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558 I cannot say it was the same policeman on the
third occasion.

558 I wasn't able to speak to my sister about the
note. I did not tell her whs to do. I said 
nothing.

558 I hoped she would take the note to Neil's
family and friends, the lawyers, people who 
were interested to know what was happening to 
him inside and people who could possibly put 
some pressure on the security police.

559 I cannot recall if I saw the inspector
between 25 January and 5 February.

55 9 I did not see a doctor at that time.

559 I think I first saw Dr Aggett's statement at
the time the inquest first started. I 
certainly heard what the content was. I 
think I saw the full draft first when it 
appeared in the newspaper.

559 I don't remember actually seeing the
statement itself.

559 The statement was discussed with me. About
the time of making the affidavits.

559 I made my affidavit on Easter Monday. I
think it was 12 April, the day before the 
inquest started.

560 Lieutenant Khlakla is called.

590 Constable Maketha is called.

640 Lieutenant Magoro is called.



Abraham Johannes Mouton is called.

I am the inspector of detainees.

My duties embrace going round in the 
Transvaal and the Free State Provinces where 
detainees are kept under section 6 of the 
Terrorism Act and to conduct interviews with 
them and to report to the Minister of 
Justice.

I was told that Dr Aggett was detained at 
Pretoria Central from 10 December 1981.

I only got the information later. I went 
there to visit him and was then told that 
he'd been transferred to John Vorster Square.

I read out the statement which I have made.

I went to see Dr Aggett at Pretoria on 23 
December but I was then told by the prison 
authorities that he had been transferred to 
John Vorster Square on 11 December. On 2 4 
December I made an appropriate report to the 
Minister of Justice. I was not told by the 
security police of the transfer.

On 4 January I went to John Vorster Square to 
see this and other detainees. I arrived 
there at 11.45 a.m. and I encountered W/O 
MacPherson on the second floor where the 
detainees are kept. He told me that Dr 
Aggett was not available for interview 
because he was out on investigation. He did 
not say where he had been taken.

On 6 January I reported to the Minister.

I remember that I told MacPherson that I knew 
that the detainee would probably only be
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brought back in the afternoon and that I 
could not wait until then. After I had seen 
the other detainees, there were 17 others, I 
left to visit other police stations on the 
Witwatersrand and I returned to Pretoria at 
2.30 p.m.

692 On 2 2 January I went to John Vorster Square
to see Dr Aggett and others. I saw him at 
9.45 a.m. and had a 10 minute interview with 
him in English. I explained to him my 
functions, namely:

(a) I could arrange for him to see a doctor 
if he did not feel well.

(b) I had to see that he got reasonably good 
food.

(c) I had to see that he was being well 
treated and not mistreated.

(d) If he needed anything, I could ask the 
security police to get it for him.

6 93 Dr Aggett said that he understood everything,
that he felt well, that he did not need a 
doctor, that the food was good and he had no 
complaints.

693 He asked for a pair of shorts and a jersey
and gave his home address. I transmitted the 
request to MacPherson.

693 The detainee said nothing about being
mistreated.

6 93 I deny emphatically that on 4 January I said
to Mr MacPherson that I was in a hurry and 
that I could not wait for Dr Aggett or that 
he said to me that I could not see him 
because he was not in his cell. His words to 
me were that Dr Aggett was not available 
because he was out on investigation.
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693 If he told me that Dr Aggett was on the tenth
floor, I would have gone to visit him there 
as I have done in quite a number of other 
cases. MacPherson's statement that he cannot 
remember that he said to me that Dr Aggett 
was out of his cell on investigation is not 
correct.

694 I got the information from MacPherson. He
was in charge of that division.

694 Cross-examination by Bizos.

694 In quite a few cases it has happened that
complaints made to magistrates before my 
visit are not made to me. There have also 
been cases where complaints are made to me 
and not to the magistrate.

695 I have had a couple of cases where they said
to me we have been treated a bit 'hardhandig' 
but we don't want to say anything about it 
and then I did not force them to say 
anything.

695 I take particular trouble to explain to
people that I report to the Minister.

6 95 I ask them if they have any problems to
report them to me and I explain very 
carefully what I want to know from them, what 
my functions are and what I require.

695 It is correct that some show a distinct
reluctance to report to me.

695 In a number of cases statements were made to
me but they said they did not know the names 
of the people but that they would perhaps be 
able to point them out.
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696 It never appeared so directly that people
said I would not like to mention the names of 
people because they are my interrogators.
They did indeed put it to me that they were 
frightened that the information would go back 
to the security branch.

6 96 If they did not want to talk to m e , I could
not extract it from them.

696 I do not know what steps are taken to see
that the complaints do not get back to the 
security police. You will understand that 
can't go to the security branch and 
communicate with them over these things. 
That is not my function.

696 My report goes direct to the Minister,

696 I cannot say if a report made to me goes to
the doctor. I know of cases where people 
who complained to me were not taken to the 
doctor.

696 As inspector I could call a doctor. And
where a person can show fresh marks or 
wounds, I have done this.

697 Instructions are given that a person must be
taken to the doctor.

697 I ask the station commander to arrange that a
person be taken to the doctor.

697 I address my request to the station commander
and then I regard my duties as completed.
With my next visit I follow up and enquire 
what has happened and the report goes to the 
Minister.

697 I find it difficult to answer the question
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about the fact that the person who complains 
to me cannot see a doctor without the 
concurrence of the security police.

698 It is not my function to take the detainee to
the doctor.

698 I address my request to the station commander
and that is the end of my duties.

698 Magistrate interrupts cross-examination.

699 Magistrate: "If you are pursuing this line of
cross-examination, I would like to hear you 
on this particular point."

699 Bizos remarks that if Schabort was allowed to
ask Smithers whether he had a guitar and a 
mouth organ and suntan lotion, he is entitled 
to investigate circumstances about other 
complaints.

3 700 Magistrate: "Should I decide to call a man to
the witness box I wouldn't mind his 
information to be placed before this witness 
and he be asked to comment on that. Then his 
story, his complaint, can be tested.......

700 "But if you are putting information by way of
coming from a person who is not to be called 
as a witness, I doubt the correctness of 
that."

700 Magistrate says he is not prepared to listen
to argument until he has received all the 
affidavits we intend to submit for 
consideration.

30 700 Magistrate: "I don't want to place hearsay
evidence on record."
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701 Magistrate: "But you are not putting a
question in the abstract, you are putting 
questions as facts before this witness, you 
are asking for his comments."

Cross-examination of Mouton resumed.

70 2 I agree that such protection as may be
afforded by visits by me to detainees will be 
rendered nugatory if the final decision as to 
whether a detainee will be taken to the 
doctor is dependent upon the security police 
who are busy interrogating him.

70 2 After my interview is over, I go to the
station commander and I take to him the 
complaints which people have had. If in my 
opinion a doctor is necessary, I ask him to 
arrange that the person or persons be taken 
to the doctor. And then my responsibility 
ends in my opinion.

702 I understand the purpose of my appointment
and my visit is to safeguard detainees.

702 Some unfortunate confusion in the recording
of the questions and of the answers in regard 
to the effective operation of the system and 
Mr Mouton's opinion on this.*

703 I do not know who takes the detainee to the
doctor.

703 It would not be the desirable thing for the
security police to take the detainee to the 
doctor.

703 Objections by court and Schabort to the
examination.
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704 The magistrate is not prepared to listen to
argument now - he wants the statements first.

705 Bizos says that there are about four
affidavits still to be obtained but the 
Attorney-General1s permission has to be 
obtained and there are some delays. Bizos 
suggests argument on the affidavits as they 
stand.

70 6 Bizos asks for postponement until Monday
morning. Affidavits will be given by 10 o' 
clock on Friday morning. He appeals for 
co-operation by the State.

70 7 Schabort: "I understand that time limit to be
a deadline for affidavits." He refers to a 
letter written on 1 June urging filing of 
affidavits.

707 Schabort: "I am mentioning this sir to stress
the fact that it is really urgent and 
important that there will be no further 
extensions given to my learned friends to 
obtain affidavits ...."

708 The magistrate remarks that he has read
through the record of what happened on 2 
March and that the magistrate then asked for 
affidavits to be submitted as soon as 
possible - the date set was 26 March.

708 "Now I do appreciate what difficulties
counsel for the family has experienced to 
obtain the statements, I do not intend to 
force anybody to do anything but I want to 
make it clear that I do not intend to proceed 
with this inquest without the assurance that 
the statements everybody intends to submit 
have been handed in to me."

Bizos asks for Attorney-General1s 
co-operation.
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10 709 De Vries says that the Attorney-General has
co-operated and he foresees no difficulty.

Case adjourned to 21 June.

21 June 198 2 - Argument on statements

22 June 1982 - Judgment on statements

710 Judgment on statements and witnesses.

716 The documents Inkululeko and the funeral
pamphlet are excluded because they are not 
relevant and there is no proof of their 
authenticity.

716 Dr West. "His affidavit is admitted in terms
of section 13(1) subject to the direction 
that the curriculum vitae of Dr West be 
incorporated in the affidavit."

716 Dr Zalmon Wolf. "His affidavit is admitted
and Dr Wolf shall be called to give oral 
evidence in the case.

716 Professor Chari Vorster. "His affidavit is
admitted and it is directed that he be called 
to give oral evidence."

717 Tom Lodge.

(a) His affidavit on Inkululeko is 
irrelevant and inadmissible.

(b) His second affidavit dated 12 April 1982 
deals with whether he was a member or a 
sympathiser of the SACP or any other 
illegal organisation. "Up to now I have 
no intention to admit the statements by 
the late Dr Aggett as evidence and I am 
as yet not convinced that they have any
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relevancy to the issues before us. 
Therefore I consider the affidavit dated 
12 April 1982 by Mr Lodge as irrelevant 
at this stage and not admissible."

(c) His third affidavit dated 10 June 1982
comments on the nature of books found in 
the possession of Dr Aggett. "This 
affidavit is admitted in terms of 
section 13(1). Should the prosecutor or 
any of the interested parties want to 
ask him questions on the issues 
mentioned in this affidavit, he shall be 
called to give oral evidence.*

718 Dr Lombard. "The information in this
affidavit is in my judgment irrelevant to the 
issues before us and is of no effect to the 
legal reception or weight of the evidence 
tendered on the issues and is inadmissible."

718 Discussion of the applicable law in regard to
the affidavits by the other detainees.

723 Firoze Cachalia. He does not mention dates
or months or even the period when he was 
detained. He does not mention names of the 
person or persons responsible. The 
allegations in his affidavit are too vague to 
establish the nexus required to render it 
admissible. It is inadmissible.

72 4 Keith Coleman. He knew Aggett before
detention and he had conversations with him. 
His evidence may help. His affidavit is 
admissible and he will give oral evidence.

724 Elizabeth Floyd. She was threatened and she
also mentioned certain admissions about Dr 
Aggett. She must give oral evidence.

Thozamile Gqweta. The information in this 
affidavit is not enough to establish the
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nexus required to render his evidence 
admissible. Affidavit inadmissible.

7 24 Thabo Lerumo. He has something important to
say. He must give evidence.

724 Ismail Momoniat. Even if no regard is paid
to his allegations of assault, he has 
something of importance to say and he must 
give evidence.

725 Akila Mpetha. He mentions assaults at
Pretoria but gives no names etc. There is 
not sufficient nexus - inadmissible.

725 Naidoo. There is sufficient nexus. He must
be called.

725 Nanabhai. There is nexus. He must be
called.

725 Narsoo. "There is not sufficient information
before me to find that the same team of 
policemen who interrogated the late Dr Aggett 
also interrogated Mr Narsoo. In my opinion 
the information coming from Narsoo is not 
sufficient to establish the nexus required 
for admissibility under the notion of similar 
facts."

7 25 Samson Ndou. He does not mention any names.
"The information in his affidavit on the 
allegations of assault etc are not sufficient 
to establish the nexus required for 
admissibility under the notion of similar 
facts.

Ngwenya. Nexus is present. He must be 
called.
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726 Nj ikelana. Nexus is established. He must be
called.

7 26 "I want to add that I have no intention to
suppress any information of valu'' relating to 
the circumstances and the can o - leath of 
the late Dr Aggett, but on the uier hand, I 
have no intention to become a virtually self 
appointed judicial commission to embark on an 
interminable investigation of issues which 
can be of no assistance to decide the issues 
upon which we have to pronounce a finding or 
findings in terms of the Inquests Act of 
1959."

727 Schabort mentions that he proposes to hand in
Professor Plomp's affidavit but that it is 
not yet ready.

727 Magistrate says that he will call Plomp and
Vorster at the end of the proceedings.

727 Bizos refers to the person referred to in the
affidavit of Advocate Swanepoel and says at 
the top of 728 that the magistrate should 
consider calling him.

728 "I have no intention to call anybody to this
witness stand without having seen his 
affidavit beforehand and then I will decide 
whether to accept an affidavit from him or 
whether I intend to call him. I don't see my 
way open to call him without having the 
affidavit. I think that is in accordance 
with the Act and that it is in accordance 
with my interpretation of the Timol 
decision."

728 Further discussion about Van Heerden
affidavit.

12 729 Breytenbach affidavit. This affidavit is
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accepted and she must be called to give 
evidence.

729 Schabort raises the question of when the
witnesses will be called.

7 30 Magistrate says he leaves the calling of the
witnesses in the hands of Mr Haasbroek and Mr 
De Vries but if necessary he will decide but 
he does not wish to make any general ruling.

731 De Vries states about Van Heerden that
Advocate Swanepoel saw him on three 
occasions. The first occasion was to find 
out if he had any information, the second 
occasion was in the presence of Van Heerden's 
legal advisers and the third occasion, this 
morning, was in the presence of Van Heerden's 
father. On all three occasions Van Heerden 
expressed the wish that he did not intend to 
make any affidavit in this matter at all.

731 Bizos points out that Van Heerden is in a
weak position being under detention and that 
it can't simply be left there that Van 
Heerden is not prepared to make an affidavit,

732 The court says it will advise Mr Bizos

examination of Mouton resumes

7 32 It seems from my file that I saw Momoniat
three times.

732 Argument on admissibility of questions.

734 Court allows Bizos to proceed questioning.

7 34 Mouton remarks that his reports are
confidential to the Minister of Justice but
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he is in the hands of the magistrate.

7 35 Mouton says he has no reservations about
questions which are limited to the nature of 
the complaint.

735 I saw Momoniat on 17 February at John Vorster
Square when he said, "The John Vorster Square 
security police intimidated me already and 
they have given me a few smacks during 
interrogations, but I was not seriously 
assaulted."

7 35 I did not ask Momoniat for names.

735 I must correct myself. The second visit to
Momoniat was done by the inspector from Cape 
Town while I was on holiday. There were no 
further complaints made to me.

735 He did not tell me whether I was the first
person to whom he had complained.

736 I saw Samuel Lerumo while he was detained.

736 He said, "On 4 December 1981 I was taken to
Sandton Police Station where a chain was put 
around my neck by security policeman 
Malherbe. I was threatened that if I did not 
speak the truth I would be killed. I do not 
want Malherbe to be charged, I forgave him."
I took the statement word for word as it was 
reported to me.

736 When I saw him again on 17 February at John
Vorster Square, he said that, except for the 
incident at Sandton on 4 December, the 
security police had not done anything to him.

736 I had nothing further to do with these
matters after I had reported them to the



Minister. I never received a follow-up 
report.

On 25 February 1982 I saw Naidoo at the 
Vereeniging Police Station and he said, "The 
treatment is good here. The security police 
have not been good to me when I was detained 
the first week, but I do not wish to talk 
about it."

I cannot force him to talk if he does not 
wish to.

I did not ask him why he would not talk.

I visited Mr Ngwenya five times while he was 
detained under section 6.

On 11 December he said, "I was beaten up on
17 November 1981, but I do not wish to lay a 
charge or say anything about it." I did 
nothing further about it.

I saw Sisa Njikelana altogether six times 
while he was detained under section 6. He 
never made any complaint. He said, "The 
security police treat me well."

I am not informed about people detained under 
section 22. I do not visit them.

I would definitely have gone up to the tenth 
floor to see Dr Aggett had I known he was 
there.

By the expression "out on investigation" I 
understand that a man has been taken out - I 
do not know where.
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739 It would be for things like an inspection in
loco or to go and point something out.

10 739 Originally it was decided that inspectors
should see detainees every three weeks but 
then it was reduced to 14 days because that 
is what applies to magistrates.

Cross-examination by Schabort

8 741 The post is created by the government. I am
not aware of any applicable regulations. I 
was previously a magistrate. I have 45 
years' service altogether of which 33 years 
was legal work. I was appointed to this post 
four years after my retirement.

21 741 At the end of May I will have been in office
for four years. I report to the Minister 
direct.

12 742 When I get to a place I report to the
commander or the second in command. I always 
deal with the uniform police.

22 742 I almost always go to the cell and conduct
the interview there but sometimes it is not 
possible and then I do an inspection of the 
cell, look at the circumstances and, if I 
can't talk to him there, then he is brought 
to an office and I have the interview with 
him there. I explain the purpose of the 
interview. Then I put certain questions.

12 743 My only interview with Dr Aggett was on 22
January.

18 743 I don't know if it was MacPherson's office
but it was an office which is usually made 
available to me for interviews. It was in 
private. I never allow a policeman or a 
security policeman to be present.
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743 It was a satisfactory discussion.

744 We had a pleasant discussion and I was

18 744 I did not get the impression that he was
frightened to raise a complaint.

22 744 He gave me the impression that he was
completely normal. He was friendly and we 
talked pleasantly.

30 744 I saw no marks on him that could arouse
suspicion.

1 745 There was nothing wrong with him.

15 74 5 I told MacPherson that I did not know when Dr
Aggett would be back, that it could only be 
in the afternoon and that I could not wait 
the whole day for him because I had other 
people to visit. It may have given the 
impression, but I certainly did not say, that 
I was in a hurry.

22 745 I write up the time which I begin an
interview and the length of the interview. I 
noted Dr Aggett at 11.45 and I take it that I 
must already have seen other detainees.

30 745 I may have said that I arrived at 11.45 but I
meant that my interview with Dr Aggett should 
have begun at 11.45.
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746 It could be that he was the first person I
wanted to see.

746 Detainees are sometimes hesitant to make
complaints.

746 I explain to each one with my first visit
what my functions are and I therefore say 
that I take an interest in how they are being 
treated and that I am interested in if they 
are mistreated and that I want to know.

746 I say to each one that I report direct to the
Minister. My report is confidential. It has 
never happened in practice that as a result 
of things which are said to me things happen 
to detainees. "Dat van die aangehoudenes 
tenagekom is". So I can give the assurance 
with confidence.

747 I report to the station commander if there
are any requests or the like.

747 Cases where my requests are disregarded are
exceptional.

747 From the feedback I had I was satisfied that
my requests are granted.

747 I have not come across a single case where I
requested that a detainee be taken to a 
doctor and that this was not done.

747 Dr Aggett said to me he was all right and
that he did not want to see a doctor. That 
is what I wrote down in my report.

18 748 I take the reports down verbatim.
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750 I read from my report to the Minister of 27
November on a visit to the Square on 20 
November: "The abovenamed was interviewed by 
me for the first time at John Vorster Square 
on 20 November. He is 18 years old and 
umemployed. He said his health is good but 
he wants tablets for his stomach. He doe? 
not wish to see a doctor. He would like t 
have milk. I am treated well. I have no 
complaints."

751 The second visit to the detainee was on 9
December and he said, "On 4 December 1981 I 
was taken to the Sandton Police Station where 
a chain was put round my neck and I was 
threatened. Malherbe, security policeman, 
did it. He said if I did not speak the truth 
they will kill me and I tried to run away. I 
do not want him to be charged. I forgave 
him." He requested certain things. I 
reported to the Minister that the request was 
conveyed to Maj Botha of the security police 
in Pretoria. The date of my report was 10 
December.

751 My third visit was to John Vorster Square on
4 January when he said to me that his health 
was good. He did not get milk. He had no 
other complaints. The report was sent 
through to the Minister on 25 January.

752 The fifth visit was on 17 February when he
said his health was good. He still 
complained about the food. He was not 
getting milk and never any vegetables. "On 
the last two Sundays I was not allowed out of 
my cell for a wash or exercise. Except for 
the incident at Sandton on 4 December the 
security police have not done anything to 
me." This report was sent on 18 February. 
There is also a report from the inspector 
from Cape Town who relieved me during my 
holiday - inadmissible.

753 On 4 March I saw the detainee for the sixth
time. He wanted to see a doctor. He said,



"The food is good now." No other complaints. 
This report was sent through to the Minister 
on 5 March and I said to the Minister that 
the security police will arrange for the 
detainee to see a doctor.

Mr Van Huysteen from Cape Town was the man 
who relieved me.

I saw Momoniat for the first time at John 
Vorster Square on 17 February. It was the 
only visit. He said, "I am allowed out of 
the cell only once a day in the forenoon for 
a shower and some exercise. I would like to 
have a special session for exercises. John 
Vorster security police intimidated me 
already and have given me a few smacks during 
interrogations, but not seriously assaulted."

I sent the report on on 19 February.

My second visit was on 4 March when he said 
there has been no improvement in the food - 
ventilation in cell bad.

This report was sent through on 5 March.

My first visit to Naidoo was on 18 December 
at Vereeniging.

He had no complaints but a few requests.
This report was sent through on 21 December.

He was again visited on 13 January but was 
not available - out on investigation.

The next visit was at Vereeniging on 1 
February. A few requests - no other 
complaints.



This was sent through on 2 February.

The next visit was on 25 February at 
Vereeniging.

"The security police have not been good to me 
when I was detained the first week, but I do 
not want to talk about it."

Report sent through on 26 February.

The first visit to Nanabhai was at Norwood on 
20 January - detainee was out on 
investigation - not available.

The next visit was on 26 January at Norwood. 
It is mistake if I say here that it was on 26 
May.

No complaints or requests.

The report was sent off on 27 January.

The next visit was on 15 February. No 
complaints or requests - "The security police 
also treat me well."

Discussion continued from 9.55 a.m. to 10.05 
a.m. The next visit was on 3 March at 
Norwood. He reported that he had seen the 
doctor on 1 March. No complaints about 
treatment.

My first visit to Gabriel Ngwenva was on 11 
December 1981. He said, "I saw a doctor 
yesterday when he gave medicine, whole body
was painful.......  I was beaten up on 17
November but I do not want to lay a charge or
say anything about i t .......  I want an
English bible."



The second visit was on 29 December. He had 
no complaints. Bible not received. The 
report sent on on 30 December. The first one 
had been sent in on 14 December.

The next visit was on 17 February.

He had complaints about ventilation in his 
cell - nose was running - medicine not 
brought to him - nightmares at night - soup 
not well cooked - doctor prescribed diet for 
ulcer.

Since 17 November the security police have 
not done anything to me. This statement was 
taken at John Vorster and I sent it on 18 
February.

My next visit was on 4 March - complaints of 
stomach problems - due to see a psychiatrist 
on 5 March.

"The police wake us up at night to check up. 
They kick the doors and make noises. I am a 
bad sleeper and do not like being woken up at 
night."

"On 27 February W/O Marais kicked the door 
and ordered me to stand up. He said, 'Staan
op kaffir1.......  He said he will wake me up
continuously and he slammed the door and
walked away.......  He came back several
times and woke me up again.......  I want to
lay a charge against Marais.......  I do not
get sun and fresh air. I would like to see 
my parents."

The report was sent in on 5 March. My 
remarks were, "I have no reason to disbelieve 
the detainee. Behaviour like this on the 
part of an official cannot and should not be 
tolerated. It is recommended that 
appropriate steps be taken against the
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warrant officer concerned. The request for a 
haircut was again conveyed to the security 
police."

7 60 On 1 March the Minister reported with
ference to my report of 18 February that he 

rfas not prepared to release Ngwenya.

761 There were altogether four visits to Ngwenya.

761 My first visit to Nj ikelana was on 4 February
1982. He had no complaints. This was sent 
through on 6 January. The visit was at John 
Vorster Square. I saw him again at John 
Vorster Square on 22 January when he said he 
was okay - no complaints. Report was sent on 
on 25 January.

762 The third visit was at John Vorster on 17
February. He complained of sleepless nights, 
loss of appetite - food deteriorated - stale 
bread - security police treat him all right - 
has received food but not books or money. 
Report sent in on 19 February.

762 My next visit was on 4 March - no improvement
in food - no complaints about treatment.

762 The next visit was by Mr Van Huysteen and I
saw him again on 22 April at John Vorster 
Square. There has been an improvement in 
food - no complaints. Report sent on on 23 
April.

7 63 The next visit was on 4 May - food
satisfactory - no complaints - very cold. 
Report sent on on 5 May. This was last 
visit.

20 763 I visited Smithers a couple of times.
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76 3 Keith Coleman never complained about any
assaults. Indeed, on 17 February at John 
Vorster Square he said the treatment is 
satisfactory - security police have been 
treating me physically well all along.

764 On 6 February from 4.00 p.m. to 8.00 p.m. I
had an interview with Dr Floyd. She made a 
long statement to me. But I will begin at 
the beginning.

764 I first visited Dr Floyd at the
Bronkhorstspruit police cells on 22 December. 
She said the food was satisfactory and the 
quality was good - treatment satisfactory - 
no complaints - wanted toothpaste. I sent 
the report on on 23 December.

765 The next visit was at the Hillbrow Police
Station when I was told she was out on 
investigation and not available. This was on
4 January.

765 The next visit to Dr Floyd was on 26 January
when she said her health was fair - she'd 
seen a dentist and a doctor - food 
satisfactory - no complaints - treatment fine 
- no requests. Report sent on on 27 January.

765 Coming now to the visit at Johannesburg
Hospital on 6 February - very depressed by 
Aggett's death - "He was my husband although 
we were not married. We lived together for 
seven years."

765 "Last Thursday at John Vorster Square three
security police threatened me. One said he 
will make me stand day and night if necessary 
for three days to make me talk. Two said I 
would get a five year sentence because I was 
withholding information."
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766 "One was Whitehead, one was Captain Olivier -
I do not know the name of the third - he was 
a captain from Newcastle."

766 "The one from Newcastle said I will continue
standing for a long time because I was being 
cheeky - after half an hour I said I was 
suffering from arthritis - he allowed me to 
sit down."

766 "Whitehead came in and wanted to know why I
was not standing - after I heard of Aggett's 
death I was scared to go back to John Vorster 
Square because I am being threatened there 
and because of Neil's death. I am scared to 
be on my own - I am extremely nervous. 
Security police did not assault me 
physically, only mentally."

766 "I wrote my statement the first week in
January but I was not interrogated until last 
Thursday when I was taken to John Vorster 
Square."

766 In my report to the Minister submitted on 8
February I only dealt with the report she 
made to me. Then on 10 February at 
Johannesburg Hospital Dr Floyd said, "My 
memory and mental condition have improved. 
Treatment is fine." This report was sent on 
on 11 February.

767 My next visit was on 15 February when she
said she was depressed and sees a 
psychiatrist regularly. Report submitted 16 
February.

767 My next visit was on 22 February at
Johnnesburg Hospital - still depressed and 
can't sleep.

20 767 Memory better - still depressed.



The next visit was by Van Huysteen on 22 
March.

Cross-examined by Bizos.

I do not muKe any distinction between the 
security police and the uniform branch in 
regard to my reports.

In every case I make a recommendation.

In the case of the complaint about the chain 
around the neck, the man said that he had 
forgiven his interrogators and I could do 
nothing further. The Ngwenya case was 
different.

I am there to see that people are properly 
treated and, if they adopt that attitude, 
there is nothing I can do.

In regard to Coleman's statement that he was 
treated well physically, I say that I am 
there to see that people are not physically 
mishandled.

Perhaps I should have asked Coleman what the 
position was in regard to mental treatment.

Bizos puts to Mouton, "Evidence is going to 
be led before His Worship that you show 
patience and consideration to these detainees 
... but also it becomes quite clear during 
your discussions with them that you are 
helpless in regard to their complaints".

I cannot agree that I am helpless. I convey 
the complaints to the Minister and the 
Minister must give instructions on what must 
be done. I cannot investigate myself and I
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cannot give instructions to the security 
people or others.

12 771 It would be correct that, if a man said he
feared that he would be ~ssaulted again 
tomorrow, I would haT ay to him that all
I can do is report to the Minister. I 
disagree that I give an impression of 
helplessness.

772 Sgt Blom is re-called but the evidence does
not proceed because she hasn't brought any of 
the dockets with her. Bizos mentions that 
the dockets required are those relating to 
Momoniat, Ngwenya and Nanabhai.

775 George Mashinini, detective warrant officer,
testifies about the incident of Smithers.

23 June 1982

Cross-examination of Mashinini continues.

808 Sgt Blom is re-called. De Vries, for the
State, objects to the use of the contents of 
the dockets and says that neither the police 
nor the Attorney-General will waive the 
privilege. Legal argument continues.

15 810 De Vries states that complaints had been laid
by Momoniat, Nanabhai, Cachalia and Chikane 
and that in three instances the Attorney- 
General refused to prosecute and that in one 
instance the case was closed. The only other 
case is against W/O Maree and that is still 
open. Eventually argument stands over.

11 812 She did investigate Momoniat1s complaint.
Cannot remember the date of taking the 
statement. I took the statement on the tenth 
floor.
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812 I seem to recall that he made a report to the
doctor that he had been assaulted.

813 The report would be in the docket.

813 I can't remember if he made a complaint to
the magistrate. I imagine that, if he had 
made a complaint to the magistrate, there 
would be a note in the docket.

813 I believe that I spoke to Maj Cronwright in
order to get his statement. He is the 
commander of the unit and only he can give 
consent in regard to a security prisoner.

>13 I told him that I had a complaint from him
and that I wished to take a statement from 
him.

113 There is a letter from the District Surgeon
to security so they must have known about the 
incident.

>13 We can assume that Cronwright knew that
Momoniat had complained.

114 If a detainee complains to the doctor, then
the doctor sends a copy of what the detainee 
says direct to the security police. I 
received the letter from security that he had 
laid a charge with the District Surgeon. And 
thereupon a docket was opened. Security 
reported to our division and our division 
then reports it to our district commandant 
whereupon it is sent to us.

814 We get no information direct from the doctor.

814 I can't remember if anyone else was with
Cronwright when I went to the tenth floor. I 
do not believe that anyone was there. I do
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not know Lt Venter. I have never taken a 
statement from him. I do not known Cpt 
Swanepoel.

815 I have not taken a statement from anv
officer.

7 815 Perhaps I know Cpt Van Rensburg from sight.

10 815 I cannot remember who brought Mr Momoniat to
me on the tenth floor. It could have been 
Cpt Van Rensburg. I cannot remember. I 
think Momoniat was brought from the cells. I 
cannot remember.

20 815 I made the arrangement with Maj Cronwright 
and he arranged that I would see him on the 
tenth floor - that's why I didn't see him in 
the cells.

25 815 It just so happens that I see prisoners on 
the tenth floor.

816 I was alone with Momoniat. It is possible 
that he told me that he knew the names of the 
people who had assaulted him but that he was 
not prepared to reveal them. He could have 
said that he felt that he was in a vulnerable 
position while he was held under section 6.

15 816 I can remember that somebody said this. I 
could not dispute it if he told the court 
this.

817 I then asked him if he was ready to make a 
statement under oath in connection with what 
had happened. He said yes. Afterwards I 
went back to my office. I cannot remember if 
I went into Cronwright's office. It is 
possible that I went into Cronwright1s 
office.
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I cannot remember if I was accompanied by 
another officer when I took Momoniat1s 
statement.

I can remember taking a statement from Mr 
Nanabhai.

Schabort objects to the course of events - 
says there is a new development - submits he 
should be afforded an opportunity of 
consulting afresh with the witness on these 
new topics, that the docket should be 
available and that this is necessary to be 
fair to her. Court does not accede to his 
request.

I seem to recall that Mr Nanabhai also 
reported to the District Surgeon and the 
matter was referred to me in the same way.

It was as a result of Maj Cronwright that I 
went to the tenth floor for Nanabhai.

If Nanabhai says that there was a captain in 
the room with me, I cannot deny that.

I doubt if the captain was present. Normally 
I consult alone with the people.

I can't remember who took Ngwenya's 
statement. I definitely did not get his 
statement.

There are other women in the detective 
branch, but I do not know of any others who 
take statements from detainees.

I cannot remember if I took any statement 
from a Black man during January or February.
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