order to, written reports, 
and whence they came, in order to ascertain their authenticity or the reliability of the information they 
contained? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: No, I didn't do that. I didn't doubt Mr Du Plessis or the information of his 
subordinates. 

The information was usually confirmed in some way or corroborated in some way, it was normal practice, 
and I accepted that it was correct. 

I accepted that this was correct and that these were the people causing all the trouble. 

MR BIZOS: You know, you consider trouble receiving the Ambassador of the United States by the looks of 
things, or speaking with Mrs Molly Blackbum, sending telegrams wishing people well on May day. That was 
trouble making? 

Was it within your understanding of the instructions and authority that you had, to act illegally, that you 
could just put to death people that you suspected of trouble making without making any, or taking any 
reasonable steps to verify the correctness or nature of the information that had been given to you? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: No. The information that was available, I didn't doubt. I had no doubt that 
the people who had collected the intelligence had done so in a proper way, that the information was correct 
and that they had corroborated it and that they were quite sure that these were the people who were 
responsible for the situation. 

MR BIZOS: Now, we have an affidavit from Mr Winter who says that the name Mhlawuli didn't mean 
anything to him until after his death. Will you accept that as a correct statement? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I don't know if the contents is correct. 

MR BIZOS: On the assumption that it is correct, if he is called, he is going to verify that information, it 
would appear that neither you, nor Van Zyl, nor Du Plessis, nor Taylor, nor Lotz bothered to speak to the one 
person that was nearest to the problem in Cradock and who would have been likely to know something about 
Mr Mhlawuli. 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I didn't speak to Mr Winter. 

MR BIZOS: No, it would appear that none of your men whom you trusted, took the trouble to verify any 
information about Mr Mhlawuli, with Mr Winter. Would you accept that? 
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MR JANSE VAN REN BURG: Yes, if you say so. If you say so, then it probably is the way it is. 

MR BIZOS: No, I say so on the basis of the affidavit made by Mr Winter, that Mr Mhlawuli's name meant 
nothing to him. 

MR JANSE VAN REN BURG: I can't speak on Mr Winter's behalf. 

MR BIZOS: No, but you can speak on your own account, that you took no reasonable step or no steps 
whatsoever to find out what sort of man you authorised the killing of, if in fact you did it. 

MR JAN EVAN RENSBURG: Mr Du Plessis and Mr Van Zyl had to ascertain who the correct people 
were. 

CHAIRPERSO : What would have been the position if they had lied to you? 

MR JA SE VAN RENSB RO: Mr Chairman, I wouldn't have necessarily even have known that they were 
lying to me, although some of the people that were eliminated, I think there was a lot of information in 
respect of some of these people, which had been confirmed through and through, which confirmed what they 
were busy doing. 

CHAIRPERSON: Isn't that the reason why they had to report to you regarding information which they had, 
so that you could verify it? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: No. I wasn't really in a position to verify, they were in a position to do that. 

CHAIRPERSON: What would you have done if Mr Winter had told you that he didn't know Mr Mhlawuli at 
all? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Then I would have said well, then we would have to look at this person 
again. 

CHAIRPERSON: Then he wouldn't have been killed, isn't that so? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I don't know. Maybe there was other information that Mr Winter had at his 
disposal. 

CHAIRPERSON: Yes, but you knew that there was no file on him, those are the facts at this stage. There is 
no file, I don't know what will appear later in the application, but at this stage it seems that there was 
absolutely no information regarding Mr Mhlawuli's activities. 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes, I don't know. I can only tell you what I know regarding Mr Mhlawuli. 

ADV BOSMAN: Major General, did you discuss any of these names individually when Du Plessis and Van 
Zyl came to you or did you just refer to them in general? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: No, when they came back to me, they discussed the names with me, 
individually. 

ADV BOSMAN: Was the name ofMhlawuli significant in the sense that you didn't know much about him? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: My recollection is that I had already become aware of him in respect of 
allegations that he was sometimes seen in the presence of Mr Goniwe, that he moved around with Mr 
Goniwe and that Mr Goniwe was actually showing him the ropes as far as the establishment of similar 
organisations in Oudtshoorn was concerned. 

ADV BOSMAN: So you actually asked questions regarding Mr Mhlawuli? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes. 
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DR TSOTSI: Did you know these people, these four people who were assassinated before the deed of 
assassination? Did you know them personally? 

MR JAN SE VAN RENSBURG: I didn't know them personally, I knew about them. 

DR TSOTSI: You knew about them? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes. 

DR TSOTSI: Did you know that they would be m Port Elizabeth at the time, at the date of their 
assassination? 

MR JA SE VAN RENSBURG: No, I didn't. 

DR T OTSI: You didn't know? 

MR JAN EVAN REN BURG:No. 

DR TSOTSI: Was it a coincidence that they were all travelling together at the time of the assassination? We 
have heard that Mr Mhlawuli for instance didn't live in Cradock, he lived somewhere else? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: No, I don't know. 

DR TSOTSI: You yourself don't know anything about the execution of the plan to assassinate these men? 
You personally do not know of the precise arrangements for the assassination of these men? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: No, not the exact elimination. 

DR TSOTSI: What did you know actually about the execution of the plan, what actually did you know apart 
from the fact that Mr Du Plessis and Mr Van Zyl reported the matter to Mr Snyman. 

Apart from that, what do you know personally about the execution of the plan to assassinate the four men? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Only that after Mr Van Zyl and Mr Du Plessis had been to Mr Snyman and 
they had come back to me, I knew about the method, the modus operandi of the elimination. 

There was some discussion regarding that, but I didn't take part to any further extent than that. 

DR TSOTSI: What was the modus operandi? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: What was discussed was that the elimination should be carried out in such a 
way that no finger should point in the direction of the Police. That was discussed and it was decided that the 
murders should be made to look as if it had been carried out by vigilantes or be made to look like a robbery. 

DR TSOTSI: Were there in fact any vigilantes operating in the area where these men were killed? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I don't know. I am not sure of the actual scene where they were killed. 

I wasn't then and I am not today, familiar with that area. 

DR TSOTSI: Wouldn't vigilantes be operating probably in the (indistinct) area of Port Elizabeth or Cradock 
or some other place, would they be operating right in the bush somewhere near Port Elizabeth? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I really didn't know where they operated and where these incidents took 
place. Geographically speaking, I didn't know. 

DR TSOTSI: Would it not have been easier for those men, for your people to carry out their assassination in 
Cradock, sort of near Port Elizabeth? There was urgency in this desire to have them eliminated and 
apparently you had to wait for a time when they would all be together in the same car before you could carry 
out the assassination? 
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But if there was that urgency, wouldn't it have been easier for you to have these men eliminated somewhere 
in Cradock or in the vicinity of Cradock? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: No, I was not party to that decision as to where exactly it would be done, 
and I don't know why that was decided. I don't know why that specific place was decided on. 

DR TSOTSI: Do you know who of the men who carried out the assassination, actually knew these Cradock 4 
men? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I am assuming that they all knew about them, I don't know. 

DR TSOTSI: But you can't assume that, I mean it was an important operation, wasn't it where the lives of 
men were at stake, and you authorised these men to go out and carry out the operation? 

And you didn't know whether or not they knew the persons who they were due to assassinate? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I can't speak for all of them, but I know that Mr Van Zyl and Mr Du Plessis 
knew who these persons were. 

DR TSOTSI: Are you satisfied in your own mind that the correct people were assassinated? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes, I am. 

DR TSOTSI: What makes you so sure that they were the correct men, if you didn't know them personally 
and the men that you sent out to assassinate them, apparently you didn't know whether they knew them or 
not. What makes you so sure that the correct people were assassinated? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: That was as a result of information, it was confirmed over and over again 
that three of these persons in any event, the three Cradock people, that they were responsible for the situation 
of violence which existed there in Cradock and the vicinity. 

DR TSOTSI: Was this confirmed to you? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes, by information. 

DR TSOTSI: Through information? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes. 

DR TSOTSI: Which you got from whom precisely? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I didn't deal with the informers, there were people who actually dealt with 
the informers who gave certain information. There was also some monitoring of conversations and of certain 
meetings which these people held, etc. 

DR TSOTSI: Isn't it a fact that you didn't consider it your business to know whether or not the correct people 
were assassinated? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: No, I think I have already told this Committee earlier, that that is not the 
case. 

DR TSOTSI: Thank you. 

MR BIZOS: Let us see how objective and reasonable your characterisation of Mr Goniwe as a person 
responsible for the violence in this area, was and what sort of open mind you had. 

Would you please have a look at Exhibit I. I want to read paragraph 2.1 "the matter was at a JMC meeting 
under the Chairmanship of Minister Adriaan Vlok, the Deputy Minister of Defence and Law and Order, the 
matter was discussed at this meeting, on the 6th of June 1985. And on instructions of the Chief Director, a 
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special committee was established under the Chairmanship of the Secretariat of the State Security Council to 
look into the matter of the reappointment and to make recommendations in this regard." 

Now, were you aware of the fact that such a committee was recommended on the 6th? 

MR BIZO : But how could you who were responsible for the receipt of documentation, for the study in in, 
for making it known to your colleagues could have been concerned with Mr Goniwe and yet, this very 
efficient Security Police that we were hearing about, could miss a directive from their Minister? 

He was your Deputy Minister? 

MR JA SE VAN RENSBURG: I don't know what directive you are referring to. I don't know this document. 

MR BIZOS: You know what directive I am referring to, a directive by your Minister to establish a committee 
in order to decide the fate of Mr Goniwe. 

How could the person responsible for the receiving of information at the Security Police Headquarters in 
Port Elizabeth, be ignorant of a recommendation by his Minister in relation to one of the burning issues in 
the province and the person who was thought by you, to be responsible for violence? How could you have 
missed it? 

MR BOOYENS: Mr Chairman, I think there is a misunderstanding here. That meeting where Vlok presided, 
if you look at the very top page, you will see it was at Police Headquarters, that is in Pretoria. 

MR BIZOS: I am not unmindful of that Mr Chairman, I am asking whether this Security Department was 
such that a recommendation of their Minister could not come to their notice on a burning issue with which 
they were concerned. That is the question and I submit that it should go through to the witness and that he 
should be asked to answer it. 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: That there was such a committee and that these decisions were made, that I 
don't dispute, but I can't remember - what I can remember is that the reappointment of Mr Goniwe was dealt 
with by the JMC and it was in fact opposed by them, they were not in favour of that. 

MR BIZOS: I can understand that. 

CHAIRPERSON: Was that before the decision or after the decision? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: What decision? 

CHAIRPERSON: The decision taken at this meeting where Vlok was the Chairman? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I would have to check that. If I can find a date. 

MR BIZOS: I can help you with a date. Your "nooit ooit" document was dated the 23rd of May and it is an 
Exhibit before the Court. 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes. 

MR BIZOS: The question, I am sorry Mr Chairman, may I? The question is - no I think it is your question. 

CHAIRPERSON: In relation to that meeting, the opposition, was that before or after the decision taken at 
that meeting regarding Mr Goniwe? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: According to this document I read it was discussed on the 6th of June 1985, 
that would mean that it was after the JMC discussion if I can put it that way. 

Because that was in May. 
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CHAIRPERSON: What did the Eastern Cape oppose? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: The appointment of Mr Goniwe. 

CHAIRPERSON: So the Eastern Cape knew about it that Mr Goniwe's reappointment was being considered? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I can't personally recall whether I knew about it or not. 

CHAIRPERSON: What would they then have been opposed to? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Please give me a moment. Yes, it is so they were opposed to his 
reappointment, so it was definitely discussed on certain levels. 

CHAIRPERSON: And the Eastern Cape was aware of that, that there was consideration given to his 
reappointment and that the matter was discussed? 

MR JANSE VAN RE SBURG: Yes, that must have been the case. 

MR BIZOS: Document dated 13 June 1985, of which a copy was in the possession of the Deputy Minister 
S.J. de Beer, reappointment is recommended. 

Please have a look at page 3 at the bottom in order to establish the date of this document, 18th of June. 
Please look at paragraph 2.5. "The local security community in Cradock was continually informed and 
supported the strategy of reappointment." 

How could it be possible that the security establishment in Cradock, which fell under your jurisdiction, 
which supported the policy of reinstatement, have failed to inform you about its support for it and the 
information that it received continually in this regard? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes, I see what is contained here. I cannot comment on it. I don't know 
anything about it. I can see it here in front of me. 

MR BIZOS: How often did you see Mr Winter from the beginning of June to the 27th of June 1985? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: No, I would not be able to respond to that. I can't give an answer. 

MR BIZOS: Were you in regular contact with him? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: No, not that I can recall. 

MR BIZOS: But if you were so concerned about the question of life and death of a number of people, and 
the epicentre was Cradock, how could you not have been in contact with the Head of the Security Police in 
Cradock almost on a daily basis? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I was not in regular contact with him. 

CHAIRPERSON: We are aware of that, but the question is why? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: It surely part of my task to be in daily contact with him. 

ADY BOSMAN: Mr Bizos, can I just pick up here. With whom as a matter of routine, would Major Winter 
have liaised? One would think that there would have been regular liaison between the Branch and the 
Headquarters. 

With whom according to your office practice, would Major Winter have been in regular liaison? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: With the Commanding Officer. 

ADY BOSMAN: Mr Snyman? 
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MR BIZOS: And ifhe was not available? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: He would have contacted me. 

MR BIZO : And we were told by Mr Van Zyl that they were in contact with Mr Winter? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes, that is so. That could have happened. 

MR BIZOS: You were the second in command and central to this decision to kill people from Cradock. They 
earned the name Cradock 4 - how could the matters of his reinstatement being recommended, and you 
remained in ignorance of it? 

MR JANSE VAN RE SBURG: I cannot remember that I ever had any knowledge of this. I accept that he 
would have discussed this with Mr Snyman, but I cannot confirm anything. 

MR BIZOS: If the facts contained in Exhibit H were communicated to you, would you have carried on with 
the plan of killing the people that you had decided to kill? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: If any instruction was given ... 

MR BIZOS: It is Exhibit I, it was Exhibit H and I scratched it out. The document headed "the Director 
General personally", is that the document that you have Exhibit I. 

If you had the information on Exhibit I, would you have decided to kill them or would you have allowed the 
decision to kill them, to be carried out, if this had been brought to your attention? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: If it had reached me, that the operation to eliminate Mr Goniwe, had to be 
stopped as a result of the facts here, then I would have ceased it. 

MR BIZOS: Would you agree that if any reasonable steps were taken to keep up with what was happening in 
relation to the fate of Mr Goniwe, you and your fellow officers would have found out? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: No, no instructions were issued that we should cease this operation. 

MR BIZOS: You see, if you have a look at page 2 that part and parcel of this reappointment in terms of 
paragraph 5.3, 

"Mr Goniwe's behaviour would be thoroughly monitored at all times by the 
members of the Security community." 

So your own Security police office was envisaged as having a special task to perform in this reinstatement. 

MR BOO YENS: Mr Chairman, is that really a fair question. We don't know which Department's memo this 
is. What we do know, it is apparently not Police because it is Directors and Chief Directors, and in those days 
the Police had Generals and Brigadiers and those kind of things. 

CHAIRPERSON: Who would the security community be? 

MR BOOYENS: The security community would in all probability be the Army and the Police Force. 

CHAIRPERSON: Including the Security Police? 

MR BOO YENS: Yes. The point is this security community which will monitor him at all times, this is some 
departmental memo between the Director of something and I presume it is Education. But it is between, it is 
an inter- departmental memo passed around between the members of that department. 

Surely it is stretching it a bit to expect that apart from the absolute absurdity of somebody being monitored r ~ 
for every minute of the day, I think it is stretching it a bit in expecting the Police to answer on that one. lf) I 
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CHAIRPERSON: Has been done before? 

MR BOO YEN : I don't know. 

MR BIZOS: Mr Chairman, I don't know what to do with that objection, other than to say that it has to be 
read together with Exhibit H. which is from the Secretariat of the State Security Council. 

I would have thought that the Security Police of Port Elizabeth would consider themselves as a body 
subordinate to that body, Mr Chairman. 

CHAIRPERSON: Mr Booyens, Exhibit I is after all referred to in Exhibit H. 

MR BOOYENS: Yes, exactly Mr Chairman, but at this stage we cannot forget that what appears on page 4 of 
Exhibit I. This was not a foregone conclusion, this is at the stage when this is doing the rounds, it is an inter­
departmental memo to a committee who still made a recommendation to a Minister that hasn't even been 
approved. 

So this is still paper work flowing around in those portals of power up in Pretoria. 

ADV POTGIETER: And it seems as if even before the Minister could actually decide, the issue was settled? 

The subject of the enquiry ... 

MR BOOYENS: I was just going to say I wouldn't like to put it like that, but I get your drift. I agree with Mr 
Potgieter. 

ADV POTGIETER: So it looks as if the Minister did not have time to apply his mind to this? 

MR BOO YENS: Yes, well, that is apparently what it says. My objection is to my learned friend is going a bit 
too far. If you are monitoring somebody, if they are monitoring somebody with the intention of assassinating 
him, you are not in all probability going to ask the Department of Education and find out what is written in 
their inter-departmental memos, really Mr Chairman. 

MR BIZOS: Well, let's deal if I may with the witness Mr Chairman. Let's deal with this argumentative 
objection General. 

Doesn't it amount to this that you had decided to sentence Mr Goniwe to death and was busy making 
preparations to carry it out, whilst an appeal process was going on in order that the warrant should be set 
aside? Isn't that what it amounts to if my learned friend wants to argue it, that steps were taken to reinstate 
him as a teacher and we know that corpses don't teach. 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Sir, all that I can say in response to that is that I was given certain 
instructions by Mr Snyman and evidently he had received instructions from elsewhere to launch such an 
operation. 

This is what we initiated and up until the elimination of these persons, no instruction was issued to cease this 
operation. 

MR BIZOS: But you see the other aspect of this objection, this argumentative objection is that whilst you, 
Snyman, Van Zyl, Du Plessis and two others were busy preparing to carry out the death sentence, your 
Commissioner, the Commissioner of Police, suggests that Goniwe be reappointed in an educational position 
in Cradock. 

That is on page 8 of Exhibit H Mr Chairman. And no conditions apart from the basic conditions of 
employment in Education, be applied. 

So on the assumption that there may be something in your counsel's objection in relation to departmental 
matters ... 
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MR BOOYENS: Mr Chairman, sorry, I must object again. Exhibit H, unless it is a mistaken reference, 
Exhibit H does not appear to be a letter by the Commissioner of Police. 

MR BIZOS: I am sorry it is from the Secretariat. 

MR BOOYENS: The Secretariat of the Security Council. 

MR BIZOS: From the Secretariat, I am sorry I said from the Commission, yes, I am sorry. But the Secretariat 
suggests that - and if we have a look at Exhibit K, paragraph 16 -

"Conditional reappointment of Goniwe in his position as teacher, the opinion is that 
this option definitely holds certain merits, provided that the conditions include the 
following: Goniwe would undertake in writing to resign from the UDF and 
Cradora" 

and so on and then again an alternative on page 7 and in paragraph 20 -

"A restriction in Cradock would appear under the circumstances to be the desirable 
step. If his behaviour complies with the requirements of the law, which would be 
determined by the Director of Security Legislation ... " 

MR BOO YENS: Mr Chairman, with respect to my learned friend once again, none of these paragraphs are 
recommendations, they are discussion. 

The one, the closest we get to anything, and that is not even put as strong as a recommendation, is paragraph 
21, that says it looks between conditional reappointment and the conditional reappointment has already been 
qualified in the previous paragraph or a restriction, group (b) restriction in terms of the Security Legislation, 
but nowhere, the Commissioner doesn't get so far as to make a recommendation really. 

CHAIRPERSON: In reality I think what Mr Bizos is asking about, is the awareness of those who were party 
to arranging the death of the deceased, rather than whether this was an order or a discussion or a decision. 
Unless, I've lost Mr Bizos. 

MR BIZOS: Whether or not these are recommendations or conditional recommendations, if it had come to 
your notice that the process was being conducted in order to reappoint him as a teacher by your superiors, 
would you have continued with the plans to kill him? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: If I understand you correctly, then you mean that if my superiors had 
informed me of these decisions which still had to be made, and that we had to cease the operation, I would 
have ceased the operation. 

CHAIRPERSON: Let us put it this way, if it had come to your attention that a possibility existed that Mr 
Goniwe would have been reappointed, what would your position have been regarding the execution of the 
plan? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: It is difficult to say because an instruction had been received from Colonel 
Snyman, I had received this instruction. 

If Colonel Snyman had at any stage returned to me and said that this operation had to be ceased because 
negotiations were underway regarding the reappointment of Mr Goniwe and so forth, and that we should 
cease the operation, I would have ceased it. 

ADV POTGIETER: Or would you have returned to Mr Snyman if that information came to your attention? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes, I would probably have. 

MR BIZOS: Do you say that the statement, Exhibit 1.2.5, the "local security community in Cradock has been 
continually informed, and supports the strategy for reappointment", is that correct or incorrect statement? 

Gr 
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MR JANSE VAN RE BURG: Sir, I do not know whether or not it is correct. I cannot recall any knowledge 
of this. 

MR BIZOS: If you had kept proper communication with Cradock, or had asked them like you ask the 
Governor before a sentence is executed, the Governor or the President at the last minute, if you had asked 
Cradock who were likely to know what was happening, these lives would have been saved? 

MR JAN SE VAN RE BURG: I cannot speculate on that. 

CHAIRPERSON: Why can you not speculate on that, if Mr Winter had told you Mr Van Rens burg, I, Winter 
have received information regarding the reappointment of Goniwe in his position, what would you have then 
done? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I would have consulted Mr Snyman with regard to this. 

ADV BO MAN: Might I ask it in this manner. Would you have expected from Winter, if he had received 
information regarding Goniwe's reappointment, would you have expected of him to hand over this 
information to Port Elizabeth, because Goniwe was the thorn in the side of the security community. 

Surely you would have wanted him to tell you that they were thinking of reappointing Goniwe. 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Well, I would have expected that he would have discussed this with Colonel 
Snyman. 

MR BIZOS: Now, the Exhibit of the 23rd of June, Exhibit C, which expresses this very strong view of the 
GBS, that "never ever" must Goniwe be reappointed, shows that there was discussion at the GBS, was there 
not? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes, it indicates that. 

MR BIZOS: And for it to be so strongly expressed, somebody at the GBS must have expressed the view that 
serious consideration is being given to reappointing Mr Goniwe? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: It may be so. 

MR BIZOS: Well, otherwise it wouldn't have been a subject matter at the GBS? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I can only speculate that that could have been a possibility. 

MR BIZOS: Yes, we11 there is a difference between speculation and inference. Isn't the inference very clear 
that somebody was pushing for Mr Goniwe's reappointment? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: That impression was created. 

MR BIZOS: Right, now you received the minutes of the GBS, didn't you? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes. 

MR BIZOS: And you would have been the one responsible, even if you were not at the meeting, to read 
them, take notice of their contents? · 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Sir the minutes of the JMC were kept by Mr Snyman in his office, as far as I 
can reca11, in the steel cabinets. 

MR BIZOS: But you had access to them, and you had to keep yourself informed of their contents, because 
you were a sort of alternative delegate to the JMC? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes, ifit was necessary, that would have been the case. 

MR BIZOS: Did you bother to find out who were the people who were moving for his reinstatement? 
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MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: As far as I can deduce, it had to have been the Department of Education and 
Training. 

MR BIZOS: Yes. And were you aware that the Department of Education and Training considered it so 
important a matter, that it sent its Director-General to Cradock in order to try and investigate the feasibility of 
the proposal? 

Was that reported to you? 

MR JAN EVAN RENSB URG: I cannot remember that. 

MR BIZOS: You know, would it not be strange if such an important step in relation to the future of Cradock, 
the safety of the country, the fate of Mr Goniwe, was going on at such a high level that the Director-General 
of the Department of Education take the trouble to go to Cradock, and the all powerful and so well informed 
Security Police in Port Elizabeth, under whose jurisdiction was, remained ignorant of the fact? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I do not argue that Mr Strydom was there and that a meeting was held, but I 
cannot call this up from memory. 

MR BIZ OS: Well, if I were to put to you that one can infer despite your lack of memory, that you must have 
known about it, would you quarrel with that? 

MR JAN EVAN REN BURG: It is possible that I knew of this, but I cannot recall. 

MR BIZOS: And did you know right up to the time of the fateful day of the 27th of June, as far as Mr 
Goniwe and his colleagues were concerned, that this process of trying to have him reinstated, was still going 
on? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: All that I can clearly recall is that Mr Snyman at more than one occasion 
told me that there was a lack of decision regarding those who wanted to reappoint this man and those who 
were opposed to his reappointment, and that is basically all that I have knowledge I have of this matter. 

CHAIRPERSON: But you knew that the Eastern Cape opposed this? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes, that is so. 

MR BIZOS: Well, if I may qualify your answer in answer to the Chairman's question, the Security Police in 
the Eastern Cape, we are not suggesting that the people of the Eastern Cape were against it? 

MR JAN SE VAN RENSBURG: Let us say rather the JMC, not the people of the Eastern Cape. 

MR BIZOS: Yes. But now from your answer, can we infer that you were not - you had no knowledge that the 
people pushing for his reinstatement, had given up? You thought that that was still going on at a high level? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes, I would not be able to deny this. As far as I know it was an on going 
matter which as far as I was concerned, the parties concerned could not reach a decision. 

MR BIZOS: Who were the parties who could not reach a decision? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I am assuming that it was the authorities in Pretoria. 

MR BIZOS: And the authorities in Pretoria consisted of the Minister of Police, the Minister of Law and 
Order and the Minister of Education, and there was a debate going on at the very high level as to whether he 
should be reinstated or not? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: That is the impression that I received, I did not know exactly what they 
were occupied with or who would take the decision. 

But there was just - no decision ever reached us. 
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MR BIZOS: But what we do know, is that it reached what the proposal, that there was serious proposal 
reached the office of the Commissioner of Police? 

MR JANSE VAN RE 'BURG: Sir, if you are referring to a document which I have seen, then yes. 

MR BIZOS: Yes, it was shown to you a short while ago. 

MR JAN EVAN REN BURG: Yes. 

MR BIZOS: It received, now and he made certain proposals if not recommendations. I am only interested 
that it establishes the fact that he knew about these proposals made that he should be reinstated? 

MR JAN E VAN REN. BURG: The Commissioner? 

MR BIZO : The Commissioner yes. 

How did it happen that the Commissioner had knowledge of this and that the Chief of the Security Police in 
the Eastern Cape did not know about this? 

MR JAN EVAN RENSB URG: I have absolutely no knowledge of that. 

MR BIZOS: But how could the Commissioner of Police deal with the matter in the manner in which he did, 
in Exhibit K without an input from the Security Police from Port Elizabeth? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Sir, I do not know whether or not he received input from the Security Police 
Branch in Port Elizabeth, I cannot say whether or not it was like that. 

MR BIZOS: Now, you see again what we are busy with is whether you can be believed when you say that 
you did not know. Can you explain how it might have got to the Commissioner of Police who was so derelict 
in his duty, that in not asking the Security Police in Port Elizabeth where the "brandpunt" was, men what do 
you think of this situation" 

MR JANSE YAN RENSBURG: I am sorry but I cannot answer your question. 

MR BIZOS: Yes, well the answer must of necessity be that it was so improbable that all these decisions and 
recommendations and expectations of the Security Police in Port Elizabeth, would have taken place without 
you being made aware of what was going on. Any comment from you? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: No sir, I have already told you that I have no knowledge regarding the 
meeting in Pretoria. I do not know whether or not input was delivered from Port Elizabeth, I do not know. 

ADY POTGIETER: Mr Van Rensburg, if an input was sent from Port Elizabeth, then that correspondence 
would have travelled through your office? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Not necessarily. 

ADV POTGIETER: Unless I heard you incorrectly, when you explained what your tasks were, is it not true 
that all correspondence which reached your division, actually was delivered to you and that you distributed it 
to the other persons in the division. 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Well, that was the normal procedure, but there were many instances where 
there were pieces which came from Head Office which was delivered personally or addressed personally to 
Colonel Snyman as the Commanding Officer. 

There were times when I wasn't in my office, where people took post to Colonel Snyman if he was available. 
There were other instances where the person who opened the post, had to use his discretion to decide 
whether or not a piece had to go directly to Colonel Snyman. 

I have already explained what my position was, but there were many other instances where the post did not Q 
necessarily reached my hands. ~\ 

htlps://www.justice.gov.za/trc/amntrans/pe/cradock3.htm 49/79 

Le 

523



7/22/2020 DATE: 25-02-1998 

MR BIZOS: I thought that you were primarily responsible for opening the post as you told us, and 
classifying it and handing it over. How could it possibly have happened on this issue, that you didn't open 
any post relating to this matter for the whole month of June or practically the whole of the month of June? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: No sir, I did not say that. What I am saying is that I didn't open the post 
myself. There was another member who dealt with that, he opened it and stamped a date onto it, and he could 
use his discretion and send certain things directly the Commanding Officer. 

Other items he would place on my desk and I would make decisions regarding those items. There were also 
other items which were addressed only to Mr Snyman, which he opened privately. 

That is how the system worked. 

CHAIRPERSON: Mr Van Rensburg, if you could tell me, you were second in command, is that correct? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes. 

CHAIRPERSON: Under Colonel Snyman? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: That is correct. 

CHAIRPERSON: What would have happened if there was an issue or an item to be dealt with and he was 
not available? Would it not then have been deferred to you? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes, that is correct. 

CHAIRPERSON: I assume, correct me if I am wrong, that everything that occurred in the office had to be 
communicated to you by him, so that you could be updated regarding what the situation was if he was not 
available. 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: It was not the most perfect manner, but it simply wasn't possible. He 
accepted that if something arrived, that I would have to refer to the file and determine what had happened 
beforehand, especially regarding JMC matters. 

CHAIRPERSON: You see what concerns me Mr Van Rensburg, is that on this whole issue of Goniwe, it 
seems that the Port Elizabeth Branch of the Security Police, were completely left out on all the other 
possibilities other than killing him. Do you agree with me? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: No, I would not agree with that. 

CHAIRPERSON: Because nobody can tell us about their knowledge of the possibility of his reappointment 
as a teacher or a principal? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I would not say that. I stated that no final decisions or instructions were 
issued. Mr Snyman told me that decisions had to be made about a number of factors, and that options were 
being considered, but no feedback had been received, no decision had been made. 

CHAIRPERSON: Regardless of whether or not there had been a decision, did you not deem it necessary to 
find out what the position was before the decision was taken to kill these people? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Sir, Colonel Snyman stated expressly that this operation had to not be 
continued with, before it had been cleared up with him finally. 

I accepted that ifthere was anything that would deter the planning, he would have informed us thereof. 

MR BIZOS: You have already told us that if you knew that the steps were going on, you would have stopped 
the planning and the killing would not have taken place. 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I have stated that if Mr Snyman had informed me otherwise, I would have ,✓ p 
ceased the operation. \.:S \ 
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MR BIZOS: If you knew that the weight of opinion was against your "nooit ooit" opinion expressed on the 
23rd of May, how would you have felt about these people sitting in Pretoria, not giving sufficient weight to 
your opinion? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I was not in a position to veto the decisions of the higher authority or 
express my opinion, or to do something about it. 

MR BIZOS: Yes, you couldn't do it by passing a resolution, but you could do it with bullets, surreptitiously 
and put the blame on others and you would have achieved the same result? Isn't that what happened? 

MR JAN EVAN RE SBURG: Sir, I told you that a order was issued and that it was executed. 

MR BIZOS: What did you think what do you think in your frame of mind in 1985, would have happened if 
Goniwe was appointed to teach at Cradock as suggested by the Geldenhuys Committee? 

MR JAN EVAN RENSBURG: What would have happened in Cradock? 

MR BIZOS: Yes, about the security of the people of the Eastern Province that you were supposed to protect? 
What did you think would happen? 

Well, let me give you two options, would the security situation have improved or would the matter have 
become worse? 

MR JANSE YAN RENSBURG: You are asking me to speculate. In as far as the security activities were 
concerned, I don't think he would have stopped it. If I had to speculate on that. 

CHAIRPERSON: But is that not the reason why these people were killed in an attempt to improve the 
situation? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: That is so. 

CHAIRPERSON: So how could you provide your previous answer, it doesn't make sense? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Well, I also don't understand what Mr Bizos is trying to ask me. 

MR BIZOS: If I may, what I am asking you to say is if you had been informed of the Geldenhuys 
Commission recommendation which was unanimous and you thought that the Ministers would approve of it, 
how would you have felt - you don't have to speculate - how would you have felt the security of the area you 
were to protect, would be affected? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: As far as the education field is concerned, he was appointed as a teacher, 
and I would have expected that it would then function normally again. 

But as far as his other activities were concerned, I can only speculate on that, but I believed he would not 
have ceased those activities. 

MR BIZOS: So, you thought that death was an answer, reinstatement was not an answer to the problems of 
the Eastern Cape? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I didn't see it in those terms, or in that context, I didn't make my decision in 
that context. What I was concerned with was what he was busy doing on the security level, not so much the 
educational area. 

ADV BOSMAN: May I just come in here again. Put a little more simply Mr Van Rensburg - if there had 
been a meeting and you were asked to vote to say whether Goniwe should be reappointed or should we 
eliminate Goniwe, with all the information at that time, what option would you have voted for in 1985? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I would have voted for elimination. 

CHAIRPERSON: Mr Bizos, can we take the adjournment on that note? 
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MR BIZ OS: Thank you. 

COMMIS ION ADJOURN 

ON RESUMPTION 

DATE: 25-02-1998 

NICOLAAS .IAKOBUS JANSE VAN RE SB URG: (s.u.o) 

CROSS-EXAMINATION BY MR BIZOS: (conts) 

Major General, would you please tum to page 25 of your own application, page 25 the last paragraph on that 
page. "Major Du Plessis, who was the Unit Commanding Officer concerned with black affairs, by means of 
the intensified JMC action, gathered intelligence surrounding the identified and prioritised leaders which 
indicated that the political activists of Cradora, namely M. Goniwe, F. Calata, S. Mkonto as well as a further 
activist whose name was S. Mhlawuli posed a very serious threat to the constitutional dispensation since they 
were engaged in inflammatory activities which brought about total chaos in the Eastern Cape including the 
rural areas and the Southwestern districts, which would also lead to an unnecessary loss of life and damaging 
of property." 

Do you confirm that? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes. 

MR BIZOS: And particularly the first part that this information came from the sharpened JMC action in 
relation to information? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes. 

MR BIZOS: And this is repeated in a sense by the applicant Du Plessis, would you please tum to page 59 of 
the application volume? 

"He says by means of the intensified JMC conduct regarding the identified and prioritised leaders, I gathered 
information which indicated that the political activists of Cradora, namely Goniwe, Calata, Mkonto as well 
as a further activist by the name of Mhlawuli, posed a very serious threat for the constitutional dispensation, 
etc, etc". 

Do you agree that that 1s how you understood that the information came from the sharpened JMC 
information? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes, that is correct. 

MR BIZOS: And if you have a look at the bottom of page 59 "the operation and possible elimination of the 
Cradock 4 had already been discussed at previous occasions in the so-called security community, but the 
particulars and dates of these discussions are not known at this stage. 

I was part of the overall planning of the operation, as a result of the fact that I in cooperation with Lieutenant 
Colonel Van Rensburg, had coordinated information in respect of the political activists and I was familiar 
with the total threat in the Eastern Cape at that stage." 

Now I want to ask you as a result of this information that was furnished to the Committee under oath, 
whether that clearly indicates that the persons that you referred to as "Cradock 4", the question was discussed 
at JMC meetings, and the information available to the JMC was made available to you when you decided to 
recommend the elimination of these persons? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I don't know about any information which the JMC gave to us and that we 
reacted on information coming from the JMC. 

MR BIZOS: Well, but your own statement at the bottom of page 25 "by means of the intensified JMC actions r £) 
to gather intelligence relating to these identified leaders", doesn't that mean anything that it came from the \1, 
JMC? 
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MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I think what I tried to convey here was that as a result of the JMC, their 
concern regarding the situation, there was a request that there be an intensified or stepped up action as far as 
the gathering of information was concerned, to see if more information couldn't be obtained. 

MR BIZO : No, don't write an editorial on your statement, just read what you ~aid. And read if you want to, 
if you have any difficulty and you want clarity, what Du Plessis said, that this was as a result of information 
received from the JMC. That is what it says. 

MR BOOYEN : With respect, it is not what it says. He refers to "sharpened JMC actions." If my learned 
friend would look back at page 24, you would see what the sharpened JMC actions are. 

MR BIZOS: I submit that the question should go to the witness. This is an explanation that the witness can 
give as to what he meant, I am putting what I suggest he meant and I want from the witness what he says, he 
meant Mr Chairman. 

The witness can give any explanation that my learned friend thinks that he may give. 

CHAIRPERSON: Yes, Mr Van Rensburg? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: As I said, as a result of the concern which existed in JMC circles regarding 
this threat, there was the request that actions and activities be stepped up as far as intelligence gathering was 
concerned so that certain things could be ascertained, such as those listed from 1 to 4. 

And from this information, a total picture could be formed of who was responsible for the unrest and 
political violence in the Eastern Cape. Political activists were identified as well as prioritised after this. 

The objective at this stage was in respect of these identified and prioritised activists, to restrict them using 
legal means and to restrict them to the best of the Security Branch's abilities. 

It however, became clear for the reasons mentioned, that the anarchy, violence only escalated and it was 
common cause that the situation required urgent and drastic actions. 

MR BIZOS: Please tum to page 59. "I by means of the stepped up JMC activities obtained information 
regarding the identified and prioritised leaders. By means of this intensified JMC conduct or action", what 
does that mean? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: This is not my statement, but I am interpreting that to mean that as a result 
of the request from the JMC, Mr Du Plessis and his men, obtained further information regarding these 
leaders, they identified and prioritised them and that they came to certain conclusions. 

MR BIZOS: Was the question of Goniwe and his cohorts discussed at JMC meetings months before they 
were killed? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes, as far as I remember yes. 

MR BIZOS: Were they discussed as a result of reports - did you learn about that discussion as a result of 
reports given to you by Mr Snyman? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes, and perhaps I also attended one or two of these meetings myself. 

MR BIZOS: Were the four persons discussed at the meetings that you were at or which were reported on to 
you by Mr Snyman? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I can't remember which persons - I can remember that Goniwe, Calata and 
Mkonto, that these gentlemen were discussed. I can't recall Mr Mhlawuli's name from that period. 

I can't remember whether he was discussed or not. 

MR BIZOS: But you see, I am going to suggest to you that these applications were prepared without having (~ 
strict regard to the truth, because you talk about the Cradock 4 in a loose sort of a way. \:3-. 
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You say you had not heard of Mr Mhlawuli. But what about Mr Mkonto, was he discussed at the JMC? 

MR JA SE VAN RENSBURG: Yes. It is difficult to remember whether he was specifically discussed, it is 
very possible. Whether he was mentioned by name, I can't recall, I am not sure. I can't state something if I 
am not sure about it. It may have been the case that Goniwe and his cohorts were referred to, referring to 
these people. 

MR BIZOS: And to be branded as a cowart, was enough to be killed without actually identifying the people. 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: No, I don't think that is what I said. 

MR BIZOS: But now, Mr Mhlawuli was apparently in terms of your affidavits - once you found out that he 
was not a Cradock person, a newcomer, but would Mr Mkonto be one of the permanent people in Cradock 
and would he have been discussed at the JMC meetings? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes, I would expect that to have been the case. 

MR BIZOS: Because he was one of the top Lieutenants of Mr Goniwe? 

MR JA EVAN REN BURG: Yes. 

MR BIZOS: And one would have expected that his name and Calata's name, as the top Lieutenants', would 
have been well known to everyone concerned with the security of the State at JMC meetings? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes, I would expect so. 

MR BIZOS: Now, according to an affidavit by Christopher Pierre van der Westhuizen, the Chairman of the 
Eastern Province JMC, the person who signed that signal, I ask for leave to hand that in as an Exhibit Mr 
Chairman, it will be Exhibit R. 

Before referring you to this document, can you please tell us how often did the JMC meet? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I think, and I am not very sure, I would say about once a week. 

MR BIZOS: I am sorry, I was distracted, did you say once a week? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I think so, but I am not sure. 

MR BIZOS: Yes. And the Joint Operation Centres, how often did they meet? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: As far as I remember or understand the JOC, JOC was put into operation 
when there was rioting or unrest and the JOC actually functioned along the lines of an operational room, ops 
room, which was constantly manned by certain people. 

MR BIZOS: And the mini-JMC's, how often did they meet? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I am not sure. I think that would depend on circumstances in the various 
mini-JMC areas. 

MR BIZOS: When according to you Mr Mhlawuli came into the area and he was identified as a result of the 
sharpened gathering of information, if he was the dangerous person that deserved to be sentenced to death, 
surely his name would have come forward in one or other of the JMC meetings or sub-committees? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I don't know, I suppose that would have been the case. 

MR BIZOS: Yes, if in fact his name does not appear anywhere in any of those meetings, the likelihood of 
you telling the truth as to what you believed him to be, becomes even more remote? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: No, I wouldn't say that. All information regarding these matters wasn't ,, () 
always conveyed to the Security Branch by the JMC. l:S.\ 
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MR BIZOS: But there was a heavy responsibility was there not, on Brigadier van der Westhuizen, for the 
safety of the area and any newcomer into the area and any spreading of the unrest, would have been a matter 
of serious concern to him? 

MR JAN SE VAN RENSBURG: Yes, I suppose so. I don't think that was always the case with names, I think 
information about activities broadly speaking, or by any intensified onslaughts, yes. 

But we didn't always give information in respect of all persons involved. 

MR BIZOS: Yes, but you know, this EP JMC was a body containing so many persons, surely if a dangerous 
person found himself in your area, you would mention his name for the purposes of one or other of the 
people there supplying information and coordinating the information and getting even more information? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: It didn't always worked that way as far as I can remember. 

MR BIZOS: Well, if you tum to the last page of Exhibit R, you will see the last four lines of his statement -

"In summary I deny categorically that I had anything whatsoever to do with the 
death of Goniwe, Fort - He didn't even know his name properly, but Sparrow 
Mkonto and Cicelo Mhlawuli. The last-mentioned two persons were unknown to 
me." 

Would you accept the correctness of that statement, that is that it was unknown, not the first part that he had 
anything to do with it? That the two persons were unknown to him, would you accept that as a correct 
statement? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I can't vouch for the correctness or othetwise of this statement. 

MR BIZOS: But you have no reason to doubt it? Have you any reason to doubt it? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: No, I don't know whether the statement is actually telling the truth or not. 

MR BIZOS: Well, on the assumption that he is telling the truth, and your counsel may consider calling him if 
he challenges it, on the assumption that he is te1Iing the truth, it would appear that Sparrow Mkonto was not 
of such a high profile to be known by the Chairman of the JMC, the body that was responsible for the safety 
of this area? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I don't know whether he knew or didn't, or whether he simply forgot. I 
really can't comment on this statement of Brigadier Van der Westhuizen, and on the knowledge or othetwise 
that he had. 

MR BIZOS: He was not even on the signal that was sent, his name was not even on the signal that he was 
sent? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I did not know anything about that signal. 

MR BIZOS: Has it occurred to you that your subjective opinion about the danger that Mr Mkonto held for 
the security of the State was exaggerated and that only you and your small group of Security Policemen were 
concerned, if the Chairman of the JMC did not know anything about him? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: We would never have killed people simply for the sake of killing. We were 
in a situation of war and we had to try to the best of our ability, to prevent this war or revolution escalating to 
a violent overthrow of the government by the communists and their allies. 

And to be able to do that in certain areas, that is why this decision was taken. That is why the decision was 
taken to actually execute this plan. 

MR BIZOS: That was your subjective opinion, what I am asking you in relation to Mr Mkonto is that he was GO 
not even known to the Chairman of the EP JMC, how dangerous could he have been? \ 
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MR JA RENSBURG: I can't speculate on that as to whether he was known to the JMC or not or 
whether his name had been mentioned or not. 

But for us in the then Security Branch, he was a prominent figure. 

MR BIZOS: Was this the period during which Security Policemen thought that they knew better than anyone 
else and they would decide for themselves what was good for the country irrespective of the views of others? 

MR JAN E VAN RENSBURG: No. 

MR BIZOS: In relation to your knowledge of whether or not this question was pending, the question as to 
whether Mr Goniwe was to be reinstated or not, I would like to hand in the minutes, Mr Chairman, we made 
reference to it before, but haven't handed it in. 

The meeting of the 23rd of May 1985. It will be Exhibit S, and will you note that on the first page, Colonel 
H. Snyman, representing the South African Police - does "V" stand for "Veiligheid"? Just have a look at it. 

MR BOOYENS: Let's just have the document first please. 

MR BIZO : Mr Snyman's name, do you see it there? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes, I see his name. 

MR BIZOS: Please have a look at page 13, "there would still be demanded that Matthew Goniwe and Fort 
Calata be reappointed." 

MR BOOYENS: Sorry, I think our pages are different, which paragraph Mr Chairman? 

MR BIZOS: It is paragraph 16, it is a thick 19 on the Exhibit. Does that accord with your information? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes, I see that. 

MR BIZOS: Please turn over the page - 20, paragraph 26. 

"EP JMC recommendation, a signal. I am sorry I can't make the word out on my 
copy - will be sent to the SCR to be sent through as well to the relevant Ministers. 
Matthew Goniwe and Fort Calata should never ever again be reappointed". 

Now, did you ever, was this reported to you that this was resolved by the EP JMC? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes, I think so. 

MR BIZOS: Did you ever receive a response from either the Minister or the SSVR or anyone in higher 
authority to say that this matter had been decided one way or the other? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: No, not that I can remember today. 

MR BIZ OS: So for anybody that kept the record in mind, the matter of the reappointment or not, was still 
pending? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: As far as I can remember, yes. 

MR BIZOS: Yes. And then in relation to what the purpose of the SSVR was, I want to put in as an Exhibit, 
the affidavit of Adamus Paulos Stemmet as Exhibit T. This too, Mr Chairman, comes from the inquest file. 

I am going to read this into the record and ask you to comment on it. 

"During 1985, I was the Head of the Strategic Communication Branch of the 
Secretariat of the Security Branch. As a result of this position, I was asked to 
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explain the various minutes and other documents of the National Security 
Management System, a list of the minutes and documents is included. 

During 1985, there was a situation of unrest in the country, especially in the Eastern 
Cape, which resulted in the announcement of a state of emergency. 

The gravity of the situation can be seen in the documents which will be discussed in 
this. The school unrest was especially alarming. Of all the areas, it was probably the 
worst in the Eastern Cape. Minutes taken from the EP JMC indicates the regional 
management of the system. 

The major body on regional level was the JMC, Joint Management Centre. Under 
the JMC, there were various sub-committees such as the JOC which coordinated 
security actions and dealt with urgent matters or matters which could not wait for 
JMC meetings. 

In the case of the meetings of the EP JMC, the school situation was a matter of great 
concern, and as a result there were frequent discussions held regarding this" . 

Paragraph 6 of Exhibit T, 

"The JMC was a coordinating body among various departments. Departments had 
to liaise directly with their Head Offices in cases where more than one department 
was involved or where there were differences between departments which could not 
be clarified on JMC level, the SCR would also be informed and the assistance of the 
SCR could also be enlisted in order to help solve problems, or provide advice. 

In such cases the SSC fulfilled a role of facilitation between departments. The 
decision to send a signal to the SSC, as contained in paragraph 26 of the EP JMC 
meeting of the 23rd of May 1989, was thus an example of the usual practice and 
communication channels." 

Mr Chairman, that is the document we would suggest which is referred to as Exhibit C. It refers to a 
document, the never ever, we would suggest that that is what it refers to. 

"At the meeting of the action committee on 6th of June 1985, Mr Strydom from 
Education and Training, submitted a report regarding his interview with Matthew 
Goniwe and the situation in Cradock, and as a result thereof, the matter was referred 
to a committee under the leadership of the SSC. The JMC was developing at that 
stage from a pure planning committee to one which eventually would coordinate 
security action on the lowest level. There was close cooperation between the JMC 
and the SSC because the same persons would frequently participate in both. 

The latter body had a chiefly planning role. The Goniwe matter was discussed in a 
working group under the SSC. Such a working group normally did not take minutes, 
but dealt with inputs and concept documents. This working group's recommendation 
were sent to the Chairperson of the JMC for channelling probably to the interested 
or relevant departments. 

It is confirmed by the fact that both Education and Training and South African 
Police officials completed documents or assignments regarding the document for 
the attention of their Ministers. Copies of the documents are also contained in these 
pieces referred to Education and Training documents of the 9th of the 1st, 915, 
which was set out during June 1985, and the South African Police documents, 
S.4/43680, dated 25 June 1985 entitled the recommended action taken against 
Matthew Goniwe, both documents sketched possible options from departmental 
viewpoints. 

@P 
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The above indicates channels which were followed to achieve the documents which 
were set out for the Ministers. Before final decisions were taken, Goniwe had 
passed away." 

This was nothing new, this was a formal procedure that was to be adopted whenever there were departmental 
differences? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes. 

MR BIZOS: You knew from towards the end of May that there were departmental differences which were 
sent to this SSVR, in order to facilitate the differences of opinion in the two departments? 

MRJANSE VAN REN BURG: Yes. 

MR BIZO : And once you knew that and you knew that this conflict had not been resolved, why did you not 
postpone or abort the plan that you had hatched in order to kill Goniwe and his friends? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Mr Chairman, these recommendations and the decisions which had to be 
taken, had to do with Educational matters and not necessarily with national security. 

We carried out an instruction in terms of a decision which was taken on the basis of national security. 

CHAIRPERSON: Mr Van Rensburg, that cannot be correct. Exhibit S is the minutes of a meeting at which 
mostly Security Officials were present and it was decided during that meeting to take action regarding Mr 
Goniwe. 

Or at least no decision was taken, but he was discussed? Is this not so, and I also see on page 20 number 
26(b ), a decision was taken regarding 248 former students. So it is not actually correct that the Goniwe 
matter was or could be referred to as strictly an Educational matter? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: No, I am not saying that it was restricted to the Department of Education 
and that it was their duty to attend to it, but the appointments or reappointment or non-appointment had to do 
with his capacity as a teacher and not as an individual who posed a serious threat to the dispensation. 

MR BIZOS: You know, General, the logic of that answer is not worthy of a standard 2 child. 

Are you suggesting that the Secretariat of the Security Council should appoint a committee consisting of 
Generals, Brigadiers and top Educationists as to what should happen to Goniwe, and that you could solve 
their problem by killing him without any reference to them? That is what you said? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: No. 

MR BIZOS: Well, what did you mean by this answer that you gave? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Sir, I stated that that body and those people who were taking decisions, did 
so surrounding Mr Goniwe as a teacher. That is the only inference that I can make. 

They were not taking decisions regarding him as a threat to the State. 

MR BIZOS: But your own Commissioner of Police made recommendations in relation to the circumstances 
under which he should be reappointed and what steps should be taken in order to avoid any security dangers, 
General? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I cannot make a statement regarding what the Commissioner decided, that is 
how I understood the situation. 

MR BIZOS: But you say that this Committee had nothing to do or rather, your decision to kill Goniwe was 
something quite apart about the top, the Secretariat of the Security Council deciding that the security of the 
State may be better served by reappointing him as a school teacher, and thereby stopping the school boycotts r D 
and thereby creating a climate of peace in the area. \..:J\ 
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You say that the one had nothing to do with the other. That you could act from the security point of view and 
whilst they were debating whether he was a good teacher or not? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: No, that is not what I am saying. 

MR BIZOS: But that is what it means. 

MR JANSE VAN RE SBURG: Just allow me to answer. I am saying that is what was decided there. If I 
look at the documents, I understand that the decision was about his appointment, or reappointment in order to 
rectify the situation regarding education. 

Whether he would have been appointed or not, to me was a matter which had not achieved finality and the 
serious point which must be addressed here, the point whether he would be appointed or reappointed, would 
not have put an end to his political activities. 

CHAIRPERSON: Are you saying that his reappointment as a teacher, had nothing to do with his political 
activities? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes, basically that is so. 

MR BIZOS: Look at Exhibit G. Major General of the Air Force, who was in the Security Council Secretariat, 
says paragraph 4 -

"Surrounding Mr Goniwe, there was a potential clash of interests" between the 
department of Education and Training on the one hand, and the security community 
on the other hand. 

Mr Goniwe was dismissed from his teaching post and the Department of Education 
and Training, wanted to reappoint him to his position in order to defuse the situation 
of unrest. 

The security community's viewpoint was that the same objective could be achieved 
by detaining Mr Goniwe for an indefinite time." 

We will assume that the later General of the Air Force didn't know of the option being prepared by you to kill 
him, but how can you say that they were separate issues? 

We are waiting for an answer General. 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: As far as I am concerned, and as far as I understood it, they were two 
different issues which did connect with one another. 

But the matter that was of importance to us was that the actions that these people were taking to topple the 
government of the day. 

MR BIZOS: Oh, now let me just see. If you consider their conduct and what they were trying to do, 
irrelevant, does it follow that you would have allowed the plan to be carried into effect and have them killed, 
even though you had detailed information as to what they were busy doing at the offices of the Secretariat of 
the Security Council? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Sir, could you repeat the question. I do not have clarity regarding the 
question. 

MR BIZOS: If what you tell us is true, that the two were separate issues, you would have continued with the 
plan to kill Goniwe and his friends, even if you knew in detail what they were discussing in Pretoria? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes. 

MR BIZOS: So that you took it upon yourself in Port Elizabeth to decide for yourselves what was good for r_ {) 
the country and it didn't matter what the Secretariat of the Security Council said? l:1' 
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MR JAN J VAN RENSBURG: Sir, with regard to the instruction that I received, I agreed with it and I 
participated in the planning and execution thereof, and I would have taken this action regardless what had 
been decided, unless I had received an instruction to cease the operation. 

CHAIRPERSON: So even though you didn't agree with it, you would have executed it, because it was an 
instruction? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Correct. And also in my opinion, it offered a possible solution to the 
situation which had been created. 

CHAIRPERSON: Yes, that I understand, but even if you hadn't agreed with it, would you have carried it out 
because it was an instruction? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSB URG: Yes. 

MR BIZO : If you knew that the matter was pending before the Secretariat of the Security Council, would 
you not have considered that process as countermanding any order that may have come from some person 
that Mr Snyman hadn't told you about? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I can only say that I would have expected him to have informed me ifthere 
was any change in the plans. 

MR BIZOS: You didn't get the - you are not coming to terms with the question. You thought that Mr Snyman 
had got an order from somewhere? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes. 

MR BIZOS: Didn't you consider as a then Colonel and now General, that this process if you knew about it, 
this process would have been a countermanding of any order that may have been given to Mr Snyman to be 
transmitted to you? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I am still not clear on what you are asking ofme. 

CHAIRPERSON: Let me put it this way, if you had to choose between an order from the Secretariat and an 
order from Colonel Snyman, which one would you follow? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Between the Secretariat and who? 

CHAIRPERSON: Snyman. Is that right? 

MR BIZOS: That is bringing it down to its basic elements, thank you Mr Chairman. 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Sir, I would have followed the order from Mr Snyman. 

MRBIZOS: Why? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Because I accepted that he had received this order from some upper level 
and that it was an order which had to do with security activities, and that it had to be carried out. 

MR BIZOS: But did you consider murder as something so light that you would take the suggestion of your 
immediate superior officer on the basis that he may have got authority from someone else, even though you 
had information that some higher organ of State, was doing something inconsistent with that order that you 
thought had been given? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes, during that war situation that we found ourselves in, we were placed in 
a position by politicians from all sides, where we had to win the struggle at all sides, so therefore my answer 
is yes. 

MR BIZOS: I can understand that in the field conditions of the war that you may have to immediately obey /'J p 
an order, but you had been on Mr Goniwe's tail as far back as 1984, had you not? \.]\ 
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MR .IA SE VAN RENSBURG: Yes. 

MR BIZ OS: If you knew that this process was going on, why would you have followed Snyman's order and 
not delay for clarification once you knew that a process going up to higher authority, had been started on the 
23rd of May and you did not know whether or not it had been completed? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Sir, in my opinion the decision as to whether it would be an appointment or 
no appointment, would not have solved the problem. 

CHAIRPERSON: Mr Bizos, would it be a convenient time to take a ten minute break? 

MR BIZOS: Yes. 

COMMISSION ADJOURNS 

ON RESUMPTION 

NI OLAAS .IAKOBUS JAN E VAN RENSBURG: (s.o.u.) 

CROSS-EXAMINATION BY MR BIZOS: (conts) 

You told us that the name Mkonto was well known to you? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes. 

MR BIZOS: As one of the close Lieutenants of Mr Goniwe? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Correct. 

MR BIZOS: And that this was known to you way from the start when you started paying attention to Mr 
Goniwe from the beginning of 1984? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes, I think so. I think so, I can't remember specifically as from what date, 
but I will accept that. 

MR BIZOS: Yes. And you considered him one of the close Lieutenants? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: That is correct. 

MR BIZOS: And Mr Mhlawuli, when did his name come to your notice for the first time? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I can't say for certain when I became of him. 

MR BIZOS: Would that also have been in 1984? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: It is possible, but I can't say that with certainty. 

MR BIZOS: When you made this momentous decision to sentence him to death, you were satisfied that he 
was a high profile activist who had been a Lieutenant of Mr Goniwe for some time? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes, that was the information conveyed to me. 

MR BIZOS: And a high powered UDF affiliated activists really started from August 1983 when the UDF 
was formed? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes, I will accept that. I am not exactly sure of the dates. 

MR BIZOS: You assumed when you made the decision that Mr Mkonto and Mr Mhlawuli should die, you 
assumed that they had been Lieutenants of long standing? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes. 
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MR BIZOS: And dangerous Lieutenants at that? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes. 

MR BIZOS: And that information would of necessity have come in various ways, but more particularly as a 
result of the monitoring that was done in Cradock? 

MR JANSE VAN REN BURG: Yes, will accept that, Cradock and elsewhere. 

MR BIZOS: Yes, elsewhere as well, but there was not better place, because there it was a small area, it had 
its mini-JMC, it had the technical means of surveillance and people to transcribe what was said on the 
telephone, it was properly equipped investigation centre in stead of the rather - because it was Cradock 
because the thorn in your flesh, Mr high powered Goniwe, agitator and activist in your words, came from 
there? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes, that is correct. 

MR BIZOS: But now you see I am going to suggest to you that both in relation to Mr Mkonto and Mr 
Mhlawuli, an exaggerated case of their importance has been made in the case of Mr Mkonto - completely 
exaggerated case, and a false case in the case of Mr Mhlawuli, and I will tell you why. 

Mr Chairman, I want to hand in what purports to be a comprehensive report of the National Security 
Management System of the Cradock mini-JMC, which deals for the period 1983 to February 1985. 

Let me at the outset put to you the importance of this document for what it does not contain. Firstly that I am 
assured by Mr Clive Plasket of the Legal Resources Centre up to the beginning of this year, and the 
University of Rhodes as from the beginning of this year, who studied this document, and he assures me that 
the names of Mr Mkonto and Mr Mhlawuli don't appear at all in this document drawn by Commandant 
Marais of the Cradock JMC. 

You can satisfy yourself whether this is so or not, you can accept my assurance if you want to, because I 
want to ask you a couple of questions on the assumption that that proposition is correct. 

MR BOOYENS: Mr Chairman, it is a pity my learned friend didn't give this to us before the adjournment, 
because this is some 20 pages I guess, 15. 

MR BIZ OS: Again, Mr Chairman, I didn't pull it out of my sleeve, it is part of the official record which has 
been filed with the Commission. 

CHAIRPERSON: Mr Bizos, the nature of the questions that you intend dealing with out of this document, 
are you going to refer to specific paragraphs? 

MR BIZOS: I am sorry, I can't hear Mr Chairman. 

CHAIRPERSON: The questions you intend to ask in regard to this document, are you going to refer the 
witness to certain paragraphs or pages when asking? 

MR BIZOS: No, because of the negative nature of the putting, it is not possible to do that. 

CHAIRPERSON: We 11, then you would have to give him a chance to ... 

MR BIZOS: But I will deal with certain aspects of the overall contents once he has glanced over it. 

CHAIRPERSON: Well, let us bear with him then, he is acquainting himself with that. 

MR BIZOS: Yes, thank you for the indulgence Mr Chairman. 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I would just like to know Mr Chairman, if I have to read this entire r 2 
document now? \j \ 
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CHAIRPERSON: If you don't want to accept Mr Bizos' word, then it is better for you to actually read it. 

MR BOOYENS: I think the problem is Mr Chairman, that it is not - I doubt whether my learned friend 
would tell us that the name is here, but my learned friend said he would also like to deal with the contents in 
general, and I think that is where the problem is. 

It is no problem, I for one, will accept my learned friend for it without qualification, that the name of Mkonto 
doesn't appear here, or the name of Mhlawuli, but the moment my learned friend starts talking about the 
general contents, and it may be so that it is part of the 4 000 or 5 000 pages of inquest record, that is neither 
here not there, because quite frankly nobody even if he did make a study of it, can be expected to remember 
4 000 or 5 000 pages. Maybe not nobody, but I am certainly not one of those lucky persons who would be 
able to do that. 

I think it is a funny situation to sit here, while the witness is reading through it. 

CHAIRPERSON: Well, I was going to suggest subject to your objection ... 

MR BOOYENS: Or my agreement Mr Chairman perhaps. 

CHAIRPERSON: That Mr Bizos be allowed to ask the question. If the need arises for us to adjourn because 
of the specific nature of the question, then we will do so. 

MR BOO YENS: Yes, yes Mr Chairman, I think that is fair. 

CHAIRPERSON: Proceed Mr Bizos. 

MR BIZOS: Yes. You see, if Mr Mkonto and Mr Mhlawuli were the high profile activists that you say that 
they were, their names would have been in this, what appears to be a comprehensive statement of, 
compilation of the activities of the people there? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: No Security Branch as far as I am aware at the time, conveyed all 
information to a mini-JMC. That would undoubtedly never have happened. 

There was some information which would never have been discussed at a mini-JMC as a result of the 
composition of the mini-JMC. I see that the person who compiled the document, a Commandant Marais, well 
I remember him vaguely and I think, I could go as far as saying, he was a farmer. 

CHAIRPERSON: What concerns me Mr Van Rensburg, is that if the three other deceased were the ring 
leaders along with Mr Goniwe in the Cradock area, don't you think one would ordinarily expect their names 
to be mentioned in minutes of a meeting regarding the unrest situation in Cradock? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: If they had been involved in that particular situation, yes then I would say 
so. 

MR BIZOS: You see, you may be correct that he was a farmer, but he was no ordinary farmer because he 
was a Commandant. 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes, he was a Commandant. 

MR BIZOS: And a Commandant under whose Chairmanship Mr Fouche, the top Security Policeman was 
sitting in Cradock during 1983, 1984 and Mr Winter in 1985? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes. 

MR BIZOS: And he had the full cooperation presumably of the full Security Police staff in order to assist 
him in the task of collecting the information? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes, as I said I am not doubting the contents of this document. All I said rJJ 
was that all the information wouldn't necessarily be contained herein. l§"\ 
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MR BIZO : I am merely dealing with one of your answers that he was a farmer in a - as a reason to suggest 
that this cannot be a comprehensive document, and if he was a farmer and he was the Chairman, he had a 
Lieutenant, Captain and a Major as his Chief Executive Officers, General? 

MR JANSE VAN REN BURG: Yes, I hear what you say. 

MR BIZOS: Yes. And you see, let me just mention to you what your counsel can check afterwards, that the 
names that occur are Fort Calata. In order to test your knowledge about the people that you sentenced to 
death and who were executed. 

What was the occupation of Mr Calata? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I think he was a teacher. 

MR BIZOS: And what was his background? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: No, I couldn't tell you that off the cuff. 

MR BIZOS: Was he a religious person or was he not a religious person? 

MR .JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I am guessing but I think his father was a minister? But I am guessing. 

MR BIZOS: Yes, it was actually his grandfather who was a historical figure. 

MR JAN EVAN RENSBURG: Okay, fine. 

MR BIZOS: Well, any way, you had picked up something about that, yes. And what was his position in 
Cradora? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I am once again guessing, but I think he was the Chairperson at some stage. 

MR BIZOS: Well, you got that wrong. 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Okay. 

MR BIZOS: There was Mr Mbolelo Goniwe, did you know whether he was the brother or cousin of Matthew 
Goniwe? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Once again I am guessing, I think he was a cousin, but he could have been a 
brother. 

MR BIZOS: And Mr Madolla Jacobs, he was also a prominent person there. What was his occupation? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I think he was a pupil, a scholar. 

MR BIZOS: That is what you think? The other names mentioned there as visitors are Oscar Mpeta, when the 
UDF was founded, Molly Blackburn, who was she? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I know she was a lady here in Port Elizabeth, and I think she was involved 
in the Black Sash. 

MR BIZOS: And Di Bishop? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I can't recall. I don't know exactly. 

MR BIZOS: And a person by the name of Vuysani who is mentioned there, did you know anything about 
him? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: On what page is that? ct 
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MR BIZOS: It doesn't matter, it is Vuysani? 

MR JANSE VAN RE BURG: No sir, I can't remember him. 

MR BIZOS: And Dave O'Grady? 

MR JAN EVAN RE BURG: I don't remember him either. 

MR BIZOS: And Mr Mkalipi? 

MR JANSE VAN REN BURG: I don't remember him. 

MR BIZOS: Yes, and ... 

MR BOO YENS: Mr Chairman, I don't know whether this exercise is taking us anywhere. 

MR BIZOS: Can we leave that to argument Mr Chairman? 

MR BOO YENS: I want to object to this line of questioning really. 

CHAIRPERSON: Why? 

MR BOOYENS: For the simple reason we are moving way out of the scope of this application in any case 
now. We are hearing names that nobody has mentioned here. It is Cradock activists, what we are really 
testing is how good is his memory, and if he fails, is he a liar? 

CHAIRPERSON: You know Mr Booyens, I think the crux of Mr Bizos' argument as I can follow it, is that 
four people were killed as a result of an opinion that they were the cause of wide spread unrest. 

MR BOOYENS: Quite true. 

CHAIRPERSON: And in being able to structure this unrest they belonged to certain organisations etc, and I 
think what the exercise is designed to do is to find out whether that decision made in so far as the present 
witness is concerned, was based on sufficient knowledge of the situation, and whether the proper people, if 
indeed it can be condoned, people had to be killed, if indeed the proper people were killed. 

MR BOOYENS: Very well, Mr Chairman. 

MR BIZOS: And Gladwill Makahula? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I have heard the name before. 

MR BIZOS: Do you know anything about him? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: As I said I have heard the name, but I can't place him exactly. 

MR BIZOS: How many members were there on Cradora's committee? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I don't know. 

MR BIZOS: Do you know who the office bearers of this organisation were other than Mr Goniwe and Mr 
Calata? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I can't remember that today. 

MR BIZOS: Well, did you ever know it? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes, I am sure I would have known that at some stage. Maybe I wouldn't 
have known all the names. 
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MR BIZOS: Yes. You see what I want to put to you in general terms is, that this document drawn obviously 
by the Security Police, despite the occupation of the Chairman, shows no evidence of the activities that you 
say induced you to order their death, but that there was activity either not against any law or other activity 
indulged in by other UDP affiliates, which may have been contraventions of certain laws, but which was 
done by way of protest for the purposes of showing dissatisfaction with the undemocratic nature of the State 
at that time. 

MR BOOYENS: Mr Chairman, before my client answers this question, now we are getting to a situation 
where he cannot answer it unless he has read the document, because just for example, at page 6 and I have 
just scanned through this, I see there is talk about what the purpose was of the street committees. 

Then there is a long list in Annexure A, I have just seen something at page 9 for example, opposite 30, SAP 
vehicles pelted with stones, and other incidents involving the Police. 

With all due respect, I think we are now getting to a situation where it will be unfair to expect the witness to 
answer a question as wide as that. 

CHAIRPERSON: Unless he has read the document? 

MR BO OYENS: Unless he has, yes. 

MR BIZOS: Well, may I just generalise it and come back to it after the witness and his counsel have read it 
and we can come back to it if the - what I am going to put to you that there is nothing in here that carries the 
death sentence? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I don't know. I haven't yet read the document. As Mr Bizos puts it, it could 
perhaps indicate that, but the decision to kill these people was not made based on this document. 

MR BIZOS: Again I must put to you that you and your Security Police Department in Port Elizabeth, 
decided that because if you detained people and tortured them, and died like Biko had, or complained to 
tortured them, and they didn't keep to the statements that you extracted from them, decided from 1980 
onwards, to eliminate people who were involved in politics that were not in support of the government that 
you were prepared to support by committing torture, murder and other very serious offences in order to 
prevent democracy taking root in this country. 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I deny that. 

MR BIZOS: And you know, there is, I am going to submit to the Committee a hypocrisy in your applications 
for amnesty. 

You speak of you are doing it because of the sufferings of the black people who were the victims of people's 
courts and other wrongs done against them. Have I put the position correctly, that you owed a duty to the 
black people of the country to protect them? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: All people. 

MR BIZOS: All people? But now this was touched upon by a member of the panel yesterday and I want to 
develop it with you. 

You planned and committed these murders, correct? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: yes. 

MR BIZOS: You gave out and pretended that AZAPO was responsible for it? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes, people could have regarded it like that. 

MR BIZOS: You said AZAPO did it? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes. 
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MR BIZOS: Yes, and it was usually either that the ANC did it or that another black group, and in this case it 
wasAZAPO? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes, that is correct. 

MR BIZOS: You described AZAPO as a minority movement here in Port Elizabeth? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Correct. 

MR BIZOS: lfthe people, the black people in Port Elizabeth, were as stupid as you might have thought them 
to be, as a result of your killing Goniwe and others, and giving out a false story that AZAPO had done it, you 
might have succeeded in having unbridled violence by supporters of the UDF against AZAPO? 

How would that have brought peace to the country? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Sir, once again that is speculation. I can't say it would have happened like 
this or like that. We acted in the way that we thought best at the time. 

Ifwe made a mistake, then we made a mistake. 

MR BIZOS: No, it is not as simple as that General. Did you foresee the possibility that if your murder and 
false propaganda achieved its proper result, there would have been unbridled violence, or there could have 
been unbridled violence by the supporters of the UDF against the supporters of AZAPO and as you said, 
violence begets violence? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: That was not a consideration amongst us. 

MR BIZOS: Why not? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: As I have said, it was made to look like a robbery or like a vigilante attack. 
It wasn't a consideration to actually put these two groups against each other, and if we made some mistake in 
the process, well then that is the way it is, and I will concede that. 

MR BIZOS: You actually don't want to admit that you made any mistakes? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: That is not what I said. Nobody can say that he never makes any mistakes. 

MR BIZOS: Well, what mistakes did you make in relation to this matter? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Well, if you cast your mind back, I would say that we should never have 
acted in this way. 

I am talking about the situation today, not 1985, if I reflect upon it today, then in retrospect or with hindsight, 
I probably would have acted differently. 

I once again want to say that, and I have said it before, that on both sides namely the Police and the ANC, 
Umkonto We Sizwe people, we were actually caught between two political factions, or parties, and we killed 
each other, we tackled each other and that is the result we see today. 

If the politicians on both sides could have negotiated it in time and addressed the situation and saved the 
situation, it would have been so much the better, it wouldn't have been necessary to actually land up in such a 
pressurised situation. 

MR BIZOS: In relation to the manner in which the four victims were killed and were burnt, was it your 
instruction that they should be killed and burnt and their bodies disposed in a manner in which the identity of 
the deceased should not become known? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: No, that was not my instruction. 

MR BIZOS: Why was the car burnt? 
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MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: To this day I still don't know why. I can only accept that it was to conceal 
the ownership of the vehicle or to render it untraceable for as long as possible. 

CHAIRPERSON: Mr Van Rensburg, a report was given regarding the incident, a day after it took place, or 
shortly after the incident? 

MR JANSE VAN RE SBURG: Yes, there must have been some kind ofreport. 

CHAIRPERSON: And at that stage you knew that the vehicle had been burnt? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Well, I cannot recall whether Mr Snyman or Mr Van Zyl mentioned that to 
me. 

CHAIRPERSON: Well, let me put it this way, at some or other time after the incident, months or years, did 
you determine yourself who burnt the vehicle? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes, I knew it was Mr Van Zyl. 

CHAIRPERSON: Did you ask them? 

MR JAN EVAN RENSBURG: No, I didn't. 

MR BIZOS: Yes, well and the bodies were not left in one place, but at four different places and in one 
instance, some 15 kilometres away from the other? And another yet at another place, and the other two at 
another place, but fairly near? Why was that so much trouble taken to spread the bodies? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I don't know. 

MR BIZOS: And the bodies were burnt? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes. 

MR BIZOS: Why were the bodies burnt? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I cannot tell you why. 

MR BIZOS: Well, haven't you thought about it, why did your underlings take so much trouble to remove the 
number plates off the car, put false number plates on, separate the bodies and not leave them in a group of 
four, bum them and in some instances, put clothing on top of the face obviously saturated with petrol in 
order, presumably to bum the face beyond recognition? Did you ask any of your underlings why all those 
things were done? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: No, I did not ask them. I suspected that that was done in order to make it 
appear like a vigilante attack, but I did not elaborate or investigate any further. 

MR BIZOS: Not only to make it look like a vigilante attack, but in order to conceal the fact that Goniwe and 
his colleagues had been killed? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes, one could assume that, but if that was the objective, then I doubt 
whether it was successful, but I could accept that that was the objective. 

MR BIZOS: Yes, welJ, those who investigated the case, who were not attached to the Security Police, and 
tried in the beginning to do an honest investigation before General Krappies Engelbrecht came into the 
picture to try and sweep the place clean, the correct number plate of Mr Goniwe's car that had been taken off, 
had obviously accidentalJy been dropped within a very near the burnt car, did you know that? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes, I am not certain, but I accept that that is so. 

MR BIZOS: And had it not been for that - from the point of view of the investigation - fortunate 0/. 
circumstance, nobody would have suspected that to be Goniwe's car, nor particularly as there was no four 
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bodies in its immediate vicinity? 

MR JAN EVAN RENSBURG: Yes, it could have looked like that. I would just like to add that if the engine 
number and chassis number had been available, it would not have been difficult to determine whose vehicle 
it was. 

MR BIZOS: That would have depended of course on the will of a proper investigation being done to that 
extent and maybe that is why Mr Krappies Engelbrecht took over. 

But be that as it may. The disappearance of Mr Goniwe and his companions, if the plan had worked, would 
have been hidden without inquests being held, without the Security Police or anyone else having to give any 
account, because if their bodies were not identified, you would have given out another story. 

We did not arrest them, they must have escaped and joined the ANC in exile. Isn't that what you said in 
relation to the Pebco 3? 

MR JAN EVAN RENSB URG: I never made any statement regarding the Pebco 3. 

MR BIZOS: I know that you didn't, but isn't that what happened when the Security Police of Port Elizabeth 
killed the Pebco 3? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes, I no longer am certain as to what the Police's version was at the time. I 
cannot remember it. 

CHAIRPERSON: Well, wasn't that the version in respect of Condile? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: If it was that way, it must have been. I have no reason to tell you that it 
wasn't that way, but I cannot recall it. 

CHAIRPERSON: Mr Van Rensburg, about two to three weeks ago you testified to that in Cape Town? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Regarding what sir. 

CHAIRPERSON: Mr Condile's murder. 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes? 

CHAIRPERSON: Near the border of Mozambique? 

MRJANSE VAN RENSBURG: That is correct. 

CHAIRPERSON: And the story there was officially that they probably escaped and joined an organisation 
outside, it was intended to look like that, and then he was killed there, is that not so? 

MR JANSE YAN RENSBURG: You are completely correct Chairperson. 

CHAIRPERSON: Isn't that what counsel is suggesting to you that that was the modus operandi? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: That is possible yes, but I can't remember. I agree, I can't remember whether 
that was the official version made or provided by the Police. If it was that way, then it was that way, I won't 
argue it. 

MR BIZOS: General Van Rensburg, Mr Van Zyl in answering one of Mr Hugo's questions yesterday said 
that he and Mr De Kock were trading in misinformation. 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes, I heard that. 

MR BIZOS: Wasn't that the modus operandi of the Security Police here in Port Elizabeth? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes, it was. 
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MR BIZOS: And now, could you please tell the Committee in view of this experience in pedalling 
misinformation, what yardstick they might use in order to determine when you are telling the truth and when 
you are not? 

MR BOO YENS: That is not a proper question Mr Chairman. 

CHAIRPERSON: I didn't hear. 

MR BOOYENS: That is not a proper question to ask really. That is a matter - that is argumentative what my 
learned friend is putting now. 

MR BIZOS: I will not insist on an answer Mr Chairman because I won't know whether it is true or not. 

General, when did you learn that the operation was a success? 

MR JANSE VA RENSBURG: That morning, or at least the following morning. 

MR BIZO : At what time? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Eight o'clock, half past eight perhaps, in that vicinity. Perhaps nine o'clock, 
I am not dead sure. 

MR BIZOS: And did General Krappies Engelbrecht come down here? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I don't know. Not after the incident, not after the murders, I do not know 
whether he was here. 

MR BIZOS: During the course of investigation? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: No sir. Not to my knowledge. 

MR BIZOS: The three members of the Security Police, were they under your command? The three members 
of the Security Police that took part in the killing, were they part of your - under your command? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes, I was second in command of the Branch, so automatically they fell 
beneath my command. 

MR BIZOS: Who were they? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: You are speaking of Mr Van Zyl ... 

MR BIZOS: No, no, no, the black members? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Oh, no, they were not, structurally yes, but they were not directly under my 
command. 

MR BIZOS: Were you told that they participated in this killings? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: No. 

MR BIZOS: When did you for the first time learn that they participated in the killings? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I think that it was - no, I am not completely certain, I think it was during the 
early l 990's, but I am not sure. 

MR BIZOS: Why would that be kept a secret from you? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: That I cannot explain. 

ct 
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MR BIZOS: When the plan was being discussed, were you asked for an opinion as to whether or not persons 
other than Van Zyl, Du Plessis, Taylor and Lotz should take part? 

MR .IANSE VAN REN BURG: No. I did not know who the other members would be who would participate 
in the operation. 

MR BIZOS: And are you saying that that was kept, that black police officers took part in this operation was 
kept a secret from you, right up to the years 1990? 

MR JAN, EVAN RENSBURG: Yes. 

MR BIZOS: Did you ask Du Plessis or Van Zyl or Taylor or Lotz why did you keep this a secret from me? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: No, I did not. 

MRBIZOS: Why not? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Because it was something that had happened, and it was in the past, one 
didn't wish to discuss it. I didn't wish to know anything further regarding the matter. 

MR BIZOS: Were you ever told that one of the persons that participated was an ascari? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes. 

MR BIZOS: Would you agree that a person who had changed loyalties once, may present dangers that he 
may change loyalties again? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes. 

MR BIZOS: Would you have authorised the use of the black members of the Security Police if you had been 
asked before the murders had been committed? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Sir, if these members who would execute the operation, in this case Mr Van 
Zyl, who was in charge of the ground execution of the operation, I would have left the choice to him as to 
who would be participating in the operation along with him. 

MR BIZOS: Were you involved in any way with the killing of the Pebco 3? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: No. 

MR BIZOS: Did you know about it? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: No. 

MR BIZOS: Do you know who the order came from? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: No. I know now subsequent to the trial I received certain information. 

MR BIZOS: Were the Pebco 3 discussed at JMC meetings? 

MR BOOYENS: Mr Chairman, with respect, we are going a bit wide now. That is the subject matter of 
completely another application I think. It is a collateral issue, the witness has answered that he doesn't know 
about it. In the circumstances I think this is really going too wide, it is not relevant. 

CHAIRPERSON: Mr Bizos, perhaps that being a part-heard matter, may give rise to a bit of discomfort in 
legal terms. 

MR BIZOS: I will respect that. I didn't know that it was part-heard Mr Chairman, I am not involved in that. 

CHAIRPERSON: No fair enough. oP 
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MR BIZO : And let me say that I don't intend to embarrass anybody in relation to any other application, I 
was merely going to investigate whether it had gone through the JMC system or not. 

CHAIRPERSON: No, I understand that. 

MR BIZOS: But I will not. You said, I will use the words in Afrikaans "an order was issued, and we carried 
it out", did you say that? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes. 

MR BIZOS: What order were you referring to there? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: The order from Colonel Snyman. 

MR BIZOS: And you said "no order was issued for us to cease the operation"? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes. 

MR BIZOS: What order might you have expected in order to cease the operation? 

MR JANSE VAN RE SBURG: I said that in connection with the fact that I received no order from Colonel 
Snyman to cease the operation at any stage, after he issued the initial order. 

MR BIZOS: The words reported to you were they that you must do what is in the best interest of South 
Africa? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Today I cannot say under oath that those were the words that Du Plessis and 
Van Zyl communicated to me. 

And to the best of my memory they said that Mr Snyman had approved the elimination. 

MR BIZOS: That may have been a question of interpretation, he didn't say to you what we have heard from 
others, that he said you do what is in the best interest of South Africa? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Once again I cannot recall those words which you have quoted, but I cannot 
give you the precise words. 

MR BIZOS: Do you agree with Mr Van Zyl, that Mr Snyman is the sort of person who would not have given 
that order unless he had an order from above? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes, it is very difficult to summarise a person correctly all the time. But 
personally I would have doubted whether Colonel Snyman would have taken such a decision on his own. 

MR BIZOS: Mr Chairman, there are certain other documents that we have to have copied in order to put to 
the witness. It may be a convenient stage. 

In order to - it is ready Mr Chairman, it is the record of Mr Snyman's evidence, and we might facilitate the 
smoother running of the proceedings, if we hand those portions in at this stage. Shall we do that? 

CHAIRPERSON: Yes, you can hand it in and pass copies to all who need copies, and we can adjourn. 

MR BIZOS: Yes, it will be Exhibit V. Shall we then incorporate it then as Exhibit V now and we will bring 
them to your office Mr Chairman. 

CHAIRPERSON: Yes, this hearing will adjourn till half past nine tomorrow morning. 

COMMISSION ADJOURNS 

ON RESUMPTION ON 27-02-1998-DAY 5 Gtf 
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NICOLAAS JAKOBUS JANSE VAN RENSBURG: (s.u.o) 

CROSS-EXAMI ATIO BY MR BIZOS: (conts) 

Mr Van Rensburg, you were given a copy of Exhibit V yesterday, which consists of extracts from the 
evidence of Colonel Snyman? 

MR JAN EVAN RENSBURO: That is correct. 

MR BIZOS: May I make it clear Mr Chairman, that the record as a whole is before the Committee, and has 
been made available. In so far as this is a portion, either party is entitled during the course of argument or at 
any other time to refer to any other portion of the record, this is merely for the Committee's convenience. 

Have you had an opportunity of reading this? 

MR JANSE VAN REN BURG: Yes. 

CHAIRPERSO : What Exhibit are you talking about? 

MR BIZOS: Exhibit V, the one that we handed in yesterday afternoon. You see that it consists of portions of 
the affidavit of Mr Snyman led by Mr Hargin who was the acting Attorney General at the time, and portion 
of questions asked by me in the inquest before Justice Zietsman? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes. 

MR BIZOS: Now, could you please tum to page 959 of this extract, 959? Have you got it? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes, I've got it. 

MR BIZOS: Paragraph 3 -

"At the request of the Attorney General leading the evidence, I have issued two 
telegrams, one dated the 23rd of the 5th 1985, from the Divisional Commander of 
the Security Branch, SVD Lieutenant Colonel Rolands, and the other dated 22nd of 
the 5th 1985, sent by myself to the Commanding Officer of the Security Office in 
Pretoria. 

I attach copies of these telegrams to this as Annexures A and B respectively. The 
relevant telegrams or telexes were sent to the Head Office. I confirm that the 
branches in my region, the Eastern Province, collected information and would send 
it through to the Divisional Head Office in Port Elizabeth of which I was the Head. 

Subsequently it would be sent from my office in Port Elizabeth to the Security Head 
Office in Pretoria." 

I just want to arrange for a copy to go to the interpreters, other wise they will be under stress to follow. If I 
may just have a ... 

Let's take it paragraph by paragraph. Is paragraph 4 that I have read out in accordance with the procedure 
followed by Port Elizabeth as you knew it? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes. 

MR BIZOS: Let's go on to paragraph 5. 

The fact that Annexure A was also sent by Colonel Rolands to the Commanding Officer in Pretoria, and the 
division just as the Eastern Province had direct contact with Security Headquarters in Pretoria, Annexures A 
and B are therefore good examples of how this line function operated? Do you agree with that? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes. ct 
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"Insofar as it involved the identity of informants, any references to informants in 
Annexures A and B were removed. The reason for this is obvious. I was also shown 
Annexures A and B to the affidavit of the then Commissioner of Police, General 
Coetzee. These appear in the second volume, page 92 and 105 respectively. 

Although I cannot remember precisely from whence this information was derived, I 
accept that this is information which was handled by our office and sent to the 
Security Head Office in Pretoria. As mentioned already in the above, input was 
given by all branches in my then region, the Eastern Province, but also from other 
divisions, such as the Southwestern District and the Northern Cape. Do you accept 
that that is a correct description of the procedures followed? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes. 

MR BIZOS: Would you please tum to page 993. The second line, "yes, and if there was any proposal that 
Goniwe, Calata and other persons should be detained, whose line function was it to request this from Head 
Office? It would have come from the division, Your Honour. From the Security Police? That is correct Your 
Honour. Of which you were the Head? Correct Your Honour. So no recommendation for the detention of Mr 
Goniwe could have been made without your permission? That is correct, we would have made a 
recommendation Your Honour. Without your personal approval? It would still have been up to the Head 
Office to decide whether or not they would have detained him, Your Honour. Do you accept that as correct? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes, sir. 

MR BIZOS: I want to ask you why would Head Office reserve for itself to decide whether a person should 
be restricted or not and is there any doubt in your mind, that he couldn't be killed without the authority of the 
Head Office? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: No, I don't know. 

MR BIZOS: Well, let's take it, one of the reasons presumably why Head Office had to decide whether a 
person should be recommended to be restricted is because it had consequences, we see it in the documents. 
Sometimes a restriction was counter productive because of the public outcry about it? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes. 

MR BIZOS: And this is why even Mr Snyman couldn't recommend or rather there could not be a restriction 
on the recommendation of Mr Snyman, the Head Office had to accept it and recommend it to the Minister? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes. 

MR BIZOS: Why should anything less have to be done in order to eliminate a person? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: No, I cannot believe that anything less could have been done to eliminate a 
person. 

MR BIZOS: Well, was your understanding that if you couldn't, if your recommendation to detain people was 
not sufficient and it had to be approved by Head Office, that all the more that would be the case if a much 
more drastic punishment was to be imposed? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes, that is correct. 

MR BIZOS: So can we then take it from you that you who were - that you had the knowledge of how things 
were happening, that these killings could not have taken place without the authority of the Security Police 
Head Office in Pretoria? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: That is what I believed. cl 
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MR BIZO : And who was the Head of the Security Police of the country at that time? 

MR JANSE VAN R NSBURG: I think it was, I am not sure, it could have been Mr Coetzee or possibly Mr 
Schutte. 

MR BIZOS: Yes, Mr Coetzee was the Commissioner, he had been the Chief of the Security Police before 
becoming the Commissioner. 

MR JANSE VAN RENSB URG: I think it was Mr Schutte, I am not certain. 

MR BIZOS: Yes, so would you say that being in the system that at the time that Mr Snyman authorised this 
killing and you were strongly of the view that he had authority from above, the line function would indicate 
that the head of the Security Police must have been responsible for the approval of the plan? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes. One could have speculated at that, but I am not certain. 

MR BIZOS: But surely at the time that you took this awesome responsibility upon yourself, you would have 
wanted to know on whose orders you were taking this responsibility? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: No, I received the request or order from Colonel Snyman, or I believed that 
he received it from higher authority and I responded on that. 

I cannot comment on who was the final upper authority which gave the permission for the order. 

CHAIRPERSON: Do I understand you correctly, if an order had not come from anyone, you would not have 
proceeded with the approval of the death of Mr Goniwe and the other three? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: No sir. 

MR BIZOS: And did you take any steps to verify that the order came from the appropriate person who had 
the necessary authority to do this? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: No, I didn't. 

MR BIZOS: Do you agree that a reasonable step would have been to ask Mr Snyman, who authorised this 
act? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: No, is not the way that we responded or acted. 

MR BIZOS: Why not? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: He was my senior, he issued an order to me and I believed that he received 
the order from a higher level. 

MR BIZOS: Well, but there must have been complete trust. What were you afraid of, why would you not 
have asked who authorised this? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: As you have said, there was trust. I believed that he would not have given 
me such an order if he hadn't received it from a higher level of authority, and that was all that I had to know, 
and that is all that I do know of the operation. 

MR BIZOS: It was not because there was any lack of trust between you and Mr Snyman? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: No sir. 

MR BIZOS: Did you know Mr McDonald at the time at the Head Office? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes, I think I had known him at that stage, by then. 

MR BIZOS: What was his rank? 
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MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I don't know, I can't remember any more what his rank was at that time, he 
may have been a Colonel more or less. 

MR BIZOS: Was he in the Security Police? 

MR JANSE VAN RE SBURG: Yes. 

MR BIZOS: And was he responsible for coordinating documents and transmitting requests to the 
Commissioner and to the Minister? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSB URG: Sir, I am not certain. If it was so, then I wouldn't argue it. 

MR BIZOS: Did you not speak to him on the telephone or have contact with him in relation to security 
business? 

MR JANSE VAN REN BURG: Sir, I cannot recall whether I had telephonic discussions with him. 

MR BIZOS: Can we please tum to - I just want to get it in complete context Mr Chairman - I just want to 
identify a document that is referred to in this passage - the document of the 23rd of May 1985, if you have a 
look at page 1010 ... 

MR BOO YENS: Sorry, you've lost us now Mr Chairman, what document of the 23rd of May. We know of 
only one document of the 23rd of May, that is Exhibit C. We've just lost you now. 

MR BIZOS: I think that it will become apparent from the context in the document, if you could tum to 1010. 

I might as well read on. 

"You refer to Annexure B? 

Yes, that is correct Your Honour. 

Until£§., is that so? 

That is correct. Mr Bizos, please read it out loud. This information was 
communicated on 1985/05/23 during a visit by the Minister of Law and Order to 
PE, verbally by the Divisional Commander. The Minister immediately contacted the 
office of the Minister of Cooperation, Development and Education in Cape Town 
with the request that the reappointment of Goniwe be delayed until such time that 
Minister Le Grange had discussed the matter on 24th of May with the Minister. The 
Minister had requested that the content of this report be handed over personally by 
Major General Schutte to him on the 27th of May where he would be attending a 
Cabinet Committee Meeting in Pretoria." 

"Now did you receive the answer to the question there, did the Minister express any 
opinion in connection with the proposal that he, Goniwe be reappointed or not? 

It would probably have been so Your Honour. 

By inference of what stands here, what is probable? That the Minister would have 
stated that he would want to discuss the matter himself with the Minister when he 
arrived in Pretoria. 

But did he express any opinion to you? 

Yes, I cannot remember what he told me Your Honour. 

So you do not find the answer in the document, is that correct? 

No. 
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That is why I am asking you to please try to remember what the Minister said to 
you. 

I would only have communicated to the Minister the activities as it was at that time 
at Cradock. And also that decision regarding the reappointment and on the basis 
thereof. 

You should - sorry, are you finished - and on the basis thereof, the Minister stated 
those words. I want to put it to you that someone in your position would have said 
to his Minister, look, the people from Education and Training are interfering with 
issues or matters which are not a matter of their decision, Goniwe is a dangerous 
person, which according to my recommendation, should be detained, and he should 
never ever be appointed. Did you say this? 

It is possible on the basis of his activities Your Honour. 

Yes, that would have been the natural thing that while the Minister was interested in 
a matter, it would not have been necessary for the bureaucracy of the Head Office in 
Pretoria to wait. You had your Minister there and you tried to convince that the 
problem could be solved if Goniwe were to be detained. Is that not so? 

No, I did not intercept the Head Office Your Honour, I sent that telefax in which it 
was clearly stated. 

And now we know that the deceased Minister Louis le Grange is no longer with us, 
but we know that he probably reported to Dr Viljoen or Professor Viljoen, is that not 
so? 

Correct Your Honour. 

And we could determine what the Minister of Police would have said to 
Minister/Professor Viljoen? Correct Your Honour. 

Did someone return after the discussion with your Minister and said look, as a result 
of your discussion with the Minister, the decision is this or that. Did any person 
return to you? 

I cannot remember Your Honour. 

Well, Cradock was a burning point for the country, you saw your Minister. Surely 
the reason why he would have gone to Minister Viljoen would have been to explain 
to him how dangerous Goniwe was. Are you asking His Honour to accept that no 
one informed you as the Chief of the Security Police in Port Elizabeth, regarding 
what the Ministers had decided after their discussion on the matter? 

Well Your Honour, I cannot remember whether or not there was feedback. 

Did you contact the office or the Head Office and who was it? Brigadier Schutte. 
Who was the interloper, is that an incorrect word, sorry intermediary between the 
two Ministers, did you ask him but Brigadier, what is going on here? The matter is 
so important that two Ministers would have to consult over it and no one is giving 
me an answer, what is going on? 

I am saying that I cannot remember whether or not there was feedback Your 
Honour. 

After the discussion with the Minister when you were at the meeting of the EP JMC 
on the 23rd of May, did you inform the people there that you had discussed the _ 0 
matter with the Minister of Police? (j:\ 
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It is possible, but I cannot remember it Your Honour. Very well, didn't you want to 
convince the meeting that it was now an important matter and the Minister and 
Police and the Minister of National Education, Dr Viljoen, would discuss the 
matter? Why would you not have reported that discussion with the Minister to the 
EP JMC? 

As I have said Your Honour, it maybe possible that I reported it, I cannot recall it, it 
is too long ago. Well, did anything occur between the 23rd of May when you 
recommended that Goniwe never ever again be reappointed, did anything happen 
after that to change your opinion that he, Goniwe, could be reappointed and that he 
should not be detained, according to the stipulations of Section 28? Did your 
opinion change or not? 

I would have maintained my recommendation Your Honour." 

Now, I think that I have read enough to you to apprise you of what was going on behind the scenes about Mr 
Goniwe. What I want to ask you is did Mr Snyman report to you that he had a discussion with the Minister 
and the Minister apparently, this is the Minister of Police, Mr le Grange, and it would appear that Mr le 
Grange did not want to leave it for the discussion to take place between him and Mr de Beer, but wanted to 
discuss it with Professor Viljoen? Did Mr Snyman mention to you that this Goniwe matter was a matter 
which was enjoying the attention of the highest placed politicians? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Sir, I can not remember at all that he ever mentioned that to me. 

MR BIZOS: Would you not agree that for people involved in a conspiracy to kill Goniwe, and rely on the 
authority of the State for their actions, for you not to be informed by Mr Snyman, of the Ministerial 
interventions in the matter, would have been most unusual? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: I can't comment on that. I don't know why, if he didn't mention it to me, 
why he didn't do so. I really can't remember that. 

MR BIZ OS: Well, is it such a matter of little detail that one would - that this sort of thing would escape one's 
memory or be pushed back into oblivion if in fact it was said to you? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Sir, ifl could remember it, I would say so, I can't remember it. 

MR BIZOS: Now, it appears that the person on whom you relied on as authority and having come up from 
higher authority, if he didn't say it to you, was deliberately keeping vital information back which he had in 
his possession, would you agree with that? 

MR JANSE VAN RENSBURG: Yes, that is possible. I just want to add that what I can recall is that Mr 
Snyman on some occasion, I can't recall exactly when, said that agreement could not be reached as to 
whether the man should be reappointed in his teaching post or not, that I can recall that he told me. 

MR BIZOS: Yes. May I at this stage for the sake of clarity, you recall Mr Chairman, that I was reading with 
reference to a document, that my learned friend correctly raised the question, what documents I was referring 
to. May I hand in an Exhibit, the affidavit of Mr Snyman E,Q in the inquest, if we can give it an Exhibit 
number here, together with the two telegrams. One from him and the one from the South-Western Districts, 
Mr Chairman, would that be Exhibit ... 

They are annexures to one, do you want to, yes, perhaps we should do that Exhibit W, and the telegrams are 
Exhibits X and Y. We are just trying to clarify which is from Western Districts and which is from ... X is 
from Port Elizabeth Mr Chairman, and Y is from the South Western Districts. It is not very clear, but I am 
now told that it is the other way round. Any way, I think they speak for themselves. 

We have now established that X is from Southwest Districts, and Y is from Port Elizabeth, Mr Chairman. 

CHAIRPERSON: Mr Bizos, let us just rearrange it properly. 
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MR BIZOS: Yes. 

CHAIRPERSON: The first page originally marked F6, would be the first page of Exhibit W, and the obvious 
page 2 ... 

MR BIZOS: Which has an A on it on top ... 
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Secret 

REPORT: AMNESTY TASK TEAM 

1. Background

1.1 A Director-General's Forum, under the chairpersons/lip of the Director­

General: Justice and Constitutional Development on 23 February 2004, 

appointed a Task Team to consider and report on the following: 

"1. Consideration of the nature of the 'arrangements that are

standard in tt,e normal execution of justice, and which are 

accommodated in our legislation' that the NPA and intelligence 

agencies may come up with in assisting persons who divulge 

information relating to offences committed during the conmcts of 

the past. 

2 Consideration of a process of amnesty on the basis of full 

disclosure of the offence committed during the conflicts of the 

past. 

3. Bearing the above-mentioned in mind, whether legislative

enactments are required.".

1 2 The Task Team comprises the following members. 

Deon Rudman (Chairperson): Department of Justice and Constitu. 

tiona! Development 

Yvonne Mabule 

Vincent Mogot!oane 

Gerhard Nel 

Lungisa Dyosi 

Ray Lalla 

Joy Rathebe 

National Intelligence Agency 

National Intelligence Agency 

National Prosecuting Authority 

National Prosecuting Authority 

South African Pofice Service 

Department of Defence 

1 3 The Task Team was requested to submit its report to the Director­

General's Forum by close of business on 1 March 2004 The Task 

Team met for the first time on 26 February 2004 and again on 1 March 
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2004. Commissioner Ray Lalla could unfortunately not attend the first 

meeting. He did, however, submit his proposals to the Task Team for 

its consideration. 

2. Terms of reference

2.1 At the outset tile Task Team discussed its terms of reference in detail 

It came to the conclusion that it had to perform its task within the 

framework laid down by the President in his statement to the National 

Houses of Parliament and the Nation on the occasion of the Tabling of 

the Report of the Truth and Reconciliation Commission on 15 April 

2003. The President provided the following guidelines: 

{a) There shall be no general amnesty, because it would fly in the 

face of the TRC process and detract from the principle of 

accountal)illty whlch is vital, not only in dealing with the past, but 

also in the creation of a new ethos within our society. 

(b) Yet we also have to deal with the reality that many of the

participants in the conflicts of the past did not take part in ttie

TRC process Among these are-

• ir.d1v1duals who were misled by their leadership to treat the

process with disdain,

• others who calculated that t!1ey would not be folind out.

either due to poor TRC investigations or what they believed

and still believe is too complex a web of concealment for

anyone to unravel,

• others who expected the political leadership of tne state

institutions to which they belonged to provide the overall

context against which they could present their cases, whicll

did not happen.
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(c) "Government is of the firm conviction that we cannot

resolve this matter by setting up yet another amnesty

process, which in effect would mean suspending

constitutional rights of those who were at the receiving end

of gross human right violations.".

(d) "We have therefore left this matter in the hands of the National

Directorate of Public Prosecutions, for it to pursue any cases

that, as is normal practice, it believes deserve prosecution and

can be prosecuted. This work is continuing.n_

(e) "However, as part of this process and in the n.ational

interest, the National Directorate of Public Prosecutions,

working with our intelllgence agencies, will leave its doors

open for those who are prepared to divulge information at

their disposal and to co-operate in unearthing the truth, for

them to enter into arrangements that are standard in the

normal exec.ution of justice, and which are accommodated

in our legislation.".

(f) 

(g) 

''This is not a desire for vengeance; nor would it compromise the 

rights of citizens who may wish to seek justice in our courts.". 

"It is critically important tllat, as a government, we should 

continue to establish the truth about networks that operated 

against the people. This is an obligation tl1at attaches to the 

nation's security today; for, some of these networks still pose a 

real or latent danger against our democracy. In some instances, 

caches of arms l1ave been retained which lend themselves to 

employment in criminal activity.". 

(h) "This approach leaves open the possibility for individual citizens

to take up any grievance related to human rights violations witt1

the courts.".
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(i) "Thirdly, in each instance where any- legal arrangements are

entered into between the NDPP and particular perpetrators

as proposed above, the involvement of the victims will be

crucial in determining the appropriate course of action.''.

G) "Relevant Departments are examining the practical modalities of

dealing with this matter; and they will also establish whether

specific legislation is required in this regard.".

(k) "Tile National Directorate of Public Prosecutions and relevant

Departments will be requested to dea! with matters relating to

people who were unaccounted for, post mortem records and

policy with regard to burials of unidentified persons. We would

like to encourage all persons who migllt have any lrnowtedge of

people still unaccounted for to approach the National Directorate

of Public Prosecutions, the South African Police Service and

other relevant departments.".

2.2 Paragraph 1 of the Task Team's terms of reference relates directly to 

the abovementioned framework determined by the President. 

Paragraphs 2 and 3 were added to the Task Team's terms of reference 

in order to enable it to pursue alternative routes in order to address the 

concerns expressed by tl1e President should the Task Team deem it 

necessary. 

3. Discussion

3 1 In its de[iberatjons the Task Team also took cognisance of the following 

factors: 

(a) In terms of section 179(1) and (2) of the Constitution the

National Prosecuting Authority (NPA) is an independent

constitutional institution and the National Director of Public

Prosecutions (NDPP) has full discretion on whether a particular
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prosecution should or shouid not be instituted. The Task Team's 

recommendations should therefore be consistent with this 

constitutional requirement 

(b) Any recommendations relating to the granting or refusing of

amnesty should be in line with the TRC process which was

consti1utiona/ly entrenched as a trade-off between the

individual's right to seek justice in a court of law, on the one

hand, and the imperatives of reconciliation and reparation, on

the other

Ad paragraph 1 of terms of reference 

3.2. i In order to give effect to the ''arrangements" contemplated in the 

President's statement as reflected in paragraph 1 of the Task Team's 

terms of reference, it is recommended that a Departmental Tasl< Team 

be appointed comprising members of the following Departments or 

institutions: 

• The Department of Justice and Constitutional Development

• The Intelligence Agencies

• The South African National Defence Force

• The South African Police Service

• Correctional Services

• The National Prosecuting Authority

• Office of the President

3.2.2 The functions of the proposed Task Team should be the following: 

(a) Before the institution of any criminal proceedings for an offence

committed during the conflicts of the past, to consider the

advisability of the institution of such criminal proceedings and

make recommendations to the National Director of Public

Prosecutions in this regard
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(b) To consider applications received from convicted persons

alleging that they had been convicted of political offences

committed during the conflicts of the past and to make

recommendations to-

(i) the President, through the Minister for Justice and

Constitutional Development, to pardon the alleged

offender in terms of section 84(1){k) of the Constitution;

(ii) 

(c) To-

the Commissioner of Correctional Services regarding the 

possible release of the applicant on parole or the 

conversion of tile sentence to correctional supervision. 

• receive information or representations from victims,

perpetrators, legal representatives or any other person or

institution regarding any specific matter;

• gather intelligence information;

• investigate the matter;

• consult victims.

(d) To consider the following factors when carrying out its mandate:

(i) The general criteria governing a decision to prosecute as

determined by the NDPP in the Policy Manual attached

hereto as Annexure "A".

(ii) The following specific criteria·

o Whei:her the alleged offence is associated with a

political objective committed in the course of the

conflicts of the past

Secret 

�007  

Le 

560



·11110 2007 11:51 FAl 8344273

l ., ..

LRC 

7 

Secret 

o Whether a prosecution can be instituted on the

strength of adequate evrdence.

r:- Whether tile case, geographically and pol1tically, 

reflects the aims 2nd objectives set out in the 

Promotion of National Unity and Reconciliation, 

1995(Act 34 of 1995), and is not in conflict with the 

requirements of objectivity in prosecutions specified rn

the Constitution. 

0 Whether the offence in question is serious. 

c Whether the ill health of or other humanitarian 

consideration relating to the accused may justify the 

non-prosecution of the case. 

o Whether the prosecution wil! lead to the traumatisation

of victims and conflicts in areas where reconciliation

has already taken place.

o The degree of co-operation on the part of the alleged

offender.

o The credibility of the alleged offender.

o The alleged offender's sensitivity to the need for

restitution.

D The alleged offender's further endeavours to expose 

possibte further clandestine operations during the past 

years of conflict 

o The degree of remorse shown by the alleged offender

and his or her attitude towards reconciliation

o The degree of indoctrination to which the aHeged

offender was subjected

o The extent to which the alleged offender carried out

instructions or perceived instructions.

o The disclosure of organisations/individuals, if any,

under whose instructions the a!leged offender

opernted.
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o The alleged offender's role during the TRC process -

co-operation. fu/1 drsclosure and assisting the process

in general (if relevant).

o Renunciation of violence and willingness to abide by

the Constitution on the part of the alleged offender

o Whether the alleged offender fully disclosed the

alleged offences,

o The views of tl,e NPA.

o Jf the accused is in custody, the views of the presiding

judge or magistrate.

o Any other criteria for deciding whether a political

offence was committed as set out in the TRC Act.

o Any further criteria, which the Task Team might deem

necessary.

(e) To consider-

(l) the provisions of sect[on 105A of the Crirnina! Procedure Act,

1977(Act 5 ·J of 1977), relating to plea and sentence agreements

and the directives issued by the NDPP in terms of section

i 05A(11) of the said Act;

(ii) the provisions of sections 7 of the Crimlnal Procedure Act

relating to the issuing of a no/le prosequi certificate and the right

of a private person to institute criminal proceedings in terms of

the section 8 of the said Act;

(iii) the provisions of section 18 of the Criminal Procedure Act

relating to the lapsing of the right to institute a prosecution for

any offence after the expiration of a period of 20 years from the

time when the offence was committed, other than the offences

of murder; treason committed when the Republic is in a state of

war; robbery, if aggravating circumstances were present;

kidnapping; child-stealing; rape; or the crime of genocide, crimes
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against humanity and war crimes, as contemplated in section 4 

of the Implementation of the Rome Statute of the lntemational 

Criminal Court Act, 2002; 

(iv) the possibility of diversion in the case of juvenile offenders;

(v) possible arrangements settling the matter out of court;

(vi} the provisions of section 204(2) of the Criminal Procedure Act 

relating to the discharge of the alleged offender from 

prosecution for the alleged offence if such offender testified as a 

state witness and answered all questions frankly and honestly. 

3 2.3 If the above proposals are acceptable, it is recommended that the 

President announces the proposed process and invites full participation 

by those who may benefit from the process. 

3.2.4 The Task Team realises that the proposed process will have the 

following shortcomings/concerns: 

(a) A possible negation of the constitutional rights of victims, the

public at large and alleged offenders

(b) The possibility of the institution of private prosecutions

(c) The absence of any guarantee that alleged offenders will not be

prosecuted. This might mean that they will be reluctant to

approach the Task Team and make full disclosure The

concerns relating to persons who have disappeared, the arms

caches that have not yet been discovered and the Kwazulu­

Natal problem will not be solved
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(d) l'ubfic perception reg�rding the participation in a f..:rfJiii:r
ar.ir.$:;fy proteas by t�e .securi1:1 S-!!rvlcr!S a� the public may
regard them as perpstrator=i in the ecnlilctt of the past

3.3 Ad par�sraµh 2 of terms 6f roference 

3.31 The Task T�aim is oF �1e view that the only w�y tn addr�s tho anove 
i:;oncems adequately would be t.o provide f□r a rurthm amnesty prQces� 
.si""il�r to that 0f tha TRC process, Tni;; possibility elicits� n,uc,h debate 
within the Ta$k r�aro: On file or,e h::md. th11?re were tl10.c;P- who reje��d 
t�is poijsibility D\Jt of hEind. ·rney t:2r91Je:d th�t $!.!Ch R pro,e.ss wouh;l 
undeunir:P. end d!�eredl( th� TRC proc�.s. further undermine the 
r�conciiletion proce�i:i and net Mii!cesserHv scl1ievs the de$ir�tl 
objec.ti'l�S. Toe.y argued t11at there rs h© re3scn why Qffent!e� who· 
preViousiy refusQd to perticlpa.t;:! in the_TRC prQCBss wl!I now,iall or ci 

si.:dd�n c!eeid0 .othsrwfae, Some members of the Tesk Team, h0¥1ewr, 
placed �mpha�i� on the need to er�te a further effective oppo;tunfty 
for fulf disclasL'TO it1 otder to addr:s$ the conoern:i ri;fl:rred to in 
paragraph 3,2,4(c) above. They argu�a' th!:!t a s_ubstanlial nurnMr cf 
tl1risa ind{vlduals who V-F.re in fl'ig p��t miGled by their lssdership anq 
Qthers Whc sxpeoted thci; polilical leader!ihip. io pro11id?.- Li1e overall 
cor.te.xt �9ai�t \.l.friich t�y could pr�:sem their cal�� me;y makr.: use cf 
a f1.11ther F:imnesty ,:,rocess, 

3.3.2 In tt,a light cf the viiWS �.:1p1�ssed by the Preside1:1t rogad!no i.l further 
amrrsst; p1•oce�s. tM Task Team d�cided not to make a 
f.:;commendnt/011 In (hi$ regard and to l�;ave this de�slon in ths hands 
of Government. Shouli;t Governiie11t, howe ... er. decid� to prc-eeed with 
sue� � furthel' proc�as, 1s draft. 1ndernr,;ty Bill Ii; attached a� Anne.xure 
11B11 fo, consid$ritic:n.

3.4 Ad paragraph 3 of t�rms cii refer�ne.o. 
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The recommendations under paragraph 1 of the terms of reference do 

not require any legislation Should Government, however, decide on a 

furthei amnesty proc.ess as discussed in paragraph 3.3, legislation will 

be required since the mechanisms and procedures of the TRC Act 

have run their course and Gan no longer be applied. If it is decided to 

follow the latter route, an amendment of the Constitution is also 

proposed in order to enable such legisfation being adopted and to pass 

muster in the Constitutional Court 
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MINISTftVi JUBTIC6 ANO CONSTITUilONAL DEVE�OPM!NT
MP\Jt!UC 01' SOUTH AFF11eA 

Adv Vw:i l'Ui:qli 
National Din:«orof Mlle �ns
Pri�Ba,X752
PRKTOlW
0001 

bear Adv P.l.kDli

RE, TRC MA.Tl'ERS

Our� in. dlO abow ma:tet�i:t � o F� 2007 n,&s.

! mtl.'ri ad\-1.$1) you at. the ouuet lhm th¢ Jl)Odi.d. emo1cs a!�a that tho Nanonal 
�AuthMl!ywUI go� with �ens ha,�� m,: by&urr,dse .. In
our du�i.mfon,j you hrie.ily m� b;I me tbt tba NP A will rmt be� �e� with
the��. /<..!1 yoo had �en to ed�'h:c me in writin8, I will� 11 if
rou coold � me urgt.Qrly on tho� so diet �am bo �ty.

I tt1a t!m1 ,YOU find� siiove io orda',

WilbwaniJ�

Klf.,(_j( 
MRS D SMABANDL.-i
MJNISTER 

HIV/Al08 I; a miirdmr 2? &ring It to Jua1J06
�

\ . 
\) \\._ . > 
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MS BS MA.BANDL.-\., :\IP 
MINISTER FOR JUSTICE • .S.ND COSSTITUTIO�AL
DEVELOI'MENT 

ADV VP PIKOLI 
NATIONAL lllRECTOH OF PUBLIC PROSECliTIONS 

I 
I-

-i 

••--1 

PROSECUTION OF OFF.Ei\'CES EMANATING F1WM I 
OF THE PAST: TNT:ERPRETATTON CONFLICTS OF! 

PR0SECUtION POLICY A."-t'J) GL1DEUNES 
i 

REFNO. 13,!P er er.. U)

i. 

' 15 FfBRU'°'RY 2007 
I 

PL'RPOSE OF MEMOR.<\..�DUM 

Tlie purpose of this r,i ernor�nclum is to-

(:i) iaform the M1ni5tcr about tne Na,ion:•l Prosecuting Authority's (NFA) 
uncersi.inding .·rnd in!::?rpreration of the policy and gui.-!dines relatLr1g ,o 
the prosecution of offenc�s emsn:!ting fron conflicts ,:if r;1·J past whic!: 
were committed on or before 11 �-l11y 1994; 

(b) inform the ?vfinister about the problems the NPA is �xpcriencing in foe
implementation of this policy :mj guidelines; and
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(b) propose a way forward, 

BACKGROUND INFORMATION 

2.1 B3ckgrouucl relating to initial propos2ls 

2.1.l On 23 February 21)04, ;; Director-G�neral's Forum, under the ch�irpmonship of 

the former Dircctor-Cienc:al: Jusiice and Constitutional Developmeflt (Adv Yusi 

Pikoll) appointed a Task Team to consider ,rnd re91-'it on, ''the n,:,ture of ihe 

'arrange111,;nls that are .sta11rlard in the noJ'///al executi.-;11 ofjustic'!, andwh!ch ore 

occommodutf!d in our !ugi.1lotio11' that tl:e NPA 01;d lt:tellige11c.e agencfes may 

come up with in asst.,--ting pet'so11s who dimlge i!ljbn11ation re/{lfi1:g lo offe11cc�· 

,ammitti!d during J/w con,,1icrs of /lie past,".

2. 1.2 ln its deliberations, the. Task Team took cos,'7lisa.nce of the fact that in terms c:·

secti,Jn 179(]) ;ir,d (2) of the Constit11tion, th� NPA ls au indepet1der,1 

'-onstitutionai ii,stih!tion and the Nlltioual Director hns full discteti1,n on wheUm 

a particular pr,'.lsecution should N slH,uld not !::e instituted. The Task Team's 

re..�omn:end�tions shc,wld tl1uefore be cons:ste11t with this cons;iruti-Jna: 

2.1.3 1n its Report, the Task Team recommended the establishmc;it of a Depa11mental 

Task T:-am compl'ising membe.rs of the foHowing Depart:uents or tnslitutiuns: 

o The Department of Justi..:e and Constlnaional Development

, The lntaJl!gence Agencies tNIA)

o The South Afri;:an 1':f ationa! Defence force

o The South African Police Service (SA?S)

• CoTTectioual Services

o The National Prosec;uting Alitbority

• Office of the President
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l,_. It was proposed !hat llie func,;,.,, :f th, pro;o,cd Tosk Team ,hoolc, amocg

I
I 

'.2.2 

2.2.1 

or hers, b<} the following: 

"(a) 

(b) 

Before rhe instiMion of any �dminc! proceedings J"vr an offence 

committed during Ifie conflicts of the pt:lt, to consider the acMsabi/Uy of 

the il1s1i1utio11 of such crimfJ1al_pr(}ceedings a11d ma/;e r2etm1111e11d(liitms 
(il t!,e Nrr1fo11t1l .Director ar 1'11hllc Proucutlo!ls in this r:wrzrrf. 

To consider app!ica1i1ms rfceived fi·om canvic1ed perw!ls allegil:g thnl 

they had been convicted of political of
fences •·ommittcd duni:6 ;J,e 

co1iflicts of tM past a,;d to make recommendatlo11s t,.,_ 
(U the Pres/d':!11(, throu![h the MinlsfeY for Justice and Co11sfitutional 

Developm�nl, to pardon the at'leged offend�,· ill terms of .S<?Clioi; 
8.f(l)(k) o/ the Co1:sti,'11lion; 

(ii) the Commissiom;:1' of Col'l'e::.Jionai Services regarding !he possible
l'e!ea.se of/he opp lie an: 011 pan:,/e cir (he co1wersio1J of ;he .renlem:e

to corr�ctional supcrv!;luH,0
• (Empb?.sis ndded)

B:ick�round rel[lting to Amended PtoS•?cutinn P,dicy 

frr,plcmented, since many held the view tl,!lt rhe prop-0sed !ililctions of t!ie Task 
Team i;oulcl be unconstitutioll'll in vlew of lhe provision:: of section !79 of th� 

Constitution, Subsequently, Government t.leckbJ that it was important to deal 

with these matters on a uniform basis in lerms of a spedficalt) defi::ed 
prcsecl.t.!orial policy and directives, 

2.2 2 Therefore, it wns proposed !h;it the Nati.:ina! Olret:ior, with the concurrence of the 

Mfoistl!t, should issui! a:nendd Prosccutortnl Polky and Direct:v�s in tt:rnis of 

section l 79(S)(n) of the Const\tuticn, r::ad with section 21 of the National 
Prosecuting Authority A�t, l998 (Act Nu. 32 of 19?3) (NPA Act), and that such 
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Policy and Directives shouJd be submitted to Parliament in terms of section :2 ! (2) 

of the NPA Act. 

Foilowing discussions with 111! the relevant stakeholders au<l a submission to 

Cabi11et, the Prosecution PoHcy and Directives relating to the prosecuticI1 of 

offences emanating from conflicts of the ::,ast which were commi«ed on or befor� 

l l 1'·fa,Y l.994. {hereinafter referred to :JS thcl ''Amend,;:d Prosecution Policy"), were

approved and came {1110 operatiC1n on 1 December 2005. The Amended

Prosecution Policy was also duly tabkd in Parlfament aud is binding 011 the

prosecuting auihority.

lMPORTA:'IT FEATURES OF /JvIE!'llJJW PROSECUTION POLICY 

For purposes of this memorandum, it is impcrtan( t·J refer the Minister lu the 

under-mentioned features of the Amer.ded Prosecution Pvlicy:! 

(a) The All1ended Prosce,uth)n Pdicy :manales frorn and is based on lh::

statilment of President TJHJbo Mbeki lo the NationJl Houses of Parliament

and the Nation, on J 5 April 2003, when he gave Govemme□t's rcsporse to

the final report of the foJth and Recor.ciliation Commission (TR.C).

(b) The President, amo;:g others, st:m:ci ih.i� tr..; que;;:bn ;:;, lO th<; pr(.;e.:ut:c:,

or not of persons, who uid n=}t take part ln lhe 1RC procc�s, is left in ihe

hands of the National .Prosec tin� Authority <NPA) as is normal orac ice.•
.

-

(c) 

(d) 

The President further sta!ed that /IS oart of the ncrmid legsiJ procesli:s and

in the national fot.erest, the NPA, working with the Intelligence Agencies,

wijJ be accessible to those persons who are prepar�d t,J une.sr.n the cruth of

th� confticrs of the past and wbo wish to :!nter into agreements that are

stp.ndard iri the normal execution ojj_ustic•� and th� oroseq,1ting mandala.

dCd an�accornmodatcd in our le5lsration.1

His important to note that the Presidtnt made it clear that-

1 
A11ached nereto as Anne�ure • A". 

: See paragraph A .l(b) □f Appendix A 10 Am�nded Prc!e�uticn Policy, 
1 Ste paragraph A.lM and (d) of Appen,Jj� A.
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(i) the decision to be taken by the N.P A (whether to pr.:)secu!'°' or uot)

should be in acco1danc� with the norin:it lei::.l urocESs:

(ii) in order ru reach a wel!-cor:sJdered decisi1m, the NPA should

work tnedber with the IntclJig,:mc� Agencies, whith include the

NIA and the SAPS;

(iii) the ngreements entered into between ihe NPA and those persons

1.1ho an� prepJred t() uneal'lh the trulh of the conflicts of lhe p,st,

should b� in accordance with standard :ind normal exec1Jtion of

justice;

(iv) such agreements shou!d be in accord3nce wich the NPA's

prosecution mandate; <1nd

(v) such agreements �hculd be h accordance with existing legl.<!!atlo11,

3.2 Furthermore, it is impor:ant to nc�,; that the Amended Prosecution PoJicy 

expiessly st.:!les that the prosecLJting policy, dircctins and guidelin�s nre required 

to reflect and attach du� weight to, among other�, ibe following: 

(a) The dicta of /J1e Co.osLitutiolUII Court to the effect that the Nl1 A

represents tlic commu:ittv and is under :111 int<?roational obllgafion to

prosecute crimes of ap11rtheld. (See T/le Stt!te 11 Wouter Basson CCT

30/0J.).'

(c) 

fear, favouror _prejudice (zection 179 of the Constitution). 

The legal obligations placed oi the NPA in terms of its <'-!lab'.ing 

legislation, i!l particular t:;e provisions relatir.g to the formulation of 

prosecuting criteri:i. and the right cf persons 2:ffected by decisions of the 

NPA to tnake represent(!fions, and for them 'lo be dealt 1,vith. 

(d) The exisiing prosecuting policy 1111d general dir�ctives or guidelines issued

by the Naiion:1! Directer to :issist prnse�utors in nrriving at a decisicn to

prosecute or not.

• Se'! pa;agrapll A.2 (h} to (k) of AppendLx A.
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3.4 

ln respect of procedural ilrr.:!ngements, which must b:: adhe,ed to in the 

pro�ecution precess, �hP. Ame:1ded Pros1:cution Policy provides, amc,ng other.,, in 

particular th:Jt-

(a) the Prfori!y C,(r,les Lit:ga!ian Unit l'PCLLi) in ihe Office of the National

(b) 

Director shall be responsible tor u\'ets�t:ng in,cstigations ur.c imtiruting

prosecutions in a!! s1:ci1 matters;

Lhe PCLU "shall be �1�sisted in tile �,:e�utfon of its dntjes" oy a �-=niar

desigoated of.icial from lhe. foHowing St��� tl�;:iartmenlc, or otht:r

con;;or,ents of the NPA:

(i) Tlle Nr:.tional Inte!iigenc: Agen�y.

(ii) T.IJe Deti:cliY.: Div Mon of rhe So,:th African Police Servis:e.

(iii) The DeF::irtment of Tustke & Cor:sdrutlonal D�v�lopm�nr.

(iv) The Dire :!0rni� of Special o::�r.:itlon].

Frnt:1 the ahove, it is ckar !h!:.t in rel;;tion to ti:'! ·dev.1m cf:f::n�es-• 

(.a) the decision wl;et!tcr to prCJsew;e er not vesrs j,1 the. prosecuting .iut..hori,y 

and i:i terms of :lie A:,i::nc::d I':e:�ec..;ticn Poiky, iri panic11lir, the 

No.tionr!I Director: 

(b) such de!;ision m!lst be exetcbd in :ic;ord::.nce 1,vith !l;e Cons!i:ution an:i 

e:dsting fof:.lntic:n; 

th<= abovementioned St.Ht! Depa:.ments ortly have ,1 wle to pl:q insofar :ir. 

th�r rnu�r ;issist the r-lPA in ;h� irr,i:stigat;c,n pr:•c�ss and ,he g?.tb:odr.g or

1nformatio:i so a3 to assist 1he }.;1) A ln �eaching a wcik□nsidered decisioi 

whether to pt o�ecute or not 

4. PROBLEMS RELATII"iG TO I\ll>LE;,\1ENT..\TlON OF A"rENDEJJ

PROS.E-ClJTION POLICY

4.1 Siilco the coming into operation c�· the Am�nded Pros�cution Policy, the �TPA hns 

experie;ited various problem;; re!..lting to th� implem1:ntati,.:,n iner(!of. Thesi: 
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mandate, namely, to institute cr:min�! pr:>c:eedings withoul fe.:ir, favo,JJ' or 

prejudice. On 1hc one htlnd, the NP A is experiencing problems investigating cJses 

to ascertair, whcth!:!r the1e is suffic;ient i!r.d 2.dmissible eYidence to provlcfo a 

rea�onable prospect of a successful prosec:ction, since chc SAPS and NTA had not 

ninde dedicated memoi:rs available to assl.st tbe N"PA in this regard, This was 

subsequently d�alt with by the sening up of a "Task Team''. On the other, tip: NPA 

is 110w experie:icing problems reb\ing to the ir.t,rpro=l:HiolJ C1f the role of the other 

Sr.:ite Departments in th-= process As indlca:eJ hereunder, it s.:ems as if t�c SAPS 

and NU bold the view that the propos:?!s relating to the original proposed Task 

Teem (thllt were rejected by Govermncnt), mus[ b., implemented �nd that sur.h Task 

Team sho�Jd play n role ijj'the dei:ision-making pr:icess. 

4.2 During the middle of 2006, a meeting was he/J at the Office c,r" the Pr<!sidency to 

a:tend to tl1e abovcmenlion-ed _problrms The N;-:dor.al Cc,mmiss1oner, the 

National Di.recmr, the Dir�tors-Oeneral ofJusticc .'.Intl NlA, and \r[r Jatb of lhe 

Pr�sidency, attended thi, rneetir.g. It was agreeJ that n "\i,'otkillg Ccrnmittee 

should be cstahEshed. This rei:.ornmend:ition w:is t3xen tc th� Ministers in the 

·Cluster.At ::i subsequent meeting attended by the tl,finister for Safety and Security,

the Minister of Social Developrneot and i'I-Iinis�er 'i.'t:ioko Dldiza (as Actlng

Minister .for Justice and Constih.Jtional Development\ it ','.ilS .igr�ed that s..:ch

assist c;-,e NPA. 

4.3 Following the above ag1eement, tbe National Director called a c.,eetlng at the 

Office of the NPA. The Heads of Department a:; well as representatives of al: 

relevant Stitc Deparlments lo serve on the Task Team were hvitcd. All 

Department� we1e represe.nted at 1his meeting. At this meeting-

{a) th� ti!r.ns of r�ference of the Task Team were explained and agreed to; 

(b) it was agreecl that Dr Silas Ram:dm (D�puty National Dirt!c.tor ,)f Public

Pros;:culions) would chair tile meetings ofrhe Task Team.
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fl'rthcrmore, on au issue r.iised by the r.:pr�sentatlve oi NL-\, the National 

Director was explicit in explnining th;;t the mandate of the Task Team would not 

enr;.l! making any recommei1dat1ons on a decision whether to prosecute or no! to 

prosecufe and that the National DireGl0r wou!d not be dep¢ndenl on r�cei•�ing 

such a recc,rnrnerrd�!ion before he could make a decision. The Task Te.1;;1 should 

be responsible for overseeing that the NPA obtain Uie necessnr:; infol'mation or to 

give input, so as lo 2.;;,ist nnd enable iile Nation:il Dir�ctcr to ri:ach a well­

considered d�cision wheth�r to institut� crimin.il proc�e<lings or not. Furthermore, 

the Task Team sllould deal with a!I relev:ir.t matters identiul!d by t�c PCLU r:nd 

the SAPS. 

-4.4.1 Subsequently, en 6 Dec�mber 2006, tile Office of foe PC'L [J received the e-mail 

marked "B" from Dr PC Ji;cobs of the SAPS. Furfa!!nnore, t�c Natii.1.'1.J! Direct.Jr 

r�cei'✓ed leners from the National Commissioner and the Director-Genernl; NJA, 

dated 6 Febr�ary 20C7 and 8 r:ebruary 2007, rcspec!ivc/1 (AttaL:J;ed h;;reto as 

Aanexuri?s "C 11 and 11}) 11, :espectively) 

4.4.'2 According 10 Dr Jacobs, his under�landing is that :he T.1sk Tellm must submit a 

4.4.3 

case. He also r,oint.; out that the Na1ion:.il Cot:di:1ssi<,ner i, of !he view that this 

procedure should he followed in �espect of each invcs'.igmion thnt has be�n 

finalised, However, he d:ies not el.iboratc on the role of the Committe� of 

Directors-General. 

Tn his lclter dat<!d 6 February 2007, tl,.:i N�tiona! Commissioner points oil: that h� 

has been briefed regarding the meeting oftl1�. "Tesk Team set up in terms oftbe 

Cabinet guidelines ori tb ouM�nding Truth and Rec,):ieilbtion Commission 

(TRC) matters'', Accordil1&: to the l'iatiiJnal Comrnissi•)ner h:s undersranding is 

rhat the official; desi�11ated c,n the f
r

-:,k Team "wiil proYidc. recon11nendJtions to 

the Directors-General who will, es a cof!ective, advi5e the Nedona! Prosecuting 

Authority as 1he decision maker of pro:;::�utions". foe Director-General: NIA 
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!I-' indic:1tes that he had a discussi>Jn with bis re�resentative Oil the Task Team nnd he 
_, -

'I.. 

i,I 
J'' 

l.,•
.:-c: ; 

received a copy of the National Commissloner'il letter. He cGncurs with the -views 

of the National Commissioner. 

4.5 1n the first instance, it is important t-0 no�<! that as far as thi! WA !s concerned, 

this Task Tea1;"1 was not set •Jp in renns of the Ame.nded F'rosecutior1 Policy, 

which include the. guidelines on LllC mi.ltters, but in terms of inf,�rnal agreement 

tetween the relc\·ant stakelmlders. Furi.hermoi-e, the NPA is not aware of any 

agrec.ment or �rrangement ir: tenns of which the Task Team mus( submit a report 

to a Committee of Directors-Gener:11 and which Committee must advise ihe NPA 

regarding prosecution decisions. Reading th-� e-m�il of Dr Jacobs and the l:!tte: of 

the National Commis,ioner in c:ontext, it seems as if the above prcc:ess i� a 

proposol by the Nation�! Commissioner and not nn 2greeme11t reached by the 

Ta;k Team, for e:-.arnplt, D.r Jacobs points out t1Y1t 

o the �·atiorrnl Commis�ioner is of the opinion thti.t it mu!.t be est::blished

what disclosur:s were made.,,''; 

• "tlie National Commi.ssio11er is of the opinion lhat such p:-cc:c.ss need to l;c

In the same vein, th:! National Commissioner ·writes a� follows: 

• 1'1 have insisted tral the complain:rnl be consu:ted ... on tbe basis thar the

Directors-General will have a oppo.r:unity to pro Yid.:: input bcfo1·e a decisiou

.ou proseeutlon is l:lkco.".

• "Jn Ill\' view a compr�hensive 1epci,..sh,,uld be discus:;ed b1· tilr Directors•

General".
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· ,1JJ.l1·:•!lgh I do n,)t i:l;;ist Q!! a m•.:;;tii�g of t!:c D:rec'-'-!li•Gcnernl ;ift::� each

r.�eet.,,g of i)U! offic1.ih·, J :lcem H uc.::,:�sarv tlmt ,i:e s1.;L•J!.rntive r�p,-:i:1.� at,i

r�� .mm�nd:,\i:n:; cf t:1e ,,hki ... ds ,J,;ulJ be Ji�;;us::,'.;-� �y the Dlr�c-ic:15-
G•:n�wl !Ji:;for:: ,! (.],:d�ion is m:.idc.'. 1T:::1_phasis added)

1::� N?/i. caun--t .ip;ree t,) ·h� r,::ovc pi.:>p:s)l. T;i� ef':�r. the,e•/' rdgnr :1e tJ:.,r 1he 
7,;:ic1cr;;, Dir�crnr ,.,, i!J be c,;;Jig�. <a; is su:;i;<!sld b:-' t!l-:: J-·i:;tiorc�! 

Corr :ni-si1.�rn;r) to ..., ail for t' . .:: fintt'.\s;;:t:cii Ci 1fre rrnp□sr.,; prircess a.:lcr,� he ma) 

mnk-.1 e1 deci.�icin whr::thr.r ,,, pr::Rct.:r:: or ni.::. If th-: Task Te.? 1n or !'.1� C,:,nunir.�e 
'Jf Dirc,:ra:·s-Gencr:i.l, b �pit.:i cf u 're"�onai;,le ;.:rO$j:al!ct ,:cf ::i st:·��>:�sf'..l 
pro•!ruti0n", ll,rneces,;iril:' jeJa:,� ,b� ;ro��.!'s; the �;�!t:<:-!:,�l :!Jh:c'ili ''.-'L11!1tl be 

rrcvemcJ from C<imp:;,-ing ·,•,ith : .e t'rn$ectd;;g G.u:hc·ity':; cv11:-ti,,1tionill 

,- b !i gatkn. Tr.erefo��, sue.'.: a pr.: c e.'.i � w-.:: dd be un ,x11,sthr: 0 ru1 L 

�. CONCLUSION AND ,VAY FORWARD 

5. l Thcrt i� d.::;ily il m;:;i;nder.,tanding regr.rdlng t:1e role of !he Task Team <"ml the

rC''e of the relev:?nt State !.Jep:i:'!mcnts retcmd t,:i ir. the .",.mended Pr'lscc:udon 
Policy. In accordance wi�h th� appr-:ived Ami!udc:d P�secutbn Po!ic)', tile KPA 
i� of the vi�w that th duty oft!;;: Tnsk Team or the r�lev:i'"c Sri:� De:-artmenrs is 

e. T2sk Tearn or Departmet:B (whtther indivir:lua:Jy or c:ol!ectivcly) to make

r�comme11datiot1s to the National Dire:tor, pmvid;d that th� Natioml Director
should never be in a position wher;: his constirudonal duty i.� dependent on the

r�(;ommenda!1on of such a Ta.ok T�.:m or relcv;;nt I1cpartn·.�nt. .Such a prccedurc
wculd be unccnstiruti ,;:,nal.
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I have now reached a point where J honestly belie,e that there is improper 

interference with my work an-:! that I am hindered and/or obstructed from carr}•ing 

out my fuociio11S on this parlicula; marrer. Legally I have r>!ach.:iu a dead end. 

r� would appear that there :s � g::ner:d expe,tarion on the part of lhe Department 

cf Justice and Constitulicuul Dcvelcpm:nt, SAPS and NIA that !here wi!! be no 

prosecut;on.� and that i must ploy :ilong. f,.·fy conscience :rnd oaih of of.flee tl·ot f 

mok, docs not a!low 1hrit. 

Ba.sed on the above, 1 c,mnot piOteed ftwher with these TKC matt::rs in 

accmdance with t.he "normal ltga! processe�'1 3nd "prosecuting mandate" of 

the NP/\, as origin.all}' envisaged by Goven111.1ent. Therefore, nnd in view of the 

fact that the NPA i)rosec\f(es on behalf oftht: State, I nm .awaii:ng G,.;verr.ment's 

direction on this matter. 

�- I\) . \�.,\ \lc,·.C.l.•L.o.s:'• 

Adv \'P Piknli 

Nationul Dirtctor of 

Public Pro;;ecutiolls 

Ms BS M11b11ndb, MP 

Minister for Justice n11d 

Conslltofiotrn! De,•e]Qpmcnt 
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No. Date 

1. 20 July 19 

2. 13 Aug 19 

3. 15 Aug 19 

4. 01 Sep 19 

5. 05 Sep 19 

6. 12 Sep 19 

~~ 

"LC40" 

Chronology of interactions with the NPA and SAPS 

Nature of interaction Substance of interaction 

Email Email to State Advocate Chris Adv Macadam ("Adv Macadam") - requested the Cradock 4 
docket from Advocate Adv Macadam to conduct an audit on the investigation and to establish 
what has been done and what was outstanding. Informed that the Cradock 4 docket 
Swartskop CR 13/07/1985 was missing. 

Meeting Meeting held at the National Prosecuting Authority's ("NPA") offices - Advocate Howard 
Varney ("Varney"), Allan Dodson SC, Advocate Bonita Meyersfeld, Prof Christopher Gevers 
(UKZN Law School) ("Gevers"), Yasmin Sooka and Ahmed Mayet of the Foundation for 
Human Rights ("FHR"), Retired Brigadier Clifford Marion, private investigator ("Marion"), 
attorneys Moray Hawthorn and Samantha Robb, NDPP Shamila Batohi ("Batohi"), 
prosecutors Sibongile Mzinyathu, Chris Macadam, Raymond Mathenjwa and Adele Barnard 
attending. During this meeting the NDPP set out the decentralisation policy for the first time 
and it was confirmed that the Cradock 4 docket was missing. 

WhatsApp exchange Marion communicated with former Investigating Officer Captain Masegela ("Masegela") of 
the SAPS Directorate for Priority Crime Investigation (DPCI) who had taken pension. 
Masegela informed Marion that he had handed a fully investigated docket to Adv Macadam. 
During exchange of communications, Masegela said that 11 years of investigation had gone 
into the docket when it was handed to Adv Macadam. 

Email and letter Letter to the NPA and exhibit list compiled by private investigator, Marion. The letter requests 
Adv Macadam to advise which investigative steps have been completed and it also requests 
a meeting with Adv Macadam and the DPCI investigating officer. 

Email and letter Letter from Cliffe Decker Hofmeyr (CDH) to Adv Macadam and Batohi at the NPA to request 
a meeting with the NPA and the investigating officer to discussion the investigation. 

Meeting Meeting held at the NPA's offices - CDH attorneys Tim Fletcher ("Fletcher"), Tim Smit 
("Smit"), FHR, Varney, Marion, Adv Macadam, Marthi Alberts ("Alberts") and Zelda de 
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No. Date Nature of interaction Substance of Interaction 

Bruyn ("De Bruyn") attending. Outstanding investigative issues relating to the Cradock 4 
matter were communicated to Adv Macadam. 

7. 12 Sep 19 Email and Excel Email from CDH to Alberts and De Bruyn with a spreadsheet summarizing amnesty 
spreadsheet decisions. 

8. 13 Sep 19 Email Email from Marion to Alberts with an activity sheet setting out a table of events. 

9. 13 Sep 19 Email Email from Varney to Alberts and De Bruyn regarding State Security Council meeting 
minutes. 

10. 13 Sep 19 Email Email from Varney to Alberts and De Bruyn regarding CR numbers. 

11. 17 Sep 19 Email Email from Marion to Alberts regarding SAPS Crime Register numbers for the incidents 
pertaining to the Cradock 4. 

12. 18 Sep 19 Email and minutes Email from Marion to Alberts, De Bruyn and Adv Macadam with minutes of a meeting held on 
21 April 1997 where Eric Alexander Taylor confessed in the presence of the Cradock 4 family 
members and clergy of his involvement in the killing of the Cradock 4. 

13. 18 Sep 19 Email Email from Marion to De Bruyn, Alberts and Adv Macadam regarding the response from Dr 
Thomas, Head of the Cory Library at Rhodes University. 

14. 18 Sep 19 Email Email from Varney to De Bruyn, Alberts and Adv Macadam regarding the full Zietsman 
Inquest Record. 

15. 23 Sep 19 Email Email from Marion to the NPA regarding CR numbers that were registered against the 
incidents as they were discovered. 

16. 24 Sep 19 Email Email from Marion to the NPA referring to the email sent on 13 September 2019 checking on 
the status of individuals highlighted in red in the email. 

r 
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No. Date Nature of interaction Substance of Interaction 

17. 26 Sep 19 Email Email from the NPA to Marion advising that they are in the process of establishing full names 
as well as date of births of the persons referred to in the list. 

18. 03 Oct 19 Email Email from Marion to the NPA requesting copies of the dockets. 

19. 03 Oct 19 Email Email from Marion to the NPA requesting whether we were able to determine the status of 
the subjects marked in red in the email of 13 September 2019. 

20. 11 Oct 19 Workshop A Workshop was held at the NPA's offices, with a number of prosecutors attending. Although 
the Cradock 4 matter was not specifically discussed as the workshop dealt with the pursuit 
International crimes in respect of Apartheid-era crims. Adv Batohi reiterated her commitment 
to fast-track the TRC cases. 

21 . 15 Nov 19 Email and Memo Email from Katarzyna Zduriczyk of the FHR to the NPA with a memo by Prof Gevers on the 
inclusion of charges for international crimes in the indictments for apartheid-era crimes. 

22. 20 Apr 20 Email with letter Letter from CDH to NPA Adv MacAdam requesting an update on the progress that has been 
made in the investigation of the murders of the Cradock 4 and pointing out that should a 
response not be received by 24 April 2020 the matter would be escalated to the NDPP. 

23. 20 Apr 20 Email with Email from Alberts to Adv Macadam regarding the 31 October 2019 email from De Bruyn and 
attachment the list of persons. 

24. 20 Apr 20 Email with letter Email from the NPA to CDH with a letter providing an update on the investigation. 

25. 23 Apr 20 Email with letter Email from Adv Macadam to CDH with a letter from the commander of the unit responsible 
for the investigation (Brigadier N Xaba of the DPCI) . 

26. 23 Apr 20 Email Email from Adv Macadam to CDH advising that he will follow-up with the state attorney 
regarding a directive. 

F¼:, 
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No. Date Nature of interaction Substance of Interaction 

1. 08 May 20 Email with letter Letter of demand to the NPA seeking a decision on the Cradock Four case by no later than 
10 July 2020 

2. 08 May 20 Email Email from the NPA to CDH acknowledging receipt of the CDH letter. 

3. 19 May 20 Email with Email from Marion to Lt Col Makua ("Makua") of the DPCI regarding the bullet projectile 
attachments evidence, with attachments of exhibits and a proposed project plan. 

4. 27 May 20 Email with letter Email from the NPA to CDH with a letter advising that the matter should be dealt with by the 
OPP Eastern Cape. 

5. 02 Jun 20 Email with Email from Marion to Makua requesting an urgent meeting with the colonel and his team; 
attachments with exhibits and project plan. 

6. 22 Jun 20 Email with letter Email from CDH to the NPA with a letter regarding the missing docket. 

7. 22 Jun 20 Email with letter Email from State Advocate Livingstone Sakata ("Sakata") of the NPA to CDH with a letter 
dated 19 June 2020 regarding the OPP Eastern Cape attending to the matter and requesting 
a meeting. 

8. 22 Jun 20 Email with letter Letter from CDH to DNDPP Advocate R De Kock and DPP Adv Sakata requesting dates for 
the meeting, together with a letter regarding the missing docket and requesting a response 
regarding the decision to prosecute by 10 July 2020, failing which proceedings would be 
launched in the High Court to compel a decision. 

9. 23 Jun 20 Meeting Meeting held between Marion and the DPCI investigative team in respect of the Cradock 4 
matter. Marion met with Makau and a team of three investigators from the SAPS Eastern 
Cape DPCI, viz, Warrant Officer V Sityoshwana ("Sityoshwana"), Warrant Officer N 
Ngcanya and Sergeant Mkulis. Marion explained the evidence that had been collected. 

~~ 
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No. Date Nature of interaction Substance of interaction 

10. 24 Jun 20 Email Email from CDH to Advocate Gounden ("Adv Gounden") of the NPA requesting a meeting 
with the team. 

11. 24 Jun 20 Email Email from Sakata to CDH advising that Adv Gounden is on leave and that they will revert in 
a week with dates when Adv Gounden will be available. 

12. 25 Jun 20 Email with Email from Marion to the SAPS with the exhibits, project plan and further aspects that require 
attachments investigation. 

13. 25 Jun 20 Email Email from Albert Maqashalala (DPCI) to Marion advising that they intend to study the 
material and revert where necessary. 

14. 30 Jun 20 Email Email from Varney to the SAPS with general background resources on the Cradock 4 case. 

15. 30 Jun 20 Email Email from Varney to the SAPS with a link to a TRC folder which includes documents 
relevant to the Cradock 4 case. 

16. 02 Jul 20 Email Email from Marion to the SAPS with intelligence for investigation. 

17. 09 Jul 20 Email Email from Marion to Makua requesting a complete electronic copy of the Zietsman Inquest. 

18. 16 Jul 20 Email Email from Marion to Makua requesting a copy of the original full record of the Zietsman 
Inquest. 

19. 22 Jul 20 Email Email from CDH to Sakata regarding proposed dates for a meeting. 

20. 23 Jul 20 Email Email from CDH to Sakata regarding the telephone call between Fletcher (CDH attorney) and 
Sakata that took place on 23 July 2020. 

~~ 
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No. Date Nature of interaction Substance of Interaction 

21 . 24 Jul 20 Email with letter Email from Sakata to CDH with a letter regarding the delay in receiving the docket and 
requesting a meeting on 06 August 2020. 

22. 28 Jul 20 Email Email from Marion to Makua to request an update on the copy of the Zietsman Inquest. 

23. 29 Jul 20 Email Email from Marion to Makua requesting whether the DPCI has received any other documents 
from the DOJ (SAHA). 

24. 29 Jul 20 Email with letter Email from CDH to Sakata requesting detail regarding the "certain issues about the docket 
and documentation" with letter from Sakata dated 23 July 2020. 

25. 29 Jul 20 Email Emails between Sakata and CDH regarding the meeting on 06 August 2020. 

26. 06 Aug 20 Meeting and Meeting held between CDH, Counsel, FHR, Lukhanyo Calata, son of the late Fort Calata 
Presentation ("Calata"), and the DPCI Investigative team, as well as Sakata. A presentation was made by 

the Varney, Zak Suleman ("Suleman") and Marion to the DPCI and Sakata. 

27. 06 Aug 20 Email Email from Varney to DPCI, Sakata and Advocate Henke Ackermann ("Adv Ackermann") 
attaching the presentation. 

28. 06 Aug 20 Email Email from Sakata advising that he will engage the DPCI and NPA team. 

29. 06 Aug 20 Email Email from Marion to the SAPS advising that the first issue that needs to be addressed is 
acquiring the list of outstanding documents from the DOJ archives. 

30. 07 Aug 20 Email Email from Marion to Makua regarding the docket. 

31. 13 Aug 20 Email with letter Email from CDH to Sakata with letter regarding the disappearance of the original docket. 

32. 13 Aug 20 Email Email from Marion to the SAPS regarding the reconstruction of the docket. 
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No. Date Nature of interaction Substance of interaction 

33. 14 Aug 20 Email Email from Marion to Makua requesting that in relation to missing docket, the charges of 
"defeating or obstruction course of justice" and "theft of the docket" be registered. 

34. 14 Aug 20 Email with Email from Marion to the SAPS and Sakata with translations of documents for intelligence 
attachments and investigation purposes. 

35. 16 Aug 20 Email Email from Sakata to CDH and the SAPS advising that he has been in contact with the office 
of the Deputy NDPP and will revert in due course. 

36. 21 Aug 20 Email Email from Marion to Makua and Sakata regarding the original Zietsman Inquest documents. 

37. 26 Aug 20 Email Emails between Marion and Makua regarding information on persons of interest. 

38. 27 Aug 20 Email Email from Marion to Makua following-up on the request to register charges for the missing 
docket. 

39. 28 Aug 20 Email Email from Marion to the SAPS and NPA regarding the reconstruction of the original 
Zietsman Inquest. 

40. 08 Sep 20 Email Email from Marion to DPCI Colonel Ripa ("Ripa") regarding their discussion on 8 September 
2020 and requesting a full copy of all the material to assist the DPCI with investigative issues 
that needed to be followed up. 

41 . 11 Sep 20 Attendance Calata attended at the Cape Town Central police station to open a criminal complaint of theft 
in relation to the disappearance of the Cradock Four docket. Calata was told that he should 
report the case in Silverton, Pretoria as it would take two months to transfer the docket. 

42. 15 Sep 20 Email Email from Marion to the SAPS regarding information and intelligence for investigation 
purposes. 
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No. 

43. 

44. 

45. 

46. 

47. 

48. 

49. 

50. 

51 . 

Date Nature of interaction 

16 Sep 20 Email 

16 Sep 20 Email 

17 Sep 20 Short Message 

18 Sep 20 Email 

21 Sep 20 Email 

1 Oct 20 Attendance 

04 Oct 20 Email with letter 

05 Oct 20 Email 

05 Oct 20 Email with letter 

8 

Substance of interaction 

Email from Marion to the SAPS regarding the Zietsman Inquest. 

Email from Marion to Ripa requesting an update on the copying of the whole Zietsman 
Inquest. 

Marion received a message from Ripa that the DPCI managed to get a copy of the Zietsman 
Inquest from the Rhodes University Cory library. Ripa also shared an electronic copy with 
Marion to assist in the investigation. Ripa also reported that they compiled a copy of the 
docket from the Cory Library. 

Email from Marion to Ripa requesting a date to meet and finalise the duplicate docket. 

Email from Marion to Ripa regarding information and intelligence. 

Leigh Watson ('Watson") of CDH attended at the Silverton Police Station in order to open a 
criminal complaint of theft in relation to the disappearance of the Cradock Four docket. SAPS 
refused accept the complaint and Watson was advised to report the matter to IPID and the 
NDPP. 

Email from CDH to the SAPS with a letter to the Minister of Police and the National 
Commissioner of the Police regarding the refusal by the SAPS to open a criminal case into 
the missing docket. 

Email from the SAPS Western Cape Provincial Commissioner to CDH advising that Cradock 
Four case falls under the Eastern Cape Province. 

Email from Lt Col Jafta Mpho to CDH and the Complaints Nodal Point regarding the letter to 
the Minister of Police and National Commissioner of the Police. 
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No. Date Nature of interaction Substance of interaction 

52. 05 Oct 20 Email Email from Lt Gen Mawela to COH and Col Swanepoel ("Swanepoel") advising Swanepoel 
to assist with opening and registering a case docket. 

53. 08 Oct 20 Email Email from Complaints Nodal Point to COH advising that the matter will be registered and 
sent to the relevant Business Unit to address. 

54. 08 Oct 20 Email Email from Marion to the SAPS regarding information and intelligence. 

55. 09 Oct 20 Email Email from Marion to Ripa requesting the status on the investigation and status of the 
reconstructed docket. 

56. 09 Oct 20 Email Email from Marion to Brigadier Gaps Govender ("Govender") requesting a meeting to brief 
him on the status of the investigation. 

57. 16 Oct 20 Meeting Meeting between Marion and Govender in Pietermaritzburg regarding the downloading of the 
Zietsman Inquest onto a flash drive. 

58. 19 Oct 20 Email Email from Govender to Marion advising that the Hawks will donate an electronic copy of the 
Zietsman Inquest documents to Rhodes University. 

59. 19 Oct 20 Email Email from Marion to Govender referring to their meeting and the electronic copy of the 
Zietsman Inquest. 

60. 20 Oct 20 Short message Marion received a message form Ripa that the docket was submitted to Adv Ackerman OPP 
Eastern Cape. 

61. 23 Oct 20 Letter OPCI letter to COH regarding the investigation of the missing docket. 

62. 29 Oct 20 Email Email from Marion to Govender requesting confirmation that the docket was handed over to 
the OPP on 20 October 2020. 

~~ 

586



10 

No. Date Nature of interaction Substance of Interaction 

63. 29 Oct 20 Email Response from Govender to Marion advising that arrangements are being made for the 
meeting 

64. 5 Nov 20 Email Email from Marion to Govender and Ripa requesting progress and submitted more 
information for investigation. 

65. 16 Nov 20 Email with Email from Marion to Govender and Ripa requesting progress on identified documents. 
annexures Marion also shared further information and intelligence on whereabouts of persons of interest 

and whether they have been approached for their versions. 

66. 16 Nov 20 Email Email from Marion to Govender and Ripa to follow up with Alberts and De Bruyn on the 
status of the persons of interest. 

67. 17 Nov 20 Email and Email from Marion to Adv Ackerman and Adv Gounden EC DPP Office. Shared with them 
annexures information and evidence at our disposal including the PowerPoint presentation. Also 

inquired whether the SAPS had made the digitized copy of the Zietsman Inquest. No 
response. 

68. 17 Nov 20 Email Email from Marion to Govender and Ripa. Shared further positive Information and 
intelligence gathered. Govender responded that he will follow up and investigate. He 
requested a list of the persons that were deceased. 

69. 20 Nov 20 Email Email from Marion to Govender and Ripa referring him to Mr Sebelemetja Tsietsi of Home 
Affairs to request the status of the Persons of interest. 

70. 01 Dec 20 Cell Phone call Call from Govender to Marion. Investigation team had experienced challenges with Covid. 

71 . 02 Dec 20 Email Email from Marion to Govender and Ripa requesting progress. 

G~ 

587



11 

No. Date Nature of interaction Substance of interaction 

72. 17 Dec 20 Email Email from Marion to Govender and Ripa - requesting progress on the status of the Persons 
of interest. 

73. 17 Dec 20 Email Email from Marion to Govender and Ripa - requesting progress on the investigation. 

74. 19 Dec 20 Email Email from Marion to Govender and Ripa - requesting whether Home Affairs have 
responded to their request. 

75. 11 Jan 21 Email and Email for Marion to Govender and Ripa requesting progress on the investigation on Cradock 
annexures 4 matter. 

76. 13 Jan 21 Email Email from Govender to Marion - no progress made as he reports that the EC DPCI has 
been affected by the Covid 19 pandemic. They are in isolation. Will report after isolation the 
next week. 

77. 14 Jan 21 Email Email from Marion to Govender acknowledging the above email. 

78. 19 Jan 21 Email and Email from Ripa - Invitation to attend a meeting and advise the DPCI on the way forward as 
annexures they had received investigations instructions from the prosecutor Adv Ackermann dated 11 th 

November 2020. 

79. 19 Jan 21 Email Email from Marion to Ripa and Govender- acknowledging Ripa's email of 19 January 2021. 

80. 19Jan21 Email Email from Ripa to Marion - Planning meeting to take place in East London 

81 . 31 Jan 21 Email and Email from Marion to Ripa, Govender and Sityoshwana - response to DPP's email of 11 
annexures November 2020 (received by Marion on 19 January 2021) and DPCl's email of 19 January 

2021 and confirmation that the meeting of 2 February 2021 will be Virtual Zoom meeting. 
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No. Date Nature of Interaction Substance of interaction 

82. 02 Feb 21 Virtual Meeting The meeting did not take place as the OPCI had connectivity challenges. The meeting was 
rescheduled for 4 February 2021. 

83. 02 Feb 21 Email and Marion resent above email to Ripa and Govender. 
annexures 

84. 02 Feb 21 Email and Email from Marion to Govender and Ripa with further information and evidence. 
annexures 

85. 04 Feb 21 Virtual Meeting via Virtual meeting - COH, Calata, Suleman Marion, FHR and the OPCI team of Ripa, Govender 
WhatsApp video and Sityoshwana attending. OPCI stated that they had submitted the documents to OPP and 
conference. were now following up on the OPP instructions. Only the documents we sent to the DPCI 

were submitted. Further guidance and leads given to the police. The OPCI promised that the 
outstanding investigation will be completed by 25th February 2021 . 

86. 04 Feb 21 Email Email from Marion to Govender and Ripa - further guidance on the investigation and OPP 
instructions dated 11th November 2020. Target date for completion of the investigation set for 
25th February 2021. 

87. 04 Feb 21 Email Email received from Ripa to Marion acknowledging the above email. 

88. 11 Feb21 Email Email from Marion to Ripa and Govender and sharing further information on his request. 

89. 11 Feb 21 Email Email from Marion to Govender and Ripa - shared the translated Zietsman Inquest 
documents with them. 

90. 16 Feb 21 Email Email from Ripa to Marion regarding the email response that Ripa had received from Gerrit 
Wagener (Head of Sensitive Records at the National Archives and Records Service of South 
Africa) advising that the documentation and information that Ripa had requested from 

s ~ 

589



s- ~ 
~ 

No. 

91. 

92. 

93. 

94. 

95. 

96. 

97. 

98. 

99. 

100. 

101. 

Date Nature of interaction 

16 Feb 21 Email 

19 Feb 21 Email 

19 Feb 21 Email 

24 Feb 21 Cell Phone call 

01 Mar 21 Email 

10 Mar 21 Email 

10 Mar 21 Email 

11 Mar 21 Email 

16 Mar 21 Email 

18 Mar 21 Email 

22 Mar 21 Email and 
annexures 

13 

Substance of interaction 
- -

Wagener was with the State Security Agency and the "Operation Katzen" file should be with 
the SANDF. 

Email from Marion to Govender and Ripa - further information given on the investigation. 

Email from Marion to Govender and Ripa - assisted with further intelligence and where to 
search for the required documents. 

Email from Ripa to Marion acknowledging the above email. 

From Ripa on progress on the investigation. Ripa reported that he managed to secure certain 
interview and documents. 

Email from Marion to Govender and Ripa requesting a meeting to conduct an audit on the 
investigation. 

Email from Marion to Govender and Ripa requesting progress. 

Email from Ripa to Marion acknowledging the above and promised to submit progress. 

Email from Marion to Govender and Ripa requesting progress on intelligence and information 
given to them. 

Email from Marion to Govender and Ripa requesting a meeting to conduct an audit of the 
investigation 

Attorney Tim Fletcher email to General Ledwaba re: status of the investigation in relation to 
the missing docket. 

Email from Marion to Govender and Ripa -Forwarded further information and evidence. 
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No. Date Nature of interaction Substance of interaction 

102. 26 Mar 21 Letter Letter from Major General N Xaba to CDH - Regarding the investigation of the missing 
docket. 

103. 06 Apr 21 Email and Email from Marion to Govender and Ripa - shared further information. 
annexures 

104. 07 Apr 21 Email Email from Marion to Govender and Ripa requesting progress. 

105. 08 Apr Email Email from Marion to Govender and Ripa - whether the DPCI had followed up on information 
shared with them. 

106. 12 Apr 21 Email Email from Marion to Govender and Ripa requesting progress 

107. 21 Apr 21 Letter CDH letter to Adv Ackermann (Director of Public Prosecutions: Eastern Cape) requesting an 
update regarding a decision in the case. 

108. 22 Apr 21 Letter Adv Ackermann to CDH advising that the matter is still being investigated. 

109. 23 Apr 21 Email Email from Marion to Govender and Ripa requesting progress. 

110. 23 April 21 Cell Phone call Marion received a cell phone call from Ripa. He reported progress but not much has been 
done as the DPCI again had challenges with regard to Covid and investigators being 
affected. 

111 . 26 Apr 21 Email Email from Marion to Sityoshwana requesting progress as it was reported that Ripa's email 
was down and his IT equipment stolen. 

112. 28 Apr 21 Email Email from Marion to Govender and Ripa - requesting progress on information given to 
them. 
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No. Date Nature of interaction Substance of interaction 

113. 29 Apr 21 Email Email from Marion to Govender and Ripa - request to conduct audit on the investigations. 

114. 03 May 21 Email Email from Ripa to Marion in reply to the audit of the investigation and to again bring the 
newly appointed investigators up to speed with the investigations. Ripa informed that a new 
set of investigators have been appointed by SAPS Head Office to solely concentrate on TRC 
cases. Meeting set for 13 and 14th May 2021. 

115. 10 May 21 Email Email from Marion to Govender and Ripa requesting progress on investigations on 
information given to them to follow up. 

116. 10 May 21 Email Email from Marion to Ripa and Govender - shared further information and evidence. 

117. 13 May 21 Cell Phone Call Call from Ripa to Marion - Investigations were experiencing challenges and meeting 
postponed to 3rd and 4th June 2021. 

118. 15 May 21 Email Email from CDH to Govender and Ripa - shared further information and evidence. 

119. 18 May 21 Email Fletcher's email to Brigadier Louw re: investigation of the missing docket 

120. 19 May 21 Email Brigadier Louw's email to Colonel De Jager re: investigating the missing docket. 

121. 02 June 21 Email Email from Marion to Govender and Ripa confirming meeting of 3 and 4th June 2021 

122. 02 June 21 Email Email from Govender to Marion acknowledging the above email. Sends his apologies that he 
would not make the meeting, but the team will attend. 

123. 3 / 4 June 21 Meeting held in Marion briefed the new DPCI investigative team on the Cradock 4 matter. SAPS team led by 
Kokstad Ripa in attendance with Marion. Also conducted an audit of documents. Marion noted from 

the meeting that very little progress had been made in relation to the investigation. 
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No. Date Nature of Interaction Substance of Interaction 

124. 04 June 21 Email Email from Marion to Lt Colonel van Zyl of the South African Police Department requesting 
access to SAPS records for the investigation. 

125. 04 June 21 Email Email from Advocate Ndou to CDH confirming that the requested documents should be 
transferred to various departments (State Security Agency, Department of Defense and 
Department of Basic Education). 

126. 07 June 21 Email Email from Marion to Ripa - further information and evidence shared with the new team. 

127. 07 June 21 Email Email from Lt Colonel van Zyl to Marion enclosing SAPS 512 Request form. 

128. 09 June 21 Email Email from CDH to Lt Colonel van Zyl enclosing completed SAPS 512 Request form. 

129. 11 June 21 Email Email from Ripa to Marion - requesting further information. 

130. 11 June 21 Email Email from Marion to Steve De Agrela of the Department of Defence ("De Agrela") following 
up on the requested outstanding documents for the investigation from the Department of 
Defence. 

131. 14 June 21 Email Email from Marion to Ripa requesting the outstanding documents for the investigation held by 
the State Security Agency and Military Archives. 

132. 15June21 Email Email from Marion to Advocate Ndou requesting minutes from State Security Council 
meeting dated 19 March 2019. 

133. 17 June 21 Email Email from CDH to Lt Colonel van Zyl following up on SAPS requested documents. 

134. 21 June 21 Email Email from Marion to Ripa, Dweba and Govender requesting any evidence gathered from the 
investigation thus far. 

~~ 
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135. 22 June 21 Email Email from Brigadier Xaba to Marion informing that the dockets had not yet been handed 
over due to a delay caused by Covid-19. 

136. 23 June 21 Email Email from Lt Colonel van Zyl to CDH stating that the SAPS 512 request is being processed. 

137. 25 June 21 Email Email from Marion to Advocate Ndou following up on the State Security Council documents. 

138. 02 July 21 Email Email from CDH to Lt Colonel van Zyl requesting an updated on the SAPS requested 
documents. 

139. 02 July 21 Email Email from Lt Colonel van Zyl to CDH stating that there is no further feedback on the request 
yet. 

140. 02 July 21 Email Email from CDH to Selebaleng Mashike of the State Security Agency requesting documents 
for the investigation. 

141. 02 July 21 Email Email from CDH to the Department of Basic Education requesting documents for the 
investigation. 

142. 02 July 21 Email Email from CDH to De Agrela following up on the documents requested by Marion for the 
investigation. 

143. 02 July 21 Cell Phone Call Cell phone call by Marion to Ripa, Colonel Dweba and Captain Bobi in which the DPCI 
confirmed receiving the tracing reports commissioned by the FHR and had approached 
certain persons of interests as recommended by Marion. 

J 
0 ~ 
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF SOUTH AFRICA 

GAUTENG DIVISION, PRETORIA 

Case Number: 

In the matter between: 

LUKHANYO BRUCE MATTHEWS CALATA 

SINDISWA ELIZABETH MKONTO 

MBULELO TERENCE GONIWE 

NOMBUYISELO NOLITHA MHLAULI 

and 

"LC41" 

1 

First Applicant 

Second Applicant 

Third Applicant 

Fourth Applicant 

NATIONAL DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC PROSECUTIONS First Respondent 

MINISTER OF JUSTICE AND CORRECTIONAL SERVICES Second Respondent 

NATIONAL COMMISSIONER OF THE SOUTH AFRICAN POLICE 
SERVICE Third Respondent 

MINISTER OF POLICE Fourth Respondent 

CHRISTOFFEL PIERRE VAN DER WESTHUIZEN Fifth Respondent 

HERMANUS BAREND DU PLESSIS Sixth Respondent 

LOURENS DU PLESSIS Seventh Respondent 

ERIC WINTER Eighth Respondent 

CRAIG WILLIAMSON Ninth Respondent 

ADRIAAN JOHANNES VLOK Tenth Respondent 
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GERRIT NICHOLAS ERASMUS Eleventh Respondent 

IZAK JOHANNES ENGELBRECHT Twelfth Respondent 

BAREND JACOBUS OU PLESSIS Thirteenth Respondent 

FREDERIK WILLEM DE KLERK Fourteenth Respondent 

JOHAN VELDE VAN DER MERWE Fifteenth Respondent 

LUKAS DANIEL BARNARD Sixteenth Respondent 

DANIEL JACOBUS LOUIS NEL Seventeenth Respondent 

SAMUEL JOHANNES DE BEER Eighteenth Respondent 

CONFIRMATORY AFFIDAVIT 

I, the undersigned, 

TIMOTHY SEAN FLETCHER 

do hereby make oath and state that: 

1 I am an adult male attorney practicing at Cliffe Dekker Hofmeyr Inc at 1 Protea 

Place, Sandown, Sandton . 
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2 The facts stated herein are within my personal knowledge and are true and 

correct. 

3 I have read the affidavit deposed to by LUKHANYO BRUCE MATTHEWS 

CALAT A and confirm the contents in so far as they relate to me. 

TIMOTHY SEAN FLETCHER 

The Deponent has acknowledged that he knows and understands the contents of this 

affidavit, which was sworn to before me and the deponent's signature was placed 
I 

thereon in my presence at /--1/ ;/// t / 1.--Jv' on this the / Z day of July 

2021, the regulations contained in Government Notice No R1258 of 21 July 1972, as 

amended, and Government Notice No R1648 of 19 August 1977, as amended, having 

been complied with. 

COMMISSIONER OF OATHS 

c.;;_ -::J;-:;;-.;1.;;:f ~L'3.~~\ 
.!l_,, t_'r 

202, -07- 1 2 
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF SOUTH AFRICA 

GAUTENG DIVISION, PRETORIA 

Case Number: 

In the matter between: 

LUKHANYO BRUCE MATTHEWS CALATA 

SINDISWA ELIZABETH MKONTO 

MBULELO TERENCE GONIWE 

NOMBUYISELO NOUTHA MHLAUU 

and 

"LC42 .. 
1 

First Applicant 

Second Applicant 

Third Applicant 

Fourth Applicant 

NATIONAL DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC PROSECUTIONS First Respondent 

MINISTER OF JUSTICE AND CORRECTIONAL SERVICES Second Respondent 

NATIONAL COMMISSIONER OF THE SOUTH AFRICAN POLICE 
SERVICE Third Respondent 

MINISTER OF POLICE Fourth Respondent 

CHRISTOFFEL PIERRE VAN DER WESTHUIZEN Fifth Respondent 

HERMANUS BAREND DU PLESSIS Sixth Respondent 

LOURENS DU PLESSIS Seventh Respondent 

ERIC WINTER Eighth Respondent 

CRAIG WILLIAMSON Ninth Respondent 

ADR1AAN JOHANNES VLOK Tenth Respondent 
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GERRIT NICHOLAS ERASMUS Eleventh Respondent 

IZAK JOHANNES ENGELBRECHT Twelfth Respondent 

BAREND JACOBUS DU PLESSIS Thirteenth Respondent 

FREDERIK WILLEM DEKLERK Fourteenth Respondent 

JOHAN VELDE VAN DER MERWE Fifteenth Respondent 

LUKAS DANIEL BARNARD Sixteenth Respondent 

DANIEL JACOBUS LOUIS NEL Sevanleenth Respondent 

SAMUEL JOHANNES DE BEER Eighteenth Respondent 

CONFIRMATORY AFFIDAVIT 

I, the undersigned. 

TIMOTHY PATRICK SMIT 

do hereby make oath and state that: 

1 I am an adult male attorney practicing as such as a director of Cliffe Dekker 

Hofmeyr situated at 1 Protea Place, Sandown, Sandton. 

2 The facls staled herein are within my own personal knowledge unless the context 

indicates otherwise and are to the best of my knowledge true and conect. 

l l 
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3 I have read the founding affidavit deposed to by LUKHANYO BRUCE 

MATTHEWS CALATA, together with the annexures thereto and confirm the 

contents thereof In so far as they relate to me. 

/ 

/ ' TIMOTHY PATRICK SMIT 

/ 

The Deponent has acknowledged that he kll6ws and understands the contents of this 

affidavit, which was sworn to before me and the deponenfs signature was placed 

thereon in my presence at _B_en_o_n_i ______ on this the 14th day of July 

2021, the regulations contained In Government Notice No R1258 of 21 July 1972, as 

amended, and Government Notice No R1648 of 19 August 19TI, as amended, having 

been complied with. 

_co ISSIONER OF OATHS 
BRENDAN ANGUS MICHIE 
Attorney and Commissioner 
of Oaths R.S.A 
Hammond Pole Majola Inc 
Blocks 4, 5 & 6, HP&D Park 
Rupee Road, Boksburg 

600



CDH 
CLIFFE DEKKER HOFMEYR 

National Director of Public Prosecutions 
VGM Building, 123 Westlake Avenue 
Weavind Park 
Silverton 
Pretoria 

Attention: Ms Shamila Batohi; Mr. Chris Macadam 
By Email: sbatohi@npa.qov.za: 

CMacadam@npa.gov.za: and 
NMonageng@npa.qov.za. 

Dear Ms Batohi and Mr. Macadam, 

MURDER OF THE CRADOCK 4 

Our Reference 

Account Number 

Your Reference 

Direct Line 

Direct Telefax 

Direct Email 

Date 

"LC43" 

1 Protea Place Sandown 2196 
Private Bag X40 Benmore 201 O 
South Africa 
Dx 42 Johannesburg 

T +27 (0)11 562 1000 
F +27 (0)11 5621111 
E jhb@cdhlegal.com 
W cliffedekkerhofmeyr.com 

Also at Cape Town and Stellenbosch 

T S Fletcher/ T P Smit 

02020934 

Cradock 4 

+27 11 5621085 

+2711 5621329 

tim.fletcher@cdhleqal.com I 
tim.smit@cdhlegal .com 

8May2020 

1 We thank you, Mr. Macadam, for your letter of 20 April 2020. In light of the fact that we -

1.1 have been instructed to place the NPA on terms in this matter, this letter is also addressed to the National 
Director of Public Prosecutions: and 

1.2 will be obliged to join the South African Police Service in any such proceedings, the National Head of the 
Directorate for Priority Crime Investigation, General S G Lebeya, is copied. 

2 For ease of reference, we attach our letter to Mr Macadam dated 20 April 2020, Mr Macadam's letter in 
response of 20 April 2020 and Brigadier Xaba's letter of 23 April 2020. 

3 We have been instructed to respond to certain paragraphs of Mr Macadam's letter. Our failure to respond to 
any assertion should not be construed as our acceptance thereof. 

4 In response to Mr Macadam's letter, we are instructed as follows -

4.1 in respect of paragraph 2, the suggestion by Mr Macadam that a decision in relation to the Cradock 4 
matter can only be made once the Mthimkulu, Motherwell and PEPCO 3 cases have been fully 
investigated, is not acceptable. In the first place, there is no prospect of a joinder of trials, and secondly it 
is evident that those cases have not been given the priority and attention that they deserved over the last 
two decades. If we were to wait until all the investigations are complete, we are likely to have to wait 
several more years, if past practice is anything to go by. In the intervening period, suspects and 

CHAIRPERSON TG Fuhrmann CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER B W Iiiams CHIEF FINANCIAL OFFICER ES Burger 

DIRECTORS: JOHANNESBURG F Ameer-Mia M Aphiri JA Aukema G Barkhuizen-Barllosa R Beerman E Bester P Bhagattjee BSS Boikanyo R Bonnet TE Brincker JJ Brink B Brown N Cara 
HLE Chang CWJ Charter CJ Daniel J Darling EF Dempster W de waal S Dickson L Erasmus P Erasmus JJ Feris TS Fletcher L Franc,s TG Fuhrmann F Gattoo MZ Gattoo J Govender 
L Granville AJ Hofmeyr Q Honey WH Jacobs T Jordaan R Kelly BL King J King Y Kleltman AM le Grange FE Leppan# CJ Lewis HJ Louw G Masina NN Mchunu B Meyer WJ Midgley 
R Moodley A Moolman MB Mpahlwa MG Mphafudi J Naidoo KT Nkaiseng BP O'Connor H Parak A Patel GH Pienaar V Pillay DB Pinnock TZ Rapuleng AG Reid M Serfontein P Singh-Dhulam 
TP Smit L Smith S Spamer FP Swart T Tosen R Valayathum HR van der Merwe JG Webber JG Wlittle DA Wilken B Williams MP Yeates 

DIRECTORS: CAPE TOWN TN Baker T J Brewis MR Collins A de Lange S Franks OF Fyler J Gillmer JW Green AJ Hannie AM Heiberg PB Hesseling S lmmelman JAD Jorge A Kariem 
KJ Keanly JA Krige IJ Lessing GC Lumb RE Marcus NS Mbambisa SI Meyer A Mhlongo T Moodley G Oniel CH Pienaar' L Rhoodie MB Rodgers BJ Scriba BPA Strauss OM Thompson 
CWV';llliams 

EXECUTIVE CONSULTANTS: AC Alexander RD Barendse VMM Cadman M Chenia HS Coetzee PJ Conradie N Hancock J Latsky NW Muller J Neser FT Newham JM Wtts-Hewinson 

CONSULTANTS: A Abercrombie JMA Evenhuis" Prof A Govindjee JH Jacobs EJ Kingdon FF Kolbe M Kraus Q Moeletsi S Naidoo S Parllhoo C Pepermans J Sweet H Vrey 

SENIOR ASSOCIATES: RS Alho KF Anderson A Bezuidenhout KA Biddulph C Bodenstein JL Botha CF Brockman JC Cameron LY Coffee E Cornelius BP Cripps N Dhana DV Durand 
C Dutilleux T Erasmus NK Fletcher RA Geswindt AJGll iam A Govuza B Hayath GT Howard SJ Jamieson TC Jegels SM Kelly N Loopoo AW MacPherson MP Manaka B Mangale V Manko 
S Mcetywa V Moodaley W Murray Z Ngakane VT Ngcobo BS Nhlapho AL Pereira J Roberts J Strydom KB Tihabanelo YA van Leeve M Werner ER West K Weyers CA Wood 

CLIFFE DEKKER HOFMEYR SERVICES PROPRIETARY LIMITED DIRECTORS: GC Badenhorst ES Burger JA Cassette AB Hoek MW Linington R Mouton B WIiiams 

'British •Dutch !Cape Town Managing Partner 

Cliffe Dekker Hotmeyr Inc. Reg No 2008/018923/21 
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Murder of the Cradock 4 

witnesses are likely to die by the time any decision is made. This will naturally defeat the interests of 
justice. In the circumstances, our clients regard this approach as a further delaying tactic; 

4.2 we have reviewed all of the information that we have provided to the NPA and SAPS, which was utilized 
to reconstruct the missing docket, and we are of the respectful view that there is sufficient evidence on 
hand to make a decision whether or not to prosecute the remaining suspects; 

4.3 we note from paragraphs 4 and 12 of Mr Macadam's letter, that the new nodal point in the Eastern Cape 
is Advocate Nico Henning. Please advise who was the previous nodal point in the Eastern Cape who 
decided to leave the NPA at short notice at the end of March because the DPCI did not commence the 
Cradock 4 investigation; 

4.4 with regard to paragraph 5, we do not see any reason why the investigation of the Cradock 4 matter 
should be delayed pending the appointment of a former TRC researcher, especially when we have 
already provided the available archived material (bar that which is contained in the National Archives) to 
you and your team; 

4.5 in respect of the missing docket, which is dealt with in paragraphs 6 and 7, we point out that the losing, 
removal or concealing of a docket is a very serious matter, if not a serious criminal offence. Our client is 
of the view that a docket in a case of this national significance that disappears is indication of an ongoing 
cover-up and obstruction of justice. Please advise whether a formal investigation has been opened 
regarding the missing docket, and if so, please advise of any progress. Please also provide the case or 
reference number of such investigation. If no investigation has been launched please advise why not; 

4.6 we agree that the disappearance of the docket is no excuse for not continuing the investigation, but it 
appears that is precisely what happened. It appears from paragraph 7 of Mr Macadam's letter that the 
docket has still not been reconstructed. If the docket contained nothing more than extracts from the 
inquest/amnesty proceedings, why is it only now being reconstructed, given that it was known, at least by 
our September meeting of last year, that it was missing? Indeed, it appears that the docket may have 
gone missing as far back as 2018. In our respectful view, this is further evidence of wilful delay or 
obstruction in this matter; 

4.7 in relation to paragraph 8, we point out that the Legal Resources Centre's copy of the full record of the 
Zietsman Inquest is located at the Wits University Historical Papers in Johannesburg;: 

4.8 regarding paragraphs 13 and 14, we respectfully cannot accept that any delays in this matter are 
attributable to the lockdown and associated restrictions. There was no progress in this matter prior to the 
lockdown and indeed no discernible progress since the winding up of the Zietsman inquest in 1994, some 
26 years ago; and 

4.9 we respectfully take exception to the excuse set out in paragraph 15 that more pressing matters are at 
hand and that the DPCI is also extremely constrained. There will always be matters that are perceived to 
be more important and indeed Mr Macadam and his office have advised of such pressing cases over 
many years. Indeed, we have come to the regrettable conclusion that it will always be claimed that there 
are more important cases in the files of the PCLU and DPCI that must take precedence over cases such 
as the Cradock 4. If this claim was acceptable it would justify an ad infinitum delay - notwithstanding the 
fact that this crime is 35 years old and suspects, witnesses and families are elderly and dying. 

5 Turning to Brigadier Xaba's letter of 23 April 2020, more specifically the final paragraph of that letter, read 
together with paragraph 12 of Mr Macadam's letter, it is unclear why Advocate Nico Henning cannot be 
briefed electronically with the documents, especially since all of the documents that we have provided are in 
electronic format. Further, it is unclear why Mr Macadam cannot discuss the matter with Advocate Henning 
via telephone or videoconference. Given the technology available, there is no reason why Advocate Henning 
cannot be briefed immediately. The only possible conclusion that can be drawn from the list of 
rationalisations in your letter is that the NPA does not regard the prosecution of Apartheid crimes for which 
no amnesty was granted as either pressing or urgent . 

2 
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6 The opportunity to hold anyone accountable for one of the most notorious crimes committed in South Africa's 
history fades with each passing day. In the circumstances, we are instructed to demand that a decision be 
made whether to prosecute the known suspects in the murder of the Cradock 4. Should we not receive your 
decision by close of business on Friday, 10 July 2020, we will have no realistic alternative but to launch 
proceedings in the High Court to compel a decision. 

Yours sincerely 

TIM FLETCHER/ TIM SMIT 
CLIFFE DEKKER HOFMEYR INC 

Copied to: 

Adv. Nico Henning - nhenning@npa.gov.za 

General S G Lebeya - LebeyaSG@saps.gov.za 

Brigadier N Xaba -

Colonel Makua -

XabaN@saps.gov.za 

MakuaJ@saps.gov.za 

http://historicalpapers-atom.wits.ac.za/inquest-into-the-death-of-matthew-goniwe-fort-calata-sparrow-mkhonto-and-sicelo-mhlauli-the­

cradock-four-ca-high-court-case-no-626-87 
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CDH 
CLIFFE DEKKER HOFMEYll 

National Prosecuting Authority 
Victoria & Griffiths, Mxenge Building 
123 Westlake Avenue 
Silverton, Pretoria 

Attention: 
By Email: 

Advocate R De Kock 
ematzke@npa.gov.za 

Our Reference 

Account Number 

Your Reference 

Direct Line 

Direct Telefax 

Direct Email 

Date 

1 Protea Place Sandown 2196 
Private Bag X40 Benmore 201 O 
South Africa 
Ox 42 Johannesburg 

T +27 (0)11 562 1000 
F +27 (0)11 562 1111 
E jhb@cdhlegal.com 
W cliffedekkerhofmeyr.com 

Also at Cape Town and Stellenbosch 

T S Fletcher/ T P Smit 

02020934 

10/2/12/3-395/2020 

+2711 5621085 

+2711 562 1329 

tim.fletcher@cdhlegal.com I 
tim.smit@cdhlegal.com 

22 June2020 

Copied to: Acting Director of Public Prosecutions (Grahamstown): lmsakata@npa.gov.za 
Colonel Makua: MakuaJ@saps.qov.za 

Dear Sirs 

RE: THE INVESTIGATION & PROSECUTION OF THE MURDERERS OF THE CRADOCK FOUR 

1 Thank you for your letter of 22 May 2020 and your confirmation that the reconstructed case docket 
has been electronically forwarded to the Acting Director of Public Prosecutions, Grahamstown for 
"further management and decision". 

2 We are now fast approaching the 35th anniversary of the murder of the Cradock Four; which date, 
we fear, is likely to be remembered as yet another anniversary of impunity for the killers of these four 
young activists. 

3 We have yet to hear from the NPA and/or its anti-corruption investigation unit as to what happened 
to the missing docket in this matter. It appears that the original docket somehow vanished while in 
the hands of some of the highest office bearers at the NPA. Please would you revert to us in this 
regard as it appears that nothing has been done in relation to the disappearance of the original 
docket between September 2019 and June 2020. 

4 We are grateful that you have requested General Lebeya of the DPCI to prioritise and urgently 
investigate the matter. Given that Brigadier Marion ("Marion") has already done considerable work 
on this case (as well as the Pebco 3) we suggest that he meets with the investigating officer and the 
assigned prosecutor in order to take them through the chronologies and relevant documentation in 
these cases. In this regard, we are pleased to hear that on Friday afternoon Colonel Makua contacted 

CHAIRPERSON TG Fuhmiann CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER B Williams CHIEF FINANCIAL OFFICER ES Burger 

DIRECTORS: JOHANNESBURG F Ameer-Mia M Aphiri JA Aukema G Bar1<huizen-8ar1losa R Beem,an E Bester P Bhagattjee BSS Boikanyo R Bonnet TE Brincker JJ Brink B Brown N Gara 
HLE Chang V Chaplin CWJ Charter CJ Daniel J Darling EF Dempster W de Waal S Dici<son L Erasmus P Erasmus JJ Feris TS Fletcher L Fran<;a TG Fuhrmann F Gattoo MZ Gattoo J Govender 
L Granville AJ Hofmeyr Q Honey \M-i Jacobs T Jordaan R Kelly BL King J King Y Kleitman AM le Grange FE Leppan# CJ Lewis HJ Louw G Masina NN Mchunu B Meyer WJ Midgley R Moodley 
A Moolman MB Mpahlwa MG Mphafudi J Naidoo KT Nkaiseng BP O'Connor H Parak A Patel GH Pienaar V Pillay DB Pinnock TZ Rapuleng AG Reid M Serfonteln P Singh-Dhulam TP Smit 
L Smith S Spamer FP Swart T Tosen R Valayathum HR van der Merwe JG Webber JG Whittle DA Wilken B Williams MP Yeates 

DIRECTORS: CAPE TOWN TN Baker T J Brewis MR Collins A de Lange S Franks OF Fyler J Gillmer JW Green AJ Hannie AM Heiberg PB Hesseling S lmmelman JAD Jorge A Kariem 
KJ Keanr,, JA Krige IJ Lessing GC Lumb RE Marcus NS Mbambisa SI Meyer A Mhlongo T Moodley G Orrie1 CH Pienaar" L Rhoodle MB Rodgers BJ Scriba BPA Strauss OM Thompson 
CWWilliams 

EXECUTIVE CONSULTANTS: AC Alexander RD Barendse VMM Gadman M Chenia HS Coetzee PJ Conradle N Hancock J Latsky NW Muller J Neser FT Newham JM Witts-Hewinson 

CONSULTANTS: A Abercrombie JMA Evenhuis" Prof A Govindjee JH Jacobs EJ Kingdon FF Kolbe M Kraus Q Moeletsi S Naidoo S Parbhoo C Pepem,ans J Sweet H Vrey 

SENIOR ASSOCIATES: RS Alho KF Anderson A Bezuidenhout KA Biddulph C Bodenstein JL Botha CF Brockman JC Cameron LY Coffee E Cornelius BP Cripps N Dhana DV Durand 
C Dutilleux T Erasmus NK Fletcher RA Geswindt AJ Giliam K Govindsamy A Govuza B Hayath GT Howard SJ Jamieson TC Jegels SM Kelly N Loopoo AW MacPherson MP Manaka B Mangale 
V Manko S Mcetywa V Moodaley W Murray Z Ngakane VT Ngcobo BS Nhlapho AL Pereira J Roberts J Strydom KB Tlhabanelo YA van Leave M Werner ER West K Weyers CA Wood 

CLIFFE DEKKER HOFMEYR SERVICES PROPRIETARY LIMITED DIRECTORS: GC Badenhorst ES Burger JA Cassette AB Hoek MW Linington R Mouton B WIiiams 

'British ~Dutch iCape Town Managing Partner 

Cliffe Dekker Hofmeyr Inc. Reg No 2008/018923/21 
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National Prosecution Service 
22 June 2020 2 

Marion and they are due to meet this coming week. Please advise when we can arrange a similar 
meeting with assigned prosecutor. 

5 We still do not know which prosecutor has been assigned this case and we would be grateful if you 
would provide us his or her details as soon as possible. 

6 We must advise that our client, Lukhanyo Calata, has reached the end of his tether. He was 3 years 
old when his father was murdered and almost 35 years later, notwithstanding admissions made by 
various perpetrators and damning documentary evidence, there has been absolutely no progress in 
this case. We are constrained to remind you that we placed the NDPP on terms in this matter on 8 
May and our client's instructions stand that should the NPA not make a decision by Friday, 10 July 
2020, we will proceed to institute legal proceedings to compel a decision. 

Yours faithfully 

TIMSMI 
CLIFF DEKKER HOFMEYR INC 

ct 
Le 
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Priority Crimes Litigation Unit 

Cliffe Dekker Hofmeyr 
JOHANNESBURG 

ATTENTION: 
E-mail: 

Tim Smit 
Tim.smith@cdhlegal.com 

INVESTIGATION INTO THE MURDER OF THE CRADOCK 4 

The National Prosecuting Authority 
South Africa 

20 April 2020 

1. I acknowledge receipt of your letter with reference T S Fletcher/T P Smit dated 

20 April 2020 and respond as follows. 

2. At our meeting of September 2019, I indicated that the Mthimkulu, PEPCO 3 and 

Cradock 4 matters should be investigated collectively as they involve essentially 

the same group of perpetrators. I also referred to the fact that the Motherwell 

bombing case was also relevant in that the deceased were killed to prevent them 

revealing their involvement in the Cradock 4 matter. In the Mthimkulu matter all 

the perpetrators have been granted amnesty but no inquest had been held, nor a 

prosecution instituted. In the PEPCO 3 matter, the investigation had yet to be 

concluded, but the indications were that the persons who refused amnesty were 

all deceased. My view was that the decision in the Cradock 4 matter should be 

made once everything had been investigated. 

3. Subsequent to that meeting Ms de Bruyn did provide feedback to Cliff Marion on 

the issues raised by him. I have been copied on the email which her supervisor 

forwarded to you today. 

Private Bag X752, Pretoria, 0001, South Africa 
VGM Building, 123 Westlake Avenue, Weavind Park, Silverton 0184 South Africa 

Tel: +27 12 845 6476 Fax: +27 12 845 6686 
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INVESTIGATION INTO THE MURDER OF THE CRADOCK 4 

4. After our meeting the matter was brought to the attention of our nodal point in the 

Eastern Cape, who indicated that he would personally attend to the matter as he 

had appeared as counsel in both the Cradock 4 and Motherwell cases. 

5. Meetings were held with the researchers to identify all the outstanding material 

located in public and private archives. At our last meeting we decided to offer a 

contract employment to a former TRC researcher who had extensively worked 

on the State Security Council and was ideally based to do the dedicated 

research which was necessary. She had indicated her willingness to work for us, 

but due to the lockdown activities, her appointment has not been able to be 

taken further through our strict procurement processes. 

6. Further efforts were made through the Head of our Prosecution Service to locate 

the missing docket as it was called for by a previous incumbent of his office. 

This failed to locate the docket. The disappearance of this docket is in fact no 

excuse for not continuing with the investigation. I am extremely concerned about 

the remarks attributed to the investigator in paragraph 4 of your letter and am 

taking this matter up with his commanding officer. 

7. The docket contained nothing more than the relevant extracts of the last Goniwe 

inquest as well as the amnesty proceedings. These records are easily re­

obtainable. In fact, I personally handed the investigating officer the Judgment of 

the amnesty committee as well as the heads of argument which were filed in the 

Goniwe inquest and other relevant documentation (these documents identified 

the relevant role players and could easily be used to reconstruct the docket). 

8. My office contacted Rhodes University in order to purchase an electronic copy of 

the inquest record in its possession. The University raised an issue regarding 

compliance with our procurement policies. We were in the process of resolving 

this issue. In addition we established that certain records were available in a 

provincial archive, but only in hard copy form. The archive lacks the capacity to 

convert the documents to an electronic format which would have necessitated 

one of our researchers having to travel to the Eastern Cape to physically peruse 

the documents and make copies of those deem to be relevant. Our researcher 
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INVESTIGATION INTO THE MURDER OF THE CRADOCK 4 

also obtained a copy of the book published by Chris Nicholsen to extract relevant 

information. 

9. Unfortunately a major stumbling block was encountered due to a lack of buy-in 

from the DPCI which is responsible for the investigation of the case. This is not 

limited to this case, but relates to all the numerous other TRC matters. 

10. Attempts at my level to get a proper buy-in failed to produce positive outcomes, 

resulting in the escalating the matter to the NDPP and then Head NPS. 

11. This resulted in a meeting between us and the Head DPCI on the 31 st of January 

2020 where I tabled my concerns. The Head DPCI undertook to seek approval 

to appoint former members who had TRC experience on a contract basis. He 

was provided by myself with a list of ex-police officers who were willing to do the 

work. I also wrote to the commanding officer expressing my concerns about 

TRC cases and requesting him to consider having investigators working full time 

on these matters and not having to accommodate them in between their other 

investigations. I had no response to this letter which was preceded by a lengthy 

meeting between myself and him. 

12. I would have again escalated the position with the DPCI had it not been for the 

lockdown. A consequence of the DPCI not having commenced the investigation 

was that our nodal point decided at short notice to leave the NPA at the end of 

March 2020. A new nodal point has been appointed, but due to the lockdown I 

have not been able to brief him fully on the matters that he must take over. 

There are several matters over and above those mentioned here. 

13. Unfortunately it is extremely difficult to give proper attention to these matters at 

the present time. Although I am every day at the office, because I have to attend 

to state security and management issues the majority of role players are not able 

to report for duty complicating engagements with them. I have been advised that 

the DPCI are also extremely constrained in what investigations they can 

currently conduct. 
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14. I am taking the issue of investigations up with the Unit Commander and will 

revert to you as soon as I receive a response. However, it is anticipated that 

proper attention to the cases will only be able to commence once the current 

restrictions are lifted. 

15. I apologise for being amiss in not communicating further with you after our 

meeting. I did however have telephonic discussions with Cliff Marion and was 

unfortunately from October 2019 to January 2020 fully occupied with addressing 

extremely serious international matters as well as having to take urgent action 

regarding a terrorist organization that was on the point of carrying out a terrorist 

attack on the country. 

Regards 

LHRIS MACADAM 
ACTING SPECIAL DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC B OSECUTIONS 
HEAD: PRIORITY CRIMES LITIGATION UNIT 

DATE: 
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"LC46 .. 

Privaatsak/Private Ba X 1500, SILVERTON 

SECTION HEAD 
Reference 

Enquiries 

CA TS 05/06/2016 

Brig N Xaba 
Col MS Mahlangu 

CRIMES AGAINST THE STATE AND TOMS 
SERIOUS ORGANISED CRIME 
DIRECTORATE FOR PRIORITY CRIME 
INVESTIGATION 

Tel 

Email 

079 889 9582 
082 778 2835 

XabaN@saps.gov.za 

The Acting Special Director 
Priority Crime Litigation Unit 
National Prosecuting Authority 
HEAD OFFICE 

SILVERTON 

INVESTIGATION INTO THE MURDER OF CRADOCK 4: CATS CAS 05/06/2016 

Your email dated 20 April 2020 refers. 

The Investigating Officer visited the families of Cradock 4 in Eastern Cape to appraise them about 
the investigation on the 19 to 22 March 2019. 

The investigator also visited the King Williamstown State archives to look for Inquest transcripts 
and other documentation that could further the investigation. 

Hence the docket was reported missing in the offices of the National Prosecuting Authority, 
Silverton, the Investigator reconstructed the new docket. 

The docket is fully reconstructed with the help of former Brigadier Marion who is employed by the 
Human Rights Foundation. 

All the relevant information has been gathered and the docket file will be presented before 
Advocate Nico Henning of Grahamstown DPP's office for perusal and guidance after the 
lockdown. 

BRIGADIER 
SECTION EAD: CRIMES AGAINST THE STATE AND TOMS 
SERIOUS ORGANISED CRIME 
DIRECTORATE FOR PRIORITY CRIME INVESTIGATION 
NXABA 

Date: ~ ~ \ t::, '-t-) L-3, 
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C:LIFFl DEKKER HOFME't'R 

NATIONAL DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC PROSECUTIONS 

VGM Building, 123 Westlake Avenue 
Weavind Park 
Silverton 
Pretoria 

Attention: Mr Chris Macadam and Ms Shamila Batohi 
By Email: cmacadam@npa.gov.za 

SBatohi@npa.gov.za 

Dear Mr Macadam and Ms Batohi 

Our Reference 

Account Number 

Your Reference 

Direct line 
Direct Telefax 

Direct Email 

Date 

1 Protea Place Sandown 2196 
Private Bag X40 Benmore 2010 
South Africa 
Ox 42 Johannesburg 

T +27 (0)11 562 1000 
F +27 (0)11 562 1·111 
E jhb@cdhlegal.com 
W cliffedekkerhofmeyr.com 

Also at Cape Town 

TS Fletcher IT Smit 

02020934 

011 562 1085/1467 

011 5621329 

tim.smi!@.r:dhle99'.cc rn 
tim fletcher(@cdhll:•Jal.re•~p 

5 September 2019 

INVESTIGATION INTO THE MURDER OF THE CRADOCK 4: SWARTSKOP CR 13/07/1985: FOUNDATION FOR 
HUMAN RIGHTS PROJECT 10698 

1 We act for Mr. Lukhanyo Calata and the Calata family. 

2 Our clients have instructed us to investigate the deaths of Fort Calata, Matthew Goniwe, Sparrow Mkhonto 
and Sicelo Mhlauli ("the Cradock 4") . 

3 We have conducted a preliminary investigation and perused the TRC Amnesty applications. From that 
investigation, we have established that the aspects listed in the below activity sheet ought to be investigated. 

4 We have not yet been able to meet with the Directorate for Priority Crime Investigation ("DPCI") to discuss the 
investigation and would be grateful if you could arrange a meeting with the investigating officer, yourselves 
and our team as soon as possible (preferably within the next 2 weeks). 

5 Whilst we await your response regarding the requested meeting, please would you consider the activity sheet 
below and advise which aspects have already been investigated and addressed, as we would like to avoid 
duplicating investigative efforts. 

6 We also enclose a list of exhibits required for the investigation and would be grateful if you could assist us in 
obtaining these. 

CHAIRPERSON TG Fuhmiann CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER B Wiiams CHIEF FINANCIAL OFFICER ES Burger 

DIRECTORS: JOHANNESBURG M Aphlri JAAukema G Barl<huizen-Barbosa R Beennan E Bester P Bhagattjee BSS Boikanyo R Bonnel TE Brincller B Brown N Cara HLE Chaog CWJ Chart"-r 
NS Comte CJ Daniel J Darling EF Dempster S Dickson L Erasmus P Erasmus JJ Feris TS Retctier L Franl'II TG Fuhnnann F Gattoo MZ Gatloo SB Gore J Go~nder L Granville AJ Holmeyr 
Q Honey WH Jacobs JCA Jones T Jordaan BL King J King Y Kletman AM le Grange FE Leppan• CJ Lewis HJ Louw G Maslna NN Mch111u B Meyer WJ Midgley z Mohamed R Moodley 
A Moolman MB Mpahlwa MG Mphafudi KT Nkalseng BP O'Connor A Patel GH Pienear V Pilley OB Pinnock NA Preston AW Prelorius TZ Rapuleng AG Rei<I M Serfonlein P SiP'gh-Dhulam 
TP Smil L Smith FP Swart T Tosen M Treurnicht R Valayathum O Vallabh HR van d• Merwe VvPS van Wyk JG Webber JG Whittle DA Wilken B Williams MP Yeales 

DIRECTORS: CAPE TOWN F Ameer-MiaTN Bak&rTJ Brewis MR Collins A de LangeWdeWaal Lf l:gypt S Franks OF FyferJ GinmarJWGreenAJ Hannie AM Helberg PB Hesselin~ RC Horn 
S lmmelman JAO Jorge A Kariem KJ Keenly JA Krige IJ Lessing GC Lumb RE Man:us NS Mbambisa SI Me)l8r A Mhlong<> T Moodley FT Newnam G Orne! CH Pienaar" Af' Pilley L Rhoodie 
MB Rodgers BJ Scriba S Singh GJ Stansfield BPA Slrauss OM Thompson CW WIiiiams 

EXECUTIVE CONSULTANTS: AC Alexander VMM Cadrruan M Chenia HS Coetzee PJ Conradi& N Hancock WH Jense van Ransburg J Latsky NW Muller J Neser JM Wilts-Hewinson 

CONSULTANTS: A Abercrombia RD Barendse JMA Evenhuis" Prof A Govindjee JH Jacobs EJ Kingdon FF Kolbe 

SENIOR ASSOCIATES: S Adams RS Alho ME Badenhorst A Bezuldenhoul KA Biddulph JJ Brink CF Brockman JC Cameron L Chance LY Coffee E Cornelius BP Cripps C Dulilleux F Ecklelcn 
T Erasmus NK Flelcher V Govender GT Howard TC Jegels SM Kelly N Loopoo MM Mailula B Mangale V Manko N Mie V Moodley V Moodaley WMurray J Naidoo Z Ngakane VT Ngcobo 
AL Pereira J Roberts J Strydom KB Tlhabanelo D van der Weslhulzen YA van Leeve R Webstor K Weyets CA Wood 

CLIFFE DEKKER HOFMEYR SERVICES PROPRIETARY LIMITED DIRECTORS: GC Badenhorst ES Burger JA CasseUe TR Cohen• AB Hoek MW Lininglon R Mouton B Wi"iams 

•British •Dutch 'Cape Town Managing Partner •Business Development Director 

Cliffe Dekker Hofmeyr Inc. Reg No 20081018923121 
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National Director of Public Prosecutions - Mr Chris Macadam and Ms Shamila Batohi 
5 September 2019 2 

7 We would be grateful to receive your feedback by as soon as possible, preferably by 9 September 2019, so 
that we can report back to our clients. 

8 Your assistance is greatly appreciated. 

Yours sincerely 

,/2 
/ .,...__ 

I 
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CLIFFE DEKKER HOFMEYII 

National Director of Public Prosecutions 
VGM Building, 123 Westlake Avenue 
Weavind Park 
Silverton 
Pretoria 

Attention: Mr. Chris Macadam 
By Email: CMacadam@npa.qov.za 

SBatohi@npa.gov.za 

Dear Mr. Macadam 

INVESTIGATION INTO THE MURDER OF THE CRADOCK 4 

Our Reference 

Account Number 

Your Reference 

Direct Line 

Direct Telefax 

Direct Email 

Date 

1 Protea Place Sandown 2196 
Private Bag X40 Benmore 2010 
South Africa 
Ox 42 Johannesburg 

T +27 (0)11 562 1000 
F +27 (0)11 562 1111 
E jhb@cdhlegal.com 
W cliffedekkerhofmeyr.com 

Also at Cape Town and Stellenbosch 

T S Fletcher / T P Smit 

02020934 

Cradock4 

+27 11 562 1085 

+2711 562 1329 

tim.fletcher@cdhlegal.com I 
tim.smit@cdhlegal.com 

20April 2020 

1 As you know, we act for Mr. Lukhanyo Calata ("Mr. Calata") and the Calata family. We are also in the process 
of engaging Mrs. Mhauli and Mrs. Mrs Mkhonto as our clients. 

2 For the purposes of this letter, we need to first set out the relevant chronology of events that has led to us 
being compelled to address this letter to you -

2.1 On 5 September 2019, we addressed a letter to both you and Ms. Batohi, in which letter we recorded, inter 
alia, that we -

2.1 .1 had conducted a preliminary investigation (including a review of the relevant TRC applications) in regard 
to the deaths of Fort Calata, Matthew Goniwe, Sparrow Mkhonto and Sicelo Mhauli ("the Cradock 4"); 
and 

2.1.2 were of the view that further investigations were required in relation to the murders of the Cradock 4. 

2.2 Pursuant to that letter, you invited us to meet with you at your offices at 123 Westlake Street, Weavind 
Park, Pretoria on 12 September 2019. 

2.3 We met with you and your team (Marthi Alberts ("Alberts") and Zelda de Bruyn ("de Bruyn")) on 12 
September 2020, during which meeting you advised us that-

CHAIRPERSON TG Fuhnnann CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER B Williams CHIEF FINANCIAL OFFICER ES Burger 

DIRECTORS: JOHANNESBURG F Ameer-Mia M Aphiri JA Aukema G Barkhuizen-Barbosa R Beennan E Bester P Bhagalljee BSS Boikanyo R BonnelTE Brincker B Brown N Cara HLE Chang 
CWJ Charter CJ Daniel J Darling EF Dempster W de Waal S Dickson L Erasmus P Erasmus JJ Feris TS Fletcher L Fran9S TG Fuhnnann F Gattoo MZ Gattoo J Govender L Granville AJ Hofmeyr 
Q Honey 11\/H Jacobs JCA Jones T Jordaan BL King J King Y Kleitman AM le Grange FE Leppan• CJ Lewis HJ Louw G Masina NN Mchunu B Meyer WJ Midgley R Moodiey A Moolman 
MB Mpahlwa MG Mphafudi KT Nkaiseng BP O'Connor H Parak A Patel GH Pienaar V Pillay DB Pinnock AW Pretorius TZ Rapuleng AG Reid M Serfontein P Singh-Dhulam TP Smit L Smith S 
Spamer FP Swart T Tosen R Valayathum HR van der Merwe WPS van Wyk JG Webber JG Whittle DA \/\,liken B Williams MP Yeates 

DIRECTORS: CAPE TOWN TN BakerT J Brewis MR Collins A de Lange S Franks DF Fyler J Gillmer JWGreen AJ Hannie AM Heiberg PB Hes'seling RC Hom S lmmelman JAD Jorge A Kariem 
KJ Keanly JA Krige IJ Lessing GC Lumb RE Marcus NS Mbambisa SI Meyer A Mhiongo T Moodley FT Newham G Orne! CH Pienaar' L Rhoodie MB Rodgers BJ Scriba SPA Strauss 
DM Thompson CW Williams 

EXECUTIVE CONSULTANTS: AC Alexander RD Barendse VMM Cadman M Chenia HS Coetzee PJ Conradie N Hancock 11\/H Janse van Ransburg J Latsky NW Muller J Neser 
JM V\,ltts-Hewinson 

CONSULTAN'TS: A Abercrombie JMA Evenhuis" Prof A Govindjee JH Jacobs EJ Kingdon FF Kolbe M Kraus Q Moeletsi S Naidoo S Parbhoo C Peperrnans J Sweet H Vrey 

SENIOR ASSOCIATES: S Adams RS Alho KF Anderson A Bezuidenhout KA Biddulph C Bodenstein JL Botha JJ Brink CF Brockman JC Cameron LY Coffee E Cornelius BP Cripps N Dhana 
DV Durand C Dutilleux T Erasmus NK Flelcher RA Geswindt AJ Gillam A Govuza B Hayath GT Howard SJ Jamieson TC Jegels SM Kelly N Loopoo AW MacPherson MP Manaka B Mangale 
V Manko S Mcetywa N Mia V Moodaley W Murray J Naidoo Z Ngakane VT Ngcobo BS Nhiapho AL Pereira J Roberts J Slrydom KB Tlhabanelo YA van Leave M Werner ER West K Weyers 
CA Wood 

CLIFFE DEKKER HOFMEYR SERVICES PROPRIETARY LIMITED DIRECTORS: GC Badenhorsl ES Burger JA Cassette AB Hoek MW Linington R Mouton B Wiliams 

"British "Dutch 1Cape Town Managing Partner 

Cliffe Dekker Hotmeyr inc. Reg No 2008/018923/21 
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Mr. Chris Macadam- Public Prosecutions 
20 April 2020 2 

2.3.1 you had invited the investigating officer ("the 10") from the Directorate for Priority Crime Investigation 
("DPCI") to the meeting but that your invitation had been declined as the 10 was too busy to attend; 

2.3.2 you had raised your concerns with the DPCI in regard to their approach of wanting to investigate murders 
that had occurred in other provinces (such as the Eastern Cape in the case of the Cradock 4) from a 
unit based in Pretoria, but that you had been assured that a local investigator from the relevant region 
would be appointed to investigate with oversight being maintained by the DPCI; 

2.3.3 the dockets of the apartheid era murders would be sent to the relevant regions and that you had been 
provided with an undertaking from the DPCI that you would be provided with a list of people who had 
been assigned to investigate matters, including the Cradock 4 matter; 

2.3.4 the original docket in the Cradock 4 matter had been "removed' and could not be located and that the 
anti-corruption unit was investigating the disappearance of the original docket; and 

2.3.5 between our team, which included retired Brigadier Clifford Marion ("Marion"), and your team of 
researchers, we could put the entire picture together for the DPCI and put the ball back into their court. 

2.4 It was agreed at the aforementioned meeting that we (particularly Marion) would share all of the 
documentation and evidence that had been collected with you and your team in order to put together a new 
docket for the DPCI. 

2.5 Following on from that meeting, on 13 September 2019, Marion sent an email to Alberts and de Bruyn in 
which, inter a/ia, Marion had requested information as to which of the individuals referred to in the email 
were alive or dead. 

2.6 On 18 September 2019, Marion provided you, Alberts and de Bruyn with a copy of the confession made by 
Eric Taylor in relation to the murder of the Cradock 4. 

2.7 On 3 October 2019, Marion requested an update from Alberts and de Bruyn in relation to his email of 13 
September 2019, to which, to date, he has not received a response. 

2.8 Marion provided you and your research team (in a 12-part email chain) with all of the information and 
documentation referenced in the attached "Exhibits Lise', which information and documentation had been 
sourced from various sources in relation to the murders of the Cradock 4. 

3 Notwithstanding all of the aforementioned efforts on our part, particularly those of Marion, which efforts 
included providing you with the necessary documents to continue the investigation and a recommendation to 
prosecute certain individuals, we have yet to hear from you as to whether you will be instituting prosecutions 
into the murders of the Cradock 4. 

4 In addition to your silence and the delays experienced in the investigation and prosecution, and most 
concerningly, our client, Mr. Calata, recently received a telephone call from the investigating officer, Colonel 
Joe Makua, who advised our client that despite the fact that he wanted to continue with the investigation of the 
murders of the Cradock 4, he could not do so because you had advised him that the docket had been taken 
by an unidentified individual and could not be located. 

5 Given the extent of our efforts, we do hope that the statements made by the investigating officer are nothing 
more than a misunderstanding, but given the continued extensive delays experienced by our clients in 
attempting to have justice served, we must demand answers to our below questions as a matter of urgency -

5.1 What progress has been made in the investigation of the murders of the Cradock 4 since our meeting of 12 
September 2019? 

5.2 What is the status of the original docket? 

5.3 To the extent that the position remains that the original docket cannot be located, what is the status of the 
reconstructed docket? 
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Mr. Chris Macadam - Public Prosecutions 
20 April 2020 

5.4 Are you in possession of any of the original signed statements and/or documents? 

3 

6 We hope to maintain the excellent working relationship that we have established with you and we remain 
hopeful that we can advance the matter of the investigation and prosecution of those responsible for the 
murders of the Cradock 4 as a matter of urgency, but with each passing day, the opportunity to hold anyone 
accountable fades, especially when considering the age of those implicated. Accordingly, to the extent that we 
do not hear from you on or before the close of business on Friday, 24 April 2020, we will have no alternative 
but to address urgent correspondence to Ms. Batohi in regard to this matter. 

Yours sincerely 

TIM SMIT 
CLIFFE DEKKER HOFMEYR INC 
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CDH 
CLIFFE DEKKER HOFMEYR 

Acting Director of Public Prosecutions 
Grahamstown 
94 High Street 
Grahamstown 

Attention: Mr. LM Sakata 
By Email: lmsakata@npa.gov.za 

Dear Mr Sakata 

Our Reference 

Account Number 

Your Reference 

Direct Line 

Direct Telefax 

Direct Email 

Date 

1 Protea Place Sandown 2196 
Private Bag X40 Benmore 2010 
South Africa 
Dx 42 Johannesburg 

T +27 (0)11 562 1000 
F +27 (0)11 5621111 
E jhb@cdhlegal.com 
W cliffedekkerhofmeyr.com 

Also at Cape Town and Stellenbosch 

T P Smit/ T S Fletcher 

02020934 

0/2/ 12/3-395/2020 

+27 11 562 1085 / 1061 

+27115621329/1661 

tim.fletcher@cdhlegal.com / 
tim.smit@cdhlegal.com 

13 August 2020 

THE INVESTIGATION AND PROSECUTION OF THE MURDERERS OF THE CRADOCK FOUR 

1 Thank you for meeting with us (albeit virtually) on 6 August 2020. 

2 The discussions held during the meeting are very promising and we look forward to working with you, the 
National Prosecution Authority ("NPA") and the investigative team of the Directorate for Priority Crime 
Investigation to advance the investigation and ultimately pursue the prosecution of the murderers of the 
Cradock Four. 

3 During our meeting, one of the items that was discussed was the investigation in regard to the inexplicable 
disappearance of the original docket. You indicated to us that you intend to send correspondence to the NPA 
to demand a response as to whether there has been an investigation into the missing docket and if so, to 
determine what the outcome of that investigation was. 

4 In the spirit of our newly formed collaborative efforts to seek justice for the families of the Cradock Four, we 
kindly request that you provide us with a copy of the correspondence that you have sent or intend to send to 
the NPA, as well as with a copy of the response that is received. 

5 o hearing from you. 

r-,.._ 

CHER/ TIM SMIT 
DEKKER HOFMEYR INC 

ECTOR$: JOHANNESBURG F Ameer-Mia M Aphiri JA Aukema G Barkhuizen-Barbosa R Beerman E Bester P Bhagattjee BSS Boikanyo R Bonnet TE Brincker JJ Brink B Brown N Cara 
LE Chang VChaplin CWJ Charter CJ Daniel J Darling EF DempslerWdeWsal L Erasmus P Erasmus JJ Feris TS Fletcher L Fran93TG Fuhrmann F Galtoo MZ Gattoo J Govender L Granville 

AJ Hofrneyr Q Honey WH Jacobs T Jordaan R Kelly BL King J King Y Kleitman AM le Grange FE Leppan# CJ Lewis HJ Louw G Maslna NN Mchunu B Meyer WJ Midgley R Moodley A Moolman 
MB Mpahlwa MG Mphafudi J Naidoo KT Nkaiseng BP O'Connor H Parak A Patel GH Pienaar V Pillay DB Pinnock TZ Rapuleng AG Reid M Serfontein P Singh-Dhulam TP Smit L Smith 
S Spamer FP Swart T Tosen R Valayathum HR van der Merwe JG Webber JG Whittle DA 'Mlken B 'Mlliams MP Yeates 

DIRECTORS: CAPE TOWN TN Baker T J Brewis MR Collins A de Lange S Franks DF Fyler J Gillmer JW Green AJ Hannie AM Heiberg PB Hesseling S Immel man JAD Jorge A Kari em 
KJ Keanly JA Krige IJ Lessing GC Lumb RE Marcus NS Mbambisa SI Meyer A Mhlongo T Moodley G Orrie§ CH Pienaar" L Rhoodie MB Rodgers BJ Scriba SPA Strauss DM Thompson 
CWWllliams 

EXECUTIVE CONSULTANTS: AC Alexander RD Barendse M Chenia HS Coetzee PJ Conradie J Latsky NW Muller J Neser FT Newham JM Wltts-Hewinson 

CONSULTANTS: A Abercrombie JMA Evenhuis" Prof A Govindjee JH Jacobs EJ Kingdon FF Kolbe M Kraus Q Moeletsi S Naidoo S Parbhoo C Pepermans J Sweet H Vrey 

SENIOR ASSOCIATES: RS Alho KF Anderson A Bezuldenhout KA Biddulph C Bodenstein JL Botha CF Brockman JC Cameron LY Coffee E Cornelius BP Cripps N Dhana 
DV Durand C Dutilleux T Erasmus NK Fletcher RA Geswindt AJ Giliam K Govlndsamy A Govuza N Hancock B Hayath GT Howard SJ Jamieson TC Jegels SM Kelly N Loopoo AW MacPherson 
MP Manaka B Mangale V Manko S Mcetywa V Moodaley W Murray Z Ngakane VT Ngcobo BS Nhlapho AL Pereira J Roberts J Strydom KB Tlhabanelo YA van Leeve M Werner ER West 
KWe~~~ .P 
CLIFFE DEKKER HOFMEYR SERVICES PROPRIETARY LIMITED DIRECTORS: GC Badenhorst ES Burger JA Cassette AB Hoek MW Linington R Mouton B 'Mlliams G~ 
•British -Dutch §Cape Town Managing Partner 
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CDH 
CLIFFE DEKKER HOFMEYII 

Minister of Police 
756 - 7th Floor, Wachthuis Building 
231 Pretorius Street 
Pretoria 

National Commissioner of the Police 
Lieutenant General Khehla John Sithole 

Attention: 

By Email: 

Dear Sirs 

General Bheki Cele 
Lieutenant General Khehla John Sithole 

GaehlerSM K@saps.gov .za 
sitholek@saps.gov.za 

Our Reference 

Account Number 

Your Reference 

Direct Line 

Direct Telefax 

Direct Email 

Date 

1 Protea Place Sandown 2196 
Private Bag X40 Benmore 2010 
South Africa 
Dx 42 Johannesburg 

T +27 (0)11 562 1000 
F +27 (0)115621111 
E jhb@cdhlegal.com 
W cliffedekkerhofmeyr.com 

Also at Cape Town and Stellenbosch 

T S Fletcher/ T P Smit I 02020934 

02020934 

+27 11 562 1085 

+2711 562 1329 

tim.smit@cdhlegal.com 

4 October 2020 

REFUSAL BY SAPS TO OPEN A CRIMINAL CASE INTO THE MISSING CRADOCK FOUR DOCKET 

1 We act for Mr. Lukhanyo Calata. Our client is the son of the late Fort Calata, who was brutally 
murdered, along with Matthew Goniwe, Sparrow Mkhonto and Sicelo Mhlauli (the "Cradock 4") by 
members of the Security Branch of the erstwhile South African Police on 27 June 1985. 

2 We have on record the following Crime Register (CR) numbers pertaining to the Cradock 4: 

2.1 KwaZakele CR 373/06/1985 - Body of Mathew Goniwe - Murder; 
2.2 KwaZakele CR 212/06/1985 - Suspected to be the burnt-out Honda Ballard; 
2.3 Swartkops CR 12/07/1985- Body of Sicelo Mhlauli- Murder; 
2.4 Swartkops CR 13/07/1985 - Body of Sparrow Mkhonto - Murder; and 
2.5 Swartkops CR 140/06/1985- Body of Fort Calata- Murder. 

3 Notwithstanding that two inquests were held in 1987 and 1992, the making of findings by the Truth 
and Reconciliation Commission ("TRC"), and the denial of amnesty to most of the perpetrators, 
nobody has been held criminally accountable for the murders of the Cradock 4 - more than 35 years 
after their murder. 

4 We are aware that a criminal docket was previously opened in relation to the murders of the Cradock 
4, but that the original docket has "gone missing'' perhaps as far back as 2018, or earlier. 

CHAIRPERSON TG Fuhnnann CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER B Williams CHIEF FINANCIAL OFFICER ES Burger 
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CONSULTANTS: A Abercrombie JMA Evenhuis J Ewang • Prof A Govindjee JH Jacobs EJ ~ngdon FF Kolbe M Kraus Q Moeletsi S Naidoo S Parbhoo C Pepennans J Sweet H Vrey 
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Minister of Police & National Commissioner of the Police 
4 October 2020 2 

5 During a meeting held at the head office of the National Prosecuting Authority ("NPA") on 12 
September 2019 to discuss the status of the investigation, Advocate Chris Macadam ("Adv. 
Macadam") (the Acting Special Director of Public Prosecutions) advised us that the original 
investigation docket had been removed from the offices of the NPA and could not be located. 

6 In a letter sent by Adv. Macadam of the Priority Crimes Litigation Unit of the NPA dated 20 April 2020 
(a copy of which is attached marked "A"), Adv. Macadam stated in paragraph 6 thereof that "efforts 
were made through the Head of the Prosecution Se Nice to locate the missing docket as it was called 
for by a previous incumbent of this office" but that those efforts had "failed to locate the dockef'. 

7 The fact that the original docket had gone missing was also recorded in a letter sent by Brigadier N 
Xaba, the Section Head: Crimes against the State of the Directorate for Priority Crimes to the NPA 
on 23 April 2020. In that letter (a copy of which is attached marked "B"), Brigadier Xaba states in the 
fourth paragraph thereof that the "docket was reported missing in the offices of the National 
Prosecuting Authority". 

8 On the instructions of our client, we made multiple requests for an official investigation to be opened 
into the circumstances surrounding the disappearance of the docket and the original documents 
contained therein. All attempts to persuade the NPA and South African Police Service ("SAPS") to 
open an official investigation have fallen on deaf ears. 

9 Our client is understandably concerned that the removal of the docket may amount to a cover-up. 
Particularly so when considering that this case has been delayed for more than 3 decades and that 
the NPA has admitted under oath that political interference suppressed the cases referred by the 
TRC to the NPA, including the Cradock 4 case. In this regard see the supplementary affidavits of 
Advocates T P Pretorius SC and CR Macadam filed in Rodrigues v NDPP & Others [2019] 3 All SA 
962 (GJ). 

10 Accordingly, an investigation was required into the possible concealing or destruction of the original 
police docket. The potential criminal charges would be theft of a police docket, as well as attempting 
to defeat or obstruct the administration of justice. 

11 Since there were no discernible efforts to investigate the disappearance of the original docket, on 11 
September 2020, our client, who lives in Cape Town, attended at the Central Police Station in 
Buitenkant Street in order to lay a complaint in relation to the missing docket. At the police stations, 
Captains Wyderman and Van Niekerk declined to process the complaint advising Mr Calata, inter 
alia, that-

11.1 the case should be opened at the Silverton Police Station in Pretoria, as Pretoria is the most likely 
area in which the docket went missing; and 

11.2 that if the case was opened at the Central Police Station, Cape Town, the matter would be 
transferred to the Silverton Police Station, which transfer process "could take months". 

12 We were perplexed by the response of the SAPS since it is our understanding that a complainant 
can register a case anywhere in the Republic. We are of the view that the SAPS ought to have 
assisted Mr Calata by registering the case, giving him a CAS number and then transferring the docket 
to the station in the area where the crime was committed. We fail to understand why this would have 
taken months. 

13 Nonetheless, on 1 October 2020, Mr. Leigh Watson ("Mr. Watson") from our Sandton office attended 
at the Silverton Police Station in Pretoria to lay the complaint on our client's behalf in accordance 
with the advice received from Captains Wyderman and Van Niekerk. He attempted to hand over an 
affidavit made by Mr. Calata, a copy of which is annexed hereto marked "C". 
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Minister of Police & National Commissioner of the Police 
4 October 2020 3 

14 At the Silverton Police Station, Mr. Watson was informed by Colonel Everson and Captain Damon 
that our client could not open a case with the SAPS regarding the missing docket, as only the 
Independent Police Investigative Directorate ("IPID") could investigate such a case. This is 
notwithstanding the advice offered by Mr Watson that the docket went missing while in the 
possession of the NPA not the SAPS. 

15 The Independent Police Investigative Directorate Act 1 of 2011 authorises IPID to investigate 
criminal offences allegedly committed by members of the SAPS and the Metro Police Services. The 
IPID has no authority to investigate the NPA. We are of the respectful view that the SAPS acted 
unlawfully in refusing to open a case of theft and defeating the administration of justice in respect of 
the missing Cradock 4 docket. 

16 The prosecution of those responsible for the brutal murders of the Cradock 4 is a matter of national 
importance. The removal, disposal, destruction or concealment of the original docket amounts to a 
serious offence. It has considerably inhibited and delayed the murder investigations. We accordingly 
seek the intervention of your good offices to ensure that a criminal investigation ensues without 
further delay. 

17 We look forward to receiving your urgent response. 

Yours faithfully 

TIM FLETCHER/ TIM SMIT 
CLIFFE DEKKER HOFMEYR INC 

Copied to: 

Minister of Justice: Minister Ronald Lamola 
By Email: ZaneNdlovu@justice.gov.za 

Provincial Commissioner of Police (Western Cape): Lt Gen Y Matakata 
By Email: MatakataY@saps. gov.za 

National Director of Public Prosecutions: Adv Shamila Batohi 
By Email: SBathoi@npa.gov.za 

Provincial Commissioner of Police (Western Cape): Lt Gen Y Matakata 
By Email: MatakataY@saps.gov.za 

Provincial Commissioner of Police (Gauteng): Lt Gen E Mawela 
By Email: Mawelae@saps.gov.za 

Director of Public Prosecutions (Eastern Cape): Adv L M Sakata 
Email: lmsakata@npa.gov.za 

Provincial Commissioner of Police (Western Cape): Lt Gen Y Matakata 
By Email: MatakataY@saps. qov.za 

Investigating Officer (DPCI): Colonel Joe Makua 
By Email: MakuaJ@saps.gov.za 

Station Commander: Central Cape Town Police Station 
By Email: CT-CENTRAL-SAPS@saps.gov.za 

Station Commander: Silverton Police Station 
By Email: GPPtaSilvertonSAPS@saPs. qov.za 
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Priority Crimes Litigation Unit 

Cliffe Dekker Hofmeyr 
JOHANNESBURG 

ATTENTION: 
E-mail: 

Tim Smit 
Tim.smith@cdhlegal.com 

INVESTIGATION INTO THE MURDER OF THE CRAOOCK 4 

"A" 

The National Prosecuting Authority 
South Africa 

20 April 2020 

1. I acknowledge receipt of your letter with reference T S Fletcher/f P Smit dated 

20 April 2020 and respond as foHows. 

2. At our meeting of September 2019, I indicated that the Mthimkulu, PEPCO 3 and 

Cradock 4 matters should be investigated collectively as they involve essentially 

the same group of perpetrators. I also referred to the fact that the Motherwell 

bombing case was also relevant in that the deceased were killed to prevent them 

revealing their involvement in the Cradock 4 matter. In the Mthimkulu matter all 

the perpetrators have been granted amnesty but no inquest had been held, nor a 

prosecution instituted. In the PEPCO 3 matter, the investigation had yet to be 

concluded, but the indications were that the persons who refused amnesty were 

all deceased. My view was that the decision in the Cradock 4 matter should be 

made once everything had been investigated. 

3. Subsequent to that meeting Ms de Bruyn did provide feedback to Cliff Marion on 

the issues raised by him. I have been copied on the email which her supervisor 

forwarded to you today. 

Private Bag X752, Pretoria, 0001, South Africa 
VGM Building, 123 Westlake Avenue, Weavind Park, Silverton 0184 South Africa 

Tel: +27 12 845 6476 Fax: +27 12 845 6686 
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INVESTIGATION INTO THE MURDER OF THE CRADOCK 4 

4. After our meeting the matter was brought to the attention of our nodal point in the 

Eastern Cape, who indicated that he would personally attend to the matter as he 

had appeared as counsel in both the Cradock 4 and Motherwell cases. 

5. Meetings were held with the researchers to identify all the outstanding material 

located in public and private archives. At our last meeting we decided to offer a 

contract employment to a former TRC researcher who had extensively worked 

on the State Security Council and was ideally based to do the dedicated 

research which was necessary. She had indicated her willingness to work for us, 

but due to the lockdown activities, her appointment has not been able to be 

taken further through our strict procurement processes. 

6. '.further effo~rts wer~ n1pd~ thrpuqh th~ Hefill of our Proseg,_utiqn .ServiG,e tQ lo.cat~ 

%'ie m1ssin~ docket as rt was called for ·by a previous incumbent of his ~ffi~e~ 

fhls ta1fed to locate the docket fh~ cjJ~pea~Q~~ Qf tb_i§ dofk~t is in f~~t nQ 

, excuse for not conff nuin? with The mvesfi-9.ation._ I am extremely concerned about 

the remarks attributed to the investigator in paragraph 4 of your letter and am 

taking this matter up with his commanding officer. 

7. The docket contained nothing more than the relevant extracts of the last Goniwe 

inquest as well as the amnesty proceedings. These records are easily re­

obtainable. In fact, I personally handed the investigating officer the judgment of 

the amnesty committee as well as the heads of argument which were filed in the 

Goniwe inquest and other relevant documentation (these documents identified 

the relevant role players and could easily be used to reconstruct the docket). 

8. My office contacted Rhodes University in order to purchase an electronic copy of 

the inquest record in its possession. The University raised an issue regarding 

compliance with our procurement policies. We were in the process of resolving 

this issue. In addition we established that certain records were available in a 

provincial archive, but only in hard copy form. The archive lacks the capacity to 

convert the documents to an electronic format which would have necessitated 

one of our researchers having to travel to the Eastern Cape to physically peruse 

the documents and make copies of those deem to be relevant. Our researcher 
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INVESTIGATION INTO THE MURDER OF THE CRADOCK 4 

also obtained a copy of the book published by Chris Nicholsen to extract relevant 

information. 

9. Unfortunately a major stumbling block was encountered due to a lack of buy-in 

from the DPCI which is responsible for the investigation of the case. This is not 

limited to this case, but relates to all the numerous other TRC matters. 

1 o. Attempts at my level to get a proper buy-in failed to produce positive outcomes, 

resulting in the escalating the matter to the NDPP and then Head NPS. 

11. This resulted in a meeting between us and the Head DPCI on the 31 st of January 

2020 where I tabled my concerns. The Head DPCI undertook to seek approval 

to appoint former members who had TRC experience on a contract basis. He 

was provided by myself with a list of ex-police officers who were willing to do the 

work. I also wrote to the commanding officer expressing my concerns about 

TRC cases and requesting him to consider having investigators working full time 

on these matters and not having to accommodate them in between their other 

tnvestigations. I had no response to this letter which was preceded by a lengthy 

meeting between myself and him. 

12. I would have again escalated the position with the DPCI had it not been for the 

lockdown. A consequence of the DPCI not having commenced the investigation 

was that our nodal point decided at short notice to leave the NPA at the end of 

March 2020. A new nodal point has been appointed, but due to the lockdown I 

have not been able to brief him fully on the matters that he must take over. 

There are several matters over and above those mentioned here. 

13. Unfortunately it is extremely difficuft to give proper attention to these matters at 

the present time. Although I am every day at the office, because I have to attend 

to state security and management issues the majority of role players are not able 

to report for duty complicating engagements with them. I have been advised that 

the DPCI are also extremely constrained in what investigations they can 

currently conduct. 
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INVESTIGATION INTO THE MURDER OF THE CRADOCK 4 

14. I am taking the issue of investigations up with the Unit Commander and will 

revert to you as soon as I receive a response. However, it is anticipated that 

proper attention to the cases will only be able to commence once the current 

restrictions are lifted. 

15. I apologise for being amiss in not communicating further with you after our 

meeting. I did however have telephonic discussions with Cliff Marion and was 

unfortunately from October 2019 to January 2020 fully occupied with addressing 

extremely serious international matters as well as having to take urgent action 

regarding a terrorist organization that was on the point of carrying out a terrorist 

attack on the country. 

Regards 

1----
ACcHRIS MACADAM 
ACTING SPECIAL DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC B OSECUTIONS 
HEAD: PRIORITY CRIMES LITIGATION UNIT 

DATE: 

624



0 
HAWKS "B" 

Privaatsak/Private Ba X 1500, SILVERTON 

SECTION HEAD 
Reference 

Enquiries 

CATS 05/06/2016 

Brig N Xaba 
Col MS Mahlangu 

CRIMES AGAINST THE STATE AND TOMS 
SERIOUS ORGANISED CRIME 
DIRECTORATE FOR PRIORITY CRIME 
INVESTIGATION 

Tel 

Email 

079 889 9582 
082 778 2835 

XabaN@saps.gov.za 

The Acting Special Director 
Priority Crime Litigation Unit 
National Prosecuting Authority 
HEAD OFFICE 

SILVERTON 

INVESTIGATION INTO THE MURDER OF CRADOCK 4: CATS CAS 05/06/2016 

Your email dated 20 April 2020 refers. 

The Investigating Officer visited the families of Cradock 4 in Eastern Cape to appraise them about 
the investigation on the 19 to 22 March 2019. 

The investigator also visited the King Williamstown State archives to look for Inquest transcripts 
and other documentation that could further the investigation. 

Hence the docket was reported missing in the offices of the National Prosecuting Authority, 
Silverton, the Investigator reconstructed the new docket. 

The docket is fully reconstructed with the help of former Brigadier Marion who is employed by the 
Human Rights Foundation. 

All the relevant information has been gathered and the docket file will be presented before 
Advocate Nico Henning of Grahamstown DPP's office for perusal and guidance after the 
lockdown. 

c::::::--~ ~ BRIGADIER 
SECTION HEAD: CRIMES AGAINST THE STATE AND TOMS 
SERIOUS ORGANISED CRIME 
DIRECTORATE FOR PRIORITY CRIME INVESTIGATION 
NXABA 

Date: ~ U,_ \ ~ ½-) 2-3, 
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STATEMENT OF LUKHANYO CALATA 

Statement of Mr. Lukhanyo Calata, South African identity number 811118 5457 08 9 employed 

at 4 Stirling Street, District Six, Cape Town, 8001. 

1. I hereby make oath and state as set out below. Where the information in this statement is not 

within my personal knowledge, that will either be clear from the context or I will make an express 

reference. 

2. I am the son of the late Fort Calata. My father was murdered, along with his colleagues, Matthew 

Goniwe, Sparrow Mkhonto and Sicelo Mhlauli (who became known as the "Cradock 4") by 

members of the security branch of the South African Police Force, namely Eric Taylor, Johann 

van Zyl, Gerhardus Lot and Nie Janse van Rensburg on 27 June 1985. 

3. Notwithstanding the fact that two separate inquests have been held (in 1987 and 1992) in relation 

to the murders of the Cradock 4, no one has yet to be as responsible for the murders of the 

Cradock 4 - some 35 years after their murder. 

4. I am aware that a criminal docket has previously opened in relation to the murders of the Cradock 

4, but that the docket has "gone missing'. 

5. During a meeting held at the offices:Qf the National Prosecuting Authority ("NPA") (located at 

VGM Building, 123 Westlake Avenue, Weavind Park, Silverton, South Africa) on 12 September 

2019 to discuss the status of the investigation in relation to the murder of the Cradock 4, Advocate 

Chris Macadam ("Adv. Macadam") (the Acting Special Director of Public Prosecutions) advised 

that he did not know the status of the docket, but that the docket in relation to the Cradock 4 

murders was the subject of an anti-corruption unit investigation as it had been removed from the 

office of the NPA and had not been located since. 

6. In a letter sent by Adv. Macadam for the Priority Crimes Litigation Unit of the NPA dated 20 April 

2020 (a copy of which is attached marked "A"), Adv. Macadam stated in paragraph 6 thereof that 

"efforts were made through the Head of the Prosecution Service to locate the missing docket as 

it was called for by a previous incumbent of this office" but that those efforts had "failed to locate 

the docket'. 

7. The fact that the docket had gone missing was also recorded in a letter sent by Brigadier N Xaba, 

the Section Head: Crimes against the State of the Directorate for Priority Crimes to the NPA on 

23 April 2020. In that letter (a copy of which is attached marked "B"), Brigadier Xaba states in the 

fourth paragraph thereof that the "docket was reported missing in the offices of the National 

Prosecuting Authority'. 

8. The fact that the missing docket was called for by the previous incumbent of the office of the 

NPA, Advocate Nomgcobo Jiba, and thereafter went missing without a trace must be 

investigated. 
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DEPONENT 

I hereby certify that the Deponent has acknowledged that he knows and understands the contents 

of this affidavit, which was signed and sworn before me at { ,l-4-fe /{)1.A,'vu on 

the 2- 2 day of SEPTEMBER 2020, the regulations contained in Government Notice No. R 

1258 of 21 July 1972, as amended, and Government Notice No. R 1648 of 19 August 1977, 

as amended, having been complied with. 

' i 

l 
\ 

,. 1 . 

' 

COMMISSIONE_B OF OATHS 
1 

Full Names: ).- '7Dlo ! · / I/ 
Business Address: '2..- 8 L) e,,....14,J lCvJ-v-f , 

Office: Ci fle -; fJ -~ U)-'-:S f A. (; le.. 
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Private Bag X1500, Silverton Fax No: 012 846 4442 

My reference: 26/30/1 THE NATIONAL HEAD 

Enquiries: Maj Gen Ledwaba 
Brig Xsba 

DIRECTORATE FOR PRIORITY CRIME 
INVESTIGATION 

Tel no: 082 319 9489 

E-mail: dpcihead@saps.gov.za 

Cliffe Dekker Hofmeyr Inc 

1 Protea Place 

SANDTON 

2196 

Dear Mr Tim Fletcher 

SILVERTON 
0127 

ALLEGED REFUSAL BY SAPS TO OPEN CRIMINAL CASE FOR INVESTIGATION OF 

MISSING CRADOCK FOUR 

Your letter dated 4 October 2020 to the offices of the Minister of Police and the National 

Commissioner of Police respectively, has bearing on this matter. 

The docket on the alleged missing Cradock four, was reconstructed and transferred to the 

Director of Priority Crime Investigation (DPCI) in the Eastern Cape (EC), for investigation. 

The Eastern Cape DPCI registered the following cases: 

- KwaZakhele CAS 39/07 /2020 Matthew Goniwe 

- Swartkops CAS 60/07 /2020 Sparrow Mkhonto 

- Swartkops CAS 61/07/2020 Sicelo Mhlauli 

- Swartkops CAS 62/07 /2020 Fort Calata 

The abovementioned cases are receiving the necessary attention from the team of 

investigators from the DPCI EC. 
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ALLEGED REFUSAL BY SAPS TO OPEN CRIMINAL CASE FOR INVESTIGATION OF 
MISSING CRADOCK FOUR 

Regarding the original missing docket on the Cradock four, the South African Police 

Service (SAPS) has opened a criminal case for defeating the ends of justice and theft of a 

docket, as per Silverton CAS 88/10/2020 on 1 October 2020. The complainant is Mr 

Lukhayo Calata, who is the son of the late Fort Calata. 

This case is being investigated by the Provincial Investigating Unit (PIU) of Johannesburg, 

which falls under the SAPS's Gauteng Provincial Office. 

Yours sincerely 

LIEUTENANT GENERAL 

NA"FtAtdJrRn~ccAl,S-t:Ki~~Tno:iiRATE FOR PRIORITY CRIME INVESTIGATION 

(DR/ADV) SG (SOEG) 

Date: 2020 ·10· 2 3 
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SUID-AFRIKAANSE POLISIEDIENS 

Privaatsak/Private Bag x1500 Silverton 0127 

Verwysing 26/30/1 
Reference 

Navrae Brigadier N Xaba 
Colonel JN Makua 

Enquiries 

Telefoon 0823199489 
Telephone 

Faksnommer 012 401 3235 

Cliffe Dekker Hofmeyr Inc 
1 Protea Place 
SANDTON 
2196 

Dear Tim Fletcher 

SOUTH AFRICAN POLICE SERVICE 

THE COMPONENT HEAD 
SERIOUS ORGANISED CRIME 
DIRECT ORA TE FOR PRIORITY CRIME INVESTIGATION 
SILVERTON 
0127 

RE: REFUSAL BY SAPS TO OPEN A CRIMINAL CASE INTO THE MISSING CRADOCK 
FOUR, OUR DOCKET: SILVERTON CAS 86/10/2020 

The matter was first reported as Silverton CAS 88/10/2020 which was later rectified as Silverton 
CAS 86/10/2020. 

The case is investigated by Gauteng Provincial Investigation Unit (PIU) under the command of 
Brigadier .Q_E Louw: contact number 082 778 7806 with the email address: ·•· LouwCE@saps~gov.za. The investigating officer is Sergeant HP Mojapelo with the contact 
number 073 261 8784. 

You are therefore advised to directly communicate with Brigadier Louw for an update on the 
progress of this investigation. 

Kind regards 

1 ~ a.. MAJOR GENERAL 
COM NENT HEAD: SERIOUS ORGANISED CRIME 
DIRECTORATE FOR PRJ..ORITY CRIME INVESTIGATION 
MS LliD,.\WlA N. XC\bc, 
Date: ::2o·z, I ... o s - 2 ,6 
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From: Tim Fletcher <Tim.Fletcher@cdhlegal.cam> 
Sent: Tuesday, 18 May 202111:47 
To: GP:Specific Crimes Prov Head - Brig Lauw <LauwCE@saps.gav.za> 
Cc: Tim Smit <Tim.Smit@cdhlegal.cam> 
Subject: REFUSAL BY SAPS TO OPEN A CRIMINAL CASE INTO THE MISSING CRADOCK FOUR, 
OUR DOCKET: SILVETON CAS 86/10/2020 [CDH-JHBDacs.FID4634116] 

Dear Brigadier Lauw 

I enclose a letter received from Major General Ledwaba and Brigadier Xaba and ask that you 
arrange as soon as possible for us to have the following information so that we know how far 
the investigation has progressed and we are then in a position to report to and advise our 
clients. 

In regard to the investigation 

1. Was an affidavit was taken from Advocate Chris Macadam as it seems that the docket was 
taken from his custody in the offices of VGM(PCLU); 

2. Was an affidavit was taken from the former Investigating Officer Captain Masegela; 

3. Does Captain Masegela have a receipt as to who he handed the docket to at VGM Building 
(NPA Head Office); 

4. Was the video footage for the day on which the docket was taken, viewed to establish who 
took possession of the docket. We understand that interaction and visits to VGM Building 
are tightly controlled under considerable security; 

5. Was former DNDPP Nomgcobo Jiba interviewed? This in regards to the report from Mr 
Macadam that suggests that Adv Jiba called for the docket; 

6. Was the document trail - with regard to the docket - investigated? Our understanding is 
that there is a standard operating procedure (SOP) that no document, docket or file can be 
taken or received without a signature. If this was not done was it investigated why this 
happened and who was responsible for this? If so were any departmental steps instituted 
against the responsible person? We suggest in this context that if the Cradock 4 docket was 
taken against a signature, it would not be difficult to trace the last person who took 
responsibility for the docket. 

7. Was a physical search for the document performed in the offices and filing facilities at VGM 
Building and all occupants made aware that the docket was missing and being sought? 

8. Was a check and search conducted at the SAPS Offices of origin where the cases were 
registered (SAPS Swartskop and KwaZakele - Eastern Cape). In this regard the original 
Crime Registers were: 

a. KwaZakele CR 373/06/1985; 

b. KwaZakele CR 212/06/1985; 

c. Swartskop CR 12/07/1985; 

d. Swartskop CR 13/07/1985; 

e. Swartskop CR 140/06/1985; 

"LC53"' 
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9. We understand that when the Scorpions were disbanded all their material, files, dockets 
and other material were handed over to the DPCI against a receipt and all of those 
materials were stored in containers on Promat Building DPCI Head Office in Silverton. Were 
these containers searched for the docket? 

10. Did the investigating Officer interview Colonel Makua of the DPCI Pretoria? 

By posing these questions we do not suggest that we know better than the SAPS how to 
conduct an investigation. We also do not propose that the questions we have raised are the 
only questions that might be asked or lines of investigation that might be followed in an enquiry 
of this nature. But you will understand that the investigation of the missing docket has been 
delayed for so long and that it forms part of the greater matter, which is a stain on the history of 
our country and a stain on the history of the police, that we must push for answers. 

Your assistance is appreciated. 

Sincerely 

Tim Fletcher 
Director - Dispute Resolution 
Cliffe Dekker Hofmeyr Inc 
Reg No: 2008/018923/21 
1 Protea Place, Cnr of Fredman and Protea Place, Sandton, Johannesburg, 2196 
Tel. +27115621061 Mobile. +27 83 325 0731 Fax. +2711 5621661 
tim. fletcher@cdhleqal.com I www.cliffedekkerhofmeyr.com 

C!lffe Dekker Hofmeyr. The legal partner for your business. 

Please consider the environment before printing this email. 
The information in this email is confidential and is legally privileged. It is intended solely for the addressee. Access to this email 
by anyone else is unauthorised. If you are not the intended recipient, any disclosure, copying, distribution or any action taken or 
omitted in reliance on it, is prohibited and may be unlawful. Whilst all reasonable steps are taken to ensure the accuracy and 
integrity of information and data transmitted electronically and to preserve the confidentiality thereof, no liability or responsibility 
whatsoever is accepted if information or data is, for whatever reason, corrupted or does not reach its intended destination. 

This e-mail and any attachments thereto are strictly confidential and are intended solely for 
the use of the addressee. Should you not be the intended addressee, please delete this e-mail 
message immediately. While care is taken in preparing this document, no representation, 
warranty or undertaking (expressly or implied) is given and no responsibility nor liability is 
accepted by the SAPS as to the accuracy of the information contained herein, that the email is 
free of viruses, or for any damages that may occur from receiving or opening this email. 
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suleman@ubunyechambers.co.za 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Attachments: 

GP:Specific Crimes Prov Head - Brig Lauw <LouwCE@saps.gov.za> 
Wednesday, 19 May 2021 07:05 
GP:Detect PIU - Lt Col Manganyi 
Tim Fletcher 
FW: REFUSAL BY SAPS TO OPEN A CRIMINAL CASE INTO THE MISSING CRADOCK FOUR, OUR 
DOCKET: SILVETON CAS 86/10/2020 [CDH-JHBDocs.FID4634116] 
CCE20201023_0002.pdf 

[CAUTION] This email originated from outside of CDH. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize 

the sender and know the content is safe. 

Good morning Col Manganyi 

The trailing E mail and attachment has bearing on the matter. 

Kindly obtain Silverton CAS 86/10/202 and bring to Midrand 10111 on 2021-05-20, as I will be 

attending a two day Bi lateral meeting. 

Cc Good morning Mr Fletcher 

Case docket will be obtained and perused. 

Feedback will be submitted, or alternatively a meeting, where the subject can be discussed. 

Thank you. 

FH#)D<Z BRIGADIER 

PROVINCIAL HEAD:SPECIFIC CRIME INVESTIGATION: 
DETECTIVE SERVICE GAUTENG 
CELOUW 

e 082 118 7906 

Email: LouwCE@saps.gov.za 

From: Tim Fletcher <Tim.Fletcher@cdhlegal.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, 18 May 202111:47 
To: GP:Specific Crimes Prov Head - Brig Louw <LouwCE@saps.gov.za> 
Cc: Tim Smit <Tim.Smit@cdhlegal.com> 
Subject: REFUSAL BY SAPS TO OPEN A CRIMINAL CASE INTO THE MISSING CRADOCK FOUR, OUR DOCKET: SILVETON 
CAS 86/10/2020 [CDH-JHBDocs.FID4634116] 

Dear Brigadier Lauw 

I enclose a letter received from Major General Ledwaba and Brigadier Xaba and ask that you arrange as soon as 
possible for us to have the following information so that we know how far the investigation has progressed and we are _ D 
then in a position to report to and advise our clients. 

1 

@ 
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In regard to the investigation 

1. Was an affidavit was taken from Advocate Chris Macadam as it seems that the docket was taken from his 
custody in the offices of VGM(PCLU); 

2. Was an affidavit was taken from the former Investigating Officer Captain Masegela; 

3. Does Captain Masegela have a receipt as to who he handed the docket to at VGM Building (NPA Head Office); 

4. Was the video footage for the day on which the docket was taken, viewed to establish who took possession of the 
docket. We understand that interaction and visits to VGM Building are tightly controlled under considerable 
security; 

5. Was former DNDPP Nomgcobo Jiba interviewed? This in regards to the report from Mr Macadam that suggests 
that Adv Jiba called for the docket; 

6. Was the document trail - with regard to the docket - investigated? Our understanding is that there is a standard 
operating procedure (SOP) that no document, docket or file can be taken or received without a signature. If this 
was not done was it investigated why this happened and who was responsible for this? If so were any 
departmental steps instituted against the responsible person? We suggest in this context that if the Cradock 4 
docket was taken against a signature, it would not be difficult to trace the last person who took responsibility for 
the docket. 

7. Was a physical search for the document performed in the offices and filing facilities at VGM Building and all 
occupants made aware that the docket was missing and being sought? 

8. Was a check and search conducted at the SAPS Offices of origin where the cases were registered (SAPS 
Swartskop and KwaZakele - Eastern Cape). In this regard the original Crime Registers were: 

a. KwaZakele CR 373/06/1985; 

b. KwaZakele CR 212/06/1985; 

c. Swartskop CR 12/07/1985; 

d. Swartskop CR 13/07/1985; 

e. Swartskop CR 140/06/1985; 

9. We understand that when the Scorpions were disbanded all their material, files, dockets and other material were 
handed over to the DPCI against a receipt and all of those materials were stored in containers on Promat Building 
DPCI Head Office in Silverton. Were these containers searched for the docket? 

10. Did the investigating Officer interview Colonel Makua of the DPCI Pretoria? 

By posing these questions we do not suggest that we know better than the SAPS how to conduct an investigation. We 
also do not propose that the questions we have raised are the only questions that might be asked or lines of 
investigation that might be followed in an enquiry of this nature. But you will understand that the investigation of the 
missing docket has been delayed for so long and that it forms part of the greater matter, which is a stain on the history 
of our country and a stain on the history of the poliee, that we must push for answers. 

Your assistance is appreciated. 

Sincerely 

Tim Fletcher 
Director - Dispute Resolution 
Cliffe Dekker Hofmeyr Inc 
Reg No: 2008/018923/21 
1 Protea Place, Cnr of Fredman and Protea Place, Sandton, Johannesburg, 2196 
Tel. +27 11 562 1061 Mobile. +27 83 325 0731 Fax. +27 11 562 1661 
tim.fletcher@cdhleqal.com I www.cliffedekkerhofmeyr.com 
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Cliffe Dekker Hofmeyr. The legal partner for your business. 

Please consider the environment before printing this email. 
The information in this email is confidential and is legally privileged. It is intended solely for the addressee. Access to this email by anyone else is 
unauthorised. If you are not the intended recipient, any disclosure, copying, distribution or any action taken or omitted in reliance on it, is prohibited and may 
be unlawful. Whilst all reasonable steps are taken to ensure the accuracy and integrity of information and data transmitted electronically and to preserve the 
confidentiality thereof, no liability or responsibility whatsoever is accepted if information or data is, for whatever reason, corrupted or does not reach its 
intended destination. 

This e-mail and any attachments thereto are strictly confidential and are intended solely for the use of the 
addressee. Should you not be the intended addressee, please delete this e-mail message immediately. While care is 
taken in preparing this document, no representation, warranty or undertaking (expressly or implied) is given and no 
responsibility nor liability is accepted by the SAPS as to the accuracy of the information contained herein, that the 
email is free of viruses, or for any damages that may occur from receiving or opening this email. 
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