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8 21 I have no idea on how the security branch
conduct their interviews.

821 It is a rule that I as a sergeant cannot
involve myself with the work of a senior 
officer such as a lieutenant.

822 I cannot investigate his methods.

822 If the complainant mentions the name, then I
investigate the complaint against that person 
and not against the officer. I do not know 
if officers are involved.

822 It was not said to me that officers were
involved in these cases. I do not know that 
there are officers - not as far as I 
remember.

823 I know that Dr Aggett complained of electric
shocks and that at least one other detainee 
made a similar complaint. I am not aware of 
others who made a similar allegation.

823 I did not go to Maj Cronwright and tell him -
I just reported it to my commander. I do not 
know if anything was done to bring this to 
the notice of Maj Cronwright or Brig Muller.

823 I did not find it difficult to take Dr
Aggett's statement. My English is reasonably 
good.

823 Dr Aggett dictated the statement to me and I
took it verbatim.

824 If I had difficulty with words, he would
spell them.

5 824 There has been a prosecution. I cannot say
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against whom. There is such a case at 
present. W/O Potgieter is investigating it.

824 I do not know if there was a case where there
■'as a request to withdraw the case after I 
h ■- r l taken the statement.

824 I have taken statements where they say
initially that they do not want a 
prosecution. There were about two or three 
of these.

825 The case is fully investigated even if the
complainant makes a statement that he does 
not want a criminal prosecution and then the 
decision is made by the Attorney-General.

8 25 In the two or more cases which I remember it
was the complainants themselves who said they 
did not want a prosecution.

8 25 The reason which they gave for not wanting a
prosecution was just that they are detainees 
under section 6. It is correct that this is 
the reason which they gave. They were not 
prepared to go on with their complaints while 
they were being detained.

826 Cross-examined by Schabort.

I have never given evidence before in court.*

826 My function is the investigation of criminal
cases against members of the force and also 
inquests. I am not connected to the security 
branch. It was quarter past 10 that I took 
Dr Aggett's statement. I encountered him on 
the tenth floor.

Dr Aggett was busy writing pages. There was 
a person with him and I do not remember who.



I asked this person to leave. I sat down at 
the desk. We were opposite each other. He 
was ready to make a statement. I can't 
remember the exact words.

Dr Aggett read through the statement himself. 
When I took th\ otaement, I did not have 
much experience of police work. I had been 
an investigating officer for seven years.*

He appeared neat. He was shaved - had a 
beard. He spoke normally - there was no 
holding back or hesitation of any kind. He 
dictated the statement and I wrote it down.* 
He was not in a hurry. He took his time. I 
wrote down everything he said. He was calm.

I noticed nothing specific about his facial 
expressions. He was relaxed. There were no 
strange remarks or reactions. There was no 
sign of depression. I did not notice signs 
that he had problems with concentration. he 
was not withdrawn. There were no 
interruptions in the taking of his statement. 
If he had other complaints, he did not 
mention them. If he had mentioned them, I 
would have written them down. It is correct 
that he did not want to see a doctor.

He said he did not want to see a doctor. I 
saw no indications that seeing a doctor was 
urgent. If he said that he wanted to see a 
doctor or if I saw that he was sick, I would 
definitely have arranged for him to see a 
doctor. I did not do a search because there 
was firsthand knowledge that the case was 
pending and before I received the case a 
reasonable time had already elapsed. There 
had been a lot of time to hide away things in 
more than 30 offices over three floors. I 
went there to take a statement and because an 
officer of the force was involved, I could 
not have gone further. I reported to my 
commander that an officer in the force was 
involved and that I could not go further with 
the investigation.
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832 I could not simply burst into an office. I
did not have free access to security. You 
have to report to the security office and say 
what person you want to see and then 
arrangements are made for you to go there. I 
received the docket at about 8.00 a.m. and I 
contacted Cronwright , -anged that I
could see him that mo^n:. : g . I did not show 
the statement to Cronwright. I did not think 
he needed any protection.

833 Cases with the ordinary public are different.
Normally the complainant reports the case 
personally and immediately the following day 
the matter is entrusted to an investigating 
officer. There are not always men 
immediately available for investigation. It 
can sometimes only be done the next day. In 
ordinary cases it can sometimes take longer 
than a day before somebody is allocated to 
investigate. I was not disturbed at all on 
the tenth floor. There was no interference 
and I also found it convenient to take 
statements in the office. But I could have 
done it just as well in the cells. The doors 
are closed and you are in private.

834 It would be difficult to overhear what was
being said. You do not speak loudly when you 
take a statement.

I can't really remember what was said when I 
saw Mr Momoniat. I can remember people 
saying that they do not wish to lay a 
complaint because they are detained under 
section 6 but I do not remember if it was so 
in this case. I could only say after looking 
at the documents. I normally talk to people 
alone and I do not think a captain was 
present when I saw Nanabhai. I deny that a 
person was present when I saw him. I could 
have expressed myself more strongly earlier 
this morning.

I cannot remember any case where I took a 
statement in the presence of a security man.
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836 After argument on the question of privilege,
the court suggests that a compromise 
arrangement would help him. De Vries says he 
will discuss the matter with Bizos.

837 Brig H C Muller is called.

838 I received a message at five minutes to two
in the morning. After I had ascertained that 
Dr Aggett was dead, I telephoned the District 
Surgeon on duty, a Dr Neilson, and also the 
State Pathologist, Prof Scheepers. After 
Prof Scheepers told me I could do s o , I cut 
the body loose and had it removed to the 
mortuary.

5 839 I identify Exhibits AA2 and AA3 which were
issued by my office on 11 December. AA2 was 
issued by the Commissioner of Police to 
confirm my decision of 11 December for the 
further detention of Neil Aggett.

Cross-examined by Bizos

30 841 The purpose of interrogation under section 22
is to elicit facts known to the person so 
interrogated.

842 Detention of Dr Aggett was part of a very
extensive investigation. It was indicated to 
me on the day of detention that preliminary 
questions had been put to Dr Aggett on which 
a negative result was obtained. To 
interrogate him in depth, it was necessary 
first to interrogate other persons for the 
gleaning of additional information on which 
to interrogate Dr Aggett. The period of 14 
days expired before he could be reached again 
for intensive interrogation.

Cpt Strauss interrogated Dr Aggett before he 
was taken to Pretoria for his first 14 days.
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No statement was taken. No notes were taken 
to my knowledge.

18 843 The circumstances of the investigation did
not make it possible to use the powers under 
section 22 within the 14 day period.

25 843 Had the indications been by the deceased that
he was prepared to answer questions, he would 
indeed have been interrogated.

8 844 We did not send anybody to see him the next
day because I was satisfied at that stage 
that the doctor was not prepared to answer 
questions.

15 844 He was sent to Pretoria because other places
were not available. I do not know how long 
he was kept at John Vorster Square on the 
first day.

30 844 I do not think any security man visited him
in Pretoria.

5 845 I would deny that as a matter of system
people were taken in under section 22 and not 
interrogated during the 14 day period.

12 845 Dr Floyd was detained on the same day as Dr
Aggett but I can't say when she was first 
interrogated. It is possible that her 
evidence is that for a period of three weeks 
and two days she was not asked anything. It 
never came to my notice that Dr Aggett 
complained that he was not being interrogated 
under section 22. It never came to my notice 
that Dr Aggett had any complaint in relation 
to his section 22 detention, apart from a 
medical complaint.

Referring to Dr Aggett's statement to the 
magistrate on 17 December that he was not
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asked any questions, I cannot recall that.

846 I should have received a copy of the report
of the magistrate.

847 T would have handed my copy of that letter
over to the investigating officer immediately 
after Dr Aggett's death.

8 47 I cannot remember it having been done but the
procedure is that it is normally done.

847 Immediately after the death I stood entirely 
apart from an investigation being conducted. 
"I did not influence or voluntarily tender 
anything to the investigating officer,

847 Had my office been asked, it would have
handed over all evidence relating to 
complaints.

8 48 I cannot remember having handed over the
affidavit by Van Aswegen. I cannot say how 
the investigating officer came to be in 
possession of it - whether it was handed over 
by me or by a member of my staff.

849 I do not agree that the provisions of section
22 were abused.

849 I am not saying that we detain people without
being ready to interrogate them.

849 "The doctor had indicated that he was not
prepared to subject himself to interrogation 
- that was the message brought to me. It was 
necessary for us to convince the doctor of 
the necessity that he answers questions that 
might be put to him."*
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850 It was my decision to send him to Pretoria.
I decided this when it was indicated that the 
doctor was not prepared to answer questions, 
upon execution of the arrest of the doctor 
and of other individuals. Cpt Strauss took 
him to Pretoria and said that he would not 
answer questions.

21 850 Dr Aggett expressed himself strongly to
Strauss. He used a vulgar expression. He 
said this on his way to Pretoria.

2 851 The decision about Pretoria was taken before
he had expressed a desire not to answer 
questions.

851 There was a lot of administrative work.

851 I am not prepared to comment on the
interrogation of Dr Floyd. I know that she 
was at Bronkhorstspruit for three weeks, not 
that no questions were asked.

1 852 I am not prepared to comment on Dr Floyd.

15 852 No more suitable places of detention were
available.

852 I have been head of security in Johannesburg
for six years. I have never asked a Supreme 
Court judge for an extension under section 
22. I have no knowledge of any such 
application. A magistrate does not have to 
visit a section 22 detainee, neither the 
inspector of detainees.

853 Section 22 says that questions may be put.
It places no obligation on the detainee to 
reply. Section 6 provides that the person be 
detained until he has answered questions to 
the satisfaction of the Commissioner. The
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854

854

physical and mental conditions of detentions 
do not differ.

Hypothetically a person is at risk during the 
first part of his detention. ^  ■? protection 
he requires is not materially di erent 
between these two periods.

I am not qualified to comment on what various 
experts have written about isolating a person 
for the first two weeks.

854 I don't know if the textbook objective
applies in this case - the doctor was in 
contact with warders, he was in contact with 
other persons engaged in duties at his place 
of detention and he was at liberty and had 
the right at any time to indicate that he was 
prepared to talk to any of us.

855 It is correct that uniform people are
prohibited from speaking to detainees in the 
sense of interrogating them. But they may 
speak to them for eliciting complaints or 
attending to complaints.

855 I do not know that warders are ordered not to
converse with detainees. I see no 
condemnation or disqualification for a 
conversation about family and friends, 
soccer, rugby, etc.

856 Conversing on matters relating to detention
is prohibited. I do not consider myself 
qualified in regard to Agenbag's 
interpretation of conversing.

20 856 I can't comment on how confused the evidence 
is about the decision to take him to 
Pretoria.
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856 I can't comment on the evidence of my officer
who said that he had warned Dr Aggett in 
accordance with the judge's rules.

857 An explanation could be that there is no
obligation on a section 22 detainee to answer 
questions - that could be what the captain 
was trying to say.

857 If my hypothesis is correct, it could be that
a captain under my command does not know the 
difference between a warrant to arrest a man 
on a specific charge and the execution of a 
warrant under section 22.

857 There was no warrant for his arrest on a
specific charge.

857 So the questions asked on the way to Pretoria
could have been completely open-ended.

I got Dr Aggett's complaint of 18 December 
when he was already detained under section 6 
and his interrogation had commenced.

858 I did not attend to that complaint - I did
not consider it expedient or necessary. The 
opportunity had been given to him and was 
available to him to indicate that he was 
prepared to discuss matters with us.

Cpt Strauss was not one of the persons 
designated to interrogate Dr Aggett.

858 Upon conveyance and at the time of arrest he 
was delegated.

859 Cpt Strauss would have been briefed summarily
on the purpose of the investigation, its 
direction, the alleged implication of Dr 
Aggett - all very limited in the
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circumstances. He knew little about the 
investigation.

859 Strauss was not one of those who interrogated
trade unionists.

859 He has a different speciality, not concerned
with investigations or interrogations.

859 He was in the dark as to what to interrogate
Dr Aggett about except for the brief 
notifications as stated above.

860 Strauss was not totally ignorant of the facts
required from Dr Aggett.

860 I did not tell Strauss anything myself.

860 I deny that the court must infer that people
were not interrogated for any period of time 
in pursuance of an overall object of getting 
them disorientated on solitary confinement.

860 If this is asked, this policy would apply to
everyone who is detained and this does not 
happen.

861 I can't say why he was not interrogated on
11, 12, 13 and 14 December if that was the 
case.

861 I can accept the fact that he was not moved
from his cell on those days, but I cannot 
accept it as a fact that there was no 
communication.

862 I was in overall charge of the security
branch but I was not personally actively 
involved in the investigation. The 
investigation was in the hands of other
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officers and it would be wrong for me to 
create the impression that absolutely no 
advances were made to Dr Aggett during the 
period. The same advances made during his 
conveyance to Pretoria might have been made 
upon his being transferred to Johannesburg.

862 I find it difficult to explain my hypothesis
that he was objectionable and unco-operative 
in view of the affidavits which say how 
polite and co-operative Dr Aggett was. It 
could be that an individual under given 
circumstances would maintain an attitude and 
he could decide to be co-operative.

863

863

I imagine that when he agreed to subject 
himself to interrogation, he did so in good 
spirit.

I can give no reason why it does not appear 
that there was any interrogation from 28 
November to 14 December.

864 I can remember several detainees who
immediately expressed willingness to reply to 
questions.

864 Cronwright engineered the interrogation.

865 Cronwright reported to me on a daily basis.
I paid unannounced sporadic visits to the 
tenth floor and found that my men were 
keeping themselves busy.

865 Van Schalkwyk is from the South African
Railway Police and Cpt Naude is from East 
London. I understand that Naude has 
specialised knowledge in relation to the work 
done by trade unions.

No interrogation is by one individual. 
Another person is present to see to the
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safety of the detainee, to attend to his 
needs, to ensure no escape and other relevant 
matters.

866 Not every person present actively takes part
in the interrogation.

866 I can't answer positively about the
qualifications of Van Schalkwyk. I imagine 
he was brought in when the investigation 
started. He is a big man.

867 Van Schalkwyk handles security matters, there
is a close liaison between his department and 
mine, we needed additional members to help.

867 Van Schalkwyk could contribute to the
interrogation out of his knowledge of 
security matters and out of the knowledge 
which he could have gained out of the 
investigation that was in progress.

868 Whitehead is from my staff. I do not know
where he comes from. He could have been with
me two to four years. He is a permanent 
member.

868 His speciality varies but at the time of the
interrogation it was trade unions and trade 
union activities.

869 I can't say where I was on 4 January.

869 I accept that visits by the magistrate and
the inspector are essential for the 
protection of detainees.

870 MacPherson is in no position to state for
what purpose a person is removed from the 
cells at a given time. He is removed by 
investigators or by escorts for a specific



purpose of which MacPherson has no knowledge.

I can't recall having seen Mouton on the 
tenth floor.

A mere telephone call by the inspector to me 
would have clarified the matter.

The inspector and the magistrates don't make 
previous appointments to have people 
available for consultation. I can't recall 
seeing a magistrate on the tenth floor.

Most of the interrogation takes place on the 
tenth floor. I have never seen an inspector 
or a magistrate there in six years.

It's easy to miss them. My office is on the 
ninth floor.

It was never reported to me that an inspector 
or magistrate had come to the tenth floor. I 
have never seen a doctor on the tenth floor.

These people are detained for interrogation, 
not for visits by the magistrate. It's very 
possible that a detainee may not be available 
in the cells at the times of these visits.

I have no objection to these visits taking 
place in the office where the interrogation 
takes place.

I do not agree that keeping the inspector 
away from Dr Aggett on the 4th and away from 
the magistrate on the 6th could either have 
been a coincidence or for a good reason.

I deny that it was done by design. I agree 
it could be a coincidence that the person is
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out of the cells for investigation or 
interrogation.

8 74 I agree that MacPherson has an important
position in the security police relating to 
the safety - curity and well-being of 
detainees.

874 I have given no instructions to MacPherson
about what he is to do if the inspector or 
the magistrate comes.

874 Dodges the question of whether it is his duty
to have an efficient system of avoiding 
misunderstanding re visits.

875 Dodges the question again - "It is beyond the
scope of my offices to prescribe to either 
the visiting inspector or the visiting 
magistrate the rules that they wish to 
apply."

875 Hypothetically on a balance of probabilities,
I would say that the risk is greater in the 
interrogation room than in the cell.

87 5 The protection was never denied to the
detainee.

876 Referring to the magistrate's report dated 19
January, I must accept that I received it. I 
cannot say as to the date it was received by 
m e .

87 6 I receive copies of every report and I can't
single out one.

Every document purporting to contain a 
complaint, especially of assault, is 
immediately referred to the CID. I imagine I
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received this document and dealt with it in a 
similar manner.

877 It is correct that I cannot say whether it is
true or untrue. It is very possible that 
saw Dr Aggett between 4th and 18th. I kr-pt 
no records. I saw him on several occasions 
during his detention.

877 I agree that the quicker his allegations were
investigated, the better.

877 I would certainly want an investigation to be
instituted.

I would want the men responsible dealt with 
and, if the complaints were false, I would 
like that to be shown.

878 About the delay between 4 January and 4
February, I would say it depends on the 
circumstances, at what stage the complaint 
was made, at what stage it is possible to 
make the complaint, and what the chain of 
events was.

878 It is correct that the system of visits did
not work on 4 January.

It is correct that the system did not work on
6 January. It is correct that the system 
worked on 18 January but he did not see the 
investigating officer until 4 February. I 
would agree there was a delay.

879 I do not agree that a detainee is in a weak
position.

It is weak in the sense that he cannot see 
his doctor, lawyer, family, etc. Family 
visits were granted within reason. Every



medical complaint is immediately attended to.

I would agree that he is in a weaker position 
than a person capable of conducting his own 
affairs.

In an ordinary assault case, if a person were 
assaulted on 4 January and his statement was 
only taken on 4 February, there is something 
wrong.

The position is worse if we are dealing with 
a detainee who is helpless.

On the day of his death it first came to my 
notice that Dr Aggett complained that he had 
been electrically shocked. I heard in the 
course of the day.

That was the first time I heard a detainee 
make an allegation of electric shock at John 
Vorster Square.

It is possible that this had happened before, 
I cannot recall.

I did nothing then, the matter was out of my 
hands and in the hands of the CID. I 
purposely withheld myself from any 
activities, influence or interference.

I was in my office on 4th. The allegations 
of Dr Aggett in his statement of 4 February 
are serious.

I have no knowledge of what was done by the 
CID.

As regards what a detective should do, I say 
that, as to the seniority of the persons
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against whom the complaint is made, I would 
convey the report to a more senior officer.
I would then, within the ambit of my 
resources, carry out such investigation as I 
consider necessary.

As regards a search, your experience as a 
policeman would tell you that this would be a 
hopeless effort.

10 882 It would be a very naive person to keep
incriminating evidence handy. The branch 
occupies roughly 90 offices and has some 100 
vehicles.

2 5 8 82 I might have searched, I might not have. I
do not know in what position an investigating 
officer finds himself.

I am in charge of Lt Whitehead.

As to whether I would have allowed Whitehead 
to continue interrogation, I say that I paid 
a visit to the tenth floor on the 3rd. I had 
a brief interview with Dr Aggett. I would 
not say categorically that he was relaxed but 
he did not appear to be worried. He was 
calmly making notes and I had no reason to 
believe that he was burdened by a recent 
assault. I asked him if he had any 
complaints. No complaints.

24 June 1982

Cross-examination of Brig Muller continues

8 8 84 I cannot say how often I saw Dr Aggett. It
would be risky to guess. It was irregular.

None of the other seven detainees complained 
to m e .
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884 I cannot venture to explain the absence of Dr
Aggett's complaints to me.

8 84 I was the person who observed the
circumstances most closely. I cannot comment 
on why I did not try to delve into why people 
did not complain to m e . I was available. I 
enquired specifically as to the existence of 
complaints.

885 It is a possible theory that people
identified me with the persons against whom 
the complaints were made.

885 I can think of no other reason.

885 I cannot recall Mr David Dison ringing me on
5 February.

Bizos puts the fact that David Dison has a 
note that the brigadier told him that Dr 
Aggett was found in the cell, that the 
brigadier had seen him the day before, 4 
February, that he was relaxed and calm, that 
the brigadier had withdrawn his whole staff 
and that the Divisional Commander was 
investigating.

886 Yes, I now remember that. Mr Dison made the
call. It was to me an upsetting day. I must 
plead lack of memory.

886 I don't dispute Mr Dison's note.

886 I cannot recollect having seen Dr Aggett on
4th. I do remember specifically having seen 
him on 3rd. On 5th my mind was in such a 
turmoil but I was not entirely calm on that 
day.

887 Had I conveyed the impression that I could



not understand how this could have happened 
because I saw him yesterday, it must have 
been an observation of Dr Aggett in passing.

Dr Aggett's statement to Mrs Blom was not 
brought to my attention on 4th.

The fact that a complaint had been made by Dr 
Aggett on 18 January was not present in my 
mind when I saw him on 3rd or 4th.

I cannot risk a guess on how often I saw Dr 
Aggett between 18 January and 4 February.

I had received Magistrate Wessels's report of 
18 January.

I did not talk to him about the report to the 
magistrate because I make it a principle not 
to interfere in the event of a complaint 
being made which is referred to the CID. I 
decline to exercise my influence on 
investigating officers.

My duty to protect detainees from assaults or 
ill-treatment is partly a reason for my 
sporadic visits to the tenth floor to ensure 
that it is being conducted properly.

I have sufficient faith in my staff to allow 
them to carry on with their investigation 
notwithstanding the fact that a complaint of 
assault has been made.

I refer the complaint to the magistrate to 
the Divisional Commissioner for investigation 
independent of the security branch. The head 
office had received their own copy from the 
magistrate. The Commissioner's copy goes to 
the security branch head office.



I do, in addition, inform my head office that 
I have referred the matter to the CID.

I report to head office by letter.

I do not recall when I reported Dr Aggett's 
complaint to head office by letter.

Apart from the necessary steps being taken to 
ensure the detainee's safety, I cannot recall 
any other instructions or guidelines which 
have been given to me for the protection of 
detainees. I initiated the installation of 
bars on all the windows on the ninth and 
tenth floors.

There is no code of conduct for 
interrogators. If there was a code, I would 
have known about it. There is no code on how 
interrogation is to be conducted.

Bizos puts question put to Minister of Law 
and Order on 5 May 1982 where the Minister 
said that there are instructions and 
guidelines governing methods of interrogation 
and the instructions and guidelines amount to 
the application of sensible and conciliatory 
methods and all detainees are visited at 
least once in 14 days by a magistrate.

It's common knowledge that this is what is 
required of us and in the broad this is what 
is applied or what is to be adhered to in the 
sense of a broad guideline.

Instructions are explicit in the practical 
application of an interrogation. It's not 
possible to lay down specific guidelines. 
Broad guidelines yes. These are laid down 
from time to time by the Minister, 
Commissioner, by my head office as to the 
abstaining from use of violence and matters 
appertaining thereto.
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8 94 There have been many instructions but
guidelines would be impracticable.

8 94 Many instructions have been verbal. I
imagine I have instructions on record.

8 94 So there are general instructions.

896 At this stage the record is replayed to
establish what the brigadier previously said 
in regard to instructions and guidelines.

896 Bizos refers to paragraph 10.47 of the Rabie
Report where the Commission refers to 
instructions dated 1978.

896 If I gave the impression that there are no
instructions, I wish to apologise for the 
wrong impression. Such instructions do 
exist.

897 As to whether these instructions were in the
forefront of my mind, I say that I am, apart 
from instructions, adamant on my own 
instructions as to the handling and 
safeguarding of detainees.

897 If the instruction of 1978 was not in the
forefront of my mind, principles certainly 
were because they are normal practice.

897 These instructions should be on my file.

897 It is difficult to recall when I first heard
that Dr Aggett was out of his cell for 28, 29 
and 30 January. I think it was on the day of 
his death.

I heard this from the officers investigating 
the inquest.
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898 I heard this from Van Schalkwyk.

898 If I had known that Dr Aacrett was to he

25 898 I spent a whole night with a detainee because
it was expedient and I made him comfortable 
in my office.

5 899 It is possible that the 60 hour period was at
Dr Aggett's request. Very possible. This is 
a serious suggestion.

899 I have not to this day seen Dr Aggett1s
complaint to Sgt Blom. I was not in court
when it was read out. It was read to me in 
consultation.

28 899 Despite his statement, it is possible he was
kept at his own request.

30 899 I did not ask my men whether it was at his
own request.

7 900 This is not what is called intensified
interrogation.

15 900 It could be that the detainee could be
desirous of having the interrogation 
finalised. I am not qualified to comment on 
the fact that he then complains.

25 900 The fact that he had been in for so long
strengthens my assumption that it was at his 
own request.
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901 I do not know what the other people say in
their statements.

901 It is possible that it was decided to
interrogate him more intensively. I do not 
know the c.i . t^nces pertaining.

901 There is something in the 1978 instructions
about a detainee being entitled to be away 
from his interrogators. If I recall, they 
say that interrogators are to refrain from 
interrogating for undue lengthy periods.

901 I have been at John Vorster for six years.
don't recall the case of Cynthia Mongwene.

904 The cells are a couple of minutes away from
the interrogation room. There would be a 
reason for keeping Dr Aggett out of his cell. 
He could rest more comfortably in an office 
than in a cell, the necessary materials were 
available for rest. He could be granted 
privacy in a private office.

90 4 Circumstances may have been that it was
expedient to carry on the interrogation upon 
the detainee awakening or indicating that he 
had rested sufficiently for the interrogation 
to carry on.

905 Facilities supplied under the conditions I
have explained are more comfortable than a 
cell. There is a bathroom on the tenth 
floor, I mean a wash room. There is no 
shower room.

905 I do not know if a change of clothing was
taken up.

905 I confirm that I did not know about the long
session until after Dr Aggett's death.
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905 I can think of various reasons why there was
a hurry. It was brought to my attention that 
during that period there was a possibility of 
other people perhaps becoming necessary for 
further information being gleaned. I learnt 
this after his death.

905 The investigation could have reached the
stage that it was expedient to finalise the 
interrogation.

906 If what he said to Blom was correct, there 
was a violation of his rights to a degree.

907 If what Dr Agget says is correct, there is no 
gross violation of his rights.

907 I am not saying he was deprived of sleep for
three days.

907 If what Dr Aggett says is correct, there
would be a gross deprivation of his rights.
If he was assaulted, it would be irregular.

907 I do pay regular visits, in the context of
the Minister's statement of 5 May. Regular 
is not defined.

908 Many people were being interrogated all the
time at that stage. It is possible that 
other people were being interrogated on the 
tenth floor that weekend. I do not know.

908 If what Dr Aggett says is correct, the
procedure was not conciliatory and sensible.

30 908 I have not tried to find out how long one 
should conduct an interrogation.



I have told my staff that detainees should be 
given rest when necessary, that there should 
not be excessively lengthy interrogations and 
that there should be the necessary food.

It is not an adversary situation between the 
detainee and his questioner. It can become 
very friendly.

There is a situation of conflicting aims.

The success of the interrogator is to get the 
information and the success of the detainee 
is the opposite.

It is necessary that a rapport of good will 
develop between the interrogator and the 
detainee.

It is a proper safeguard to leave it to the 
discretion of the interrogator as to how long 
the detainee will remain in the interrogation 
room - I have that degree of faith in my 
staff.

I believe in procedural safeguards.

Had it been brought to my notice that the 
interrogation was at the desire of the 
interrogator solely, I would have acted.

I am not qualified to state what brought Lt 
Whitehead to his decision. The decision 
could have been reached on the request of Dr 
Aggett.

In the Minister's statement, the onus is on 
the regular visits of the commanding officer 
and not on the duty of the interrogator.



I consider that my visits were regular at 
such times as I considered necessary and that 
I surprised interrogators.

It is a theoretical possibility that they did 
this to avoid my supervision.

I am aware that the protection of detainees 
is a matter of debate. I am not aware of 
scientific investigation. I have not heard 
of the Parker Report or the Bennett Report.
I do not know about rules and regulations in 
Northern Ireland or elsewhere.

The position is then that it was left to the 
discretion of Lt Whitehead, except that he 
did not know about any possible visit by me.

Many years ago I was an interrogator.

Tactics differ from person to person but I 
would not think of interrogating a person 
without having prior knowledge of the 
possible existence of knowledge in his mind.
I would do my utmost to win his confidence. 
Experience teaches you to weigh what is said.

Many detainees have been released without 
having made satisfactory statements. To this 
day Dr Floyd has not made a satisfactory 
statement.

A satisfactory statement is one which 
satisfies the Commissioner. The Commissioner 
relies on the interrogator.

Regarding Dr Aggett's statement of 8 January 
and offences disclosed, I say that this 
investigation related to a conspiracy and not 
necessarily to a specific act. One deed 
amplified another.
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916 It is possible that he was interrogated for
70 hours up to 8 January.

916 The purpose of taking a statement is not to
get him to implicate himself if necessary.
He was interrogated because certain facts had 
been gathered from other sources.

917 I signed the warrant for his detention and I
would have had to recommend his release.

917 I was satisfied that he had not made a
satisfactory statement. But I did not read 
the statement. I was kept informed.

917 The decision of whether or not he had made a
satisfactory statement would have been a 
decision for the investigating officer. I 
supervise that decision in general.

917 A mere statement to me that the detainee is
still not answering questions would be 
enough.

918 I cannot recall Cpt Naude reporting to me on
his statement. I imagine he was the 
responsible person at that time.

918 I was not actively engaged in the
investigation and I do not know exactly who 
was in charge of Dr Aggett at particular 
times.

919 After the death I read the last draft
statement of Dr Aggett. I read none before 
his death. Maj Cronwright reported to me on 
progress.

919 I never asked Naude or Whitehead how it was
getting on. I can't remember that I myself
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ever reported to any higher authority about 
the interrogation of the doctor.

919 Bizos puts paragraph 10.62 of the Rabie
Report.

920 The Minister is not necessarily informed of
the interrogation of an individual, just of 
the progress of the investigation of which 
the interrogation is a sub-division.

922 Reports are being made to the Minister by the
safeguard built in by the Act, by the 
inspector of detainees and I in turn inform 
the Minister of irregularities taking place.*

922 Reports were made to me on the progress of
the case in a global sense, of the 
revelations made at a given time, whether the 
interrogators were satisfied that all the 
facts had been elicited.

923 After the statement had been taken in the
middle of January, I could have come to a 
conclusion about his detention in a 
consideration of the facts singularly read 
with the facts electively in our knowledge in 
relation to the investigation at the time.

923 I must have decided because of a notification
that the statement was not conclusive and 
that all the information required had not 
been elicited. I do not know what 
information was given to me at that time.

923 It would be correct to presume that I was
informed after the signing and indexing of 
the statement.

923 Irrespective of the date of the statement,
there was an ongoing process. I am informed, 
without reading the statement, of the crux of
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the revelations that have been made. This is 
a process which is weighed against other 
knowledge available which convinces my 
investigators who in turn convince me that 
the further interrogation or detention of a 
person would be necessary.

924 As a seconded member, I would have seen Cpt
Naude regularly. I imagine I did see him.

924 I will not deny that I was the senior officer
responsible for the interrogation of Dr 
Aggett. I cannot recall speaking to Maude at 
all about whether he was satisfied with Dr 
Aggett's statement.

924 In relation to a specific individual, the
best person to know whether a detainee has 
made a satisfactory statement would be the 
senior officer responsible but not 
necessarily in relation to the entire 
investigation.

924 Cpt Maude was not necessarily informed of the
investigation as a whole, but certainly of 
the facts which were known and of the facts 
which were to be proved. Cpt Naude could not 
possibly have done his work properly if he 
was not informed on the information 
supposedly available to Dr Aggett.

925 Naude's statement does not say that Aggett's
statement was sufficiently satisfactory to 
license his release.

925 Naude1s service at John Vorster Square was
interrupted.

926 If Dr Aggett had only 11 hours of rest in 62
hours, I would sav it is insufficient.
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