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1060 If Aggett was not prepared to subject himself
to this procedure, it was the duty of 
Whitehead, if it happened during the day, to 
report to me. And if it happened during the 
night, it should also have been reported to 
me at my house. And my order would have been 
that the mar.. ,ho- 1 d be taken back to the 
cells but thai one of them must stand by him 
until he sleeps restfully.

1061 When V7hitehead refers to our decision ("ons
besluit"), he is referring to the decision of 
Whitehead and me.

1061 The word "intensive" in the context of the
decision must be understood in the light of 
the fact that Aggett would have been 
confronted with all the facts. At the 
beginning we are not inclined to make known 
the facts.

1061 I gave my consent that Dr Aggett be further
questioned.

1061 We did not speak about intensive.

1062 I gave my consent to further questioning,

1062 I was a party to the consent that he be
further questioned over a period.

1062 I disagree with Whitehead only over the word
"intensive".

1062 I dissociate myself from the word
"intensive".

1063 I became aware of Whitehead's decision at
about 16h00 on 28th after Whitehead had 
reported to me that he had researched the 
statement already received from Dr Aggett,
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together with other members, that he had gone 
to the cells and that he had spoken to Dr 
Aggett and that Dr Aggett had agreed that he 
would now open his heart and bring out a full 
statement on the questions which Whitehead 
would put to him. With this m o r t  I gave 
Whitehead consent to go bac id 'etch Aggett 
at the cells and go ahead w±cl uis 
investigation.**

1063 It is here in the court that I hear the word 
"intensive" for the first time.

10 63 I would not have agreed to the interrogation
without the co-operation of the deceased.

1064 I would not have given my consent if the 
decision had been communicated to me in the 
manner in which Whitehead puts it in his 
affidavit.

1064 I would not consider 16hl8 to 24h00 a
reasonable period of interrogation. But I 
wish to point out that there was quite a bit 
of writing during that time.

1064 That period of interrogation on 28th was not
reasonable if it was just questioning but I 
know that the man had food that night and I 
also know that he was given tea and that he 
rested. The word questioned is not 
continuous.

1065 The reason for sleeping in the office is
partly a protective measure. A person could 
become morbid and to calm him he should sleep 
under supervision. If there are signs of 
nervousness, he may need a doctor. We had a 
case of a woman who was questioned one day 
and then came out with the whole story in the 
early evening. It was told to me 
telephonically at home. I told Muller and we 
then went to the office.
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3 1066 The lady was then allowed to sleep in the
office on the ninth floor under supervision 
and this calmed her.

17 1066 I have no knowledge of Dr Aggett having been
not allowed to sleep.

18 1067 If I correctly recall, there was one case
where a complaint was made about a man who is 
now a captain. There was no criminal 
prosecution but there was a civil claim and 
there was a question of questioning during 
the evening, a long questioning, but the real 
complaint was that she had to stand a long 
time.

30 1067 The complaint was against a Cpt Bouwer who
has been taken off investigations.

1 1068 This was the case where damages were paid.

8 1068 It would not be a solution to stop these
night examinations because there will always 
be complaints about the security police.

2 1069 Dr Aggett was not questioned through the
night.

15 1069 Experience has taught that a person who opens
his heart sleeps restlessly, is sometimes 
nervous and tense and that it is a good 
precaution that he should sleep under 
watchful eyes until he comes to rest. If 
there is sleeplessness or nervousness, he can 
be taken to a doctor or a doctor can be 
called to give him treatment.**

15 1070 In questioning, questions are put which are
then answered by writing, by talking and by 
notes. Further questions are then put. In 
a period of 10 hours, six hours could easily 
be spent in writing.
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1070 We were not anxious to complete the
interrogation. It could have taken another 
year as far as I was concerned. I am serious 
about this.

When Dr Aggett came over from Pretoria, he 
was brought to my office and I fully 
explained the position to him by reading 
section 6 and he said, 111 am not ready at 
this stage to talk yet."

1°71 We were not anxious to complete his
interrogation. We had many other 
interrogations to go on with.

The reason why he was not interrogated 
between 12 and 19 January was that we had 
quite a number of other detainees at that 
time who were waiting for interrogation. It 
all took time. This is probably the reason 
why he was not interrogated between 21 and 
24.

I think there were 58 or 59 people detained 
at John Vorster Square between September and 
February.

It is correct that about 40 people have been 
released without charge. It can be that six 
are still detained as section 12B witnesses. 
This is more or less correct.

1072 At this stage only one is detained under 
section 6.

1073 In connection with this particular 
investigation, three have been convicted.

1073 There are six awaiting trial.

1073 Two were convicted under the Terrorism Act,



not in relation to an overall conspiracy but 
in relation to a specific conspiracy to blow 
up the Brixton Tower. One person got a 
suspended sentence for contravening the 
provisions of the Internal Security Act.

There were three who were charged under the 
Prisons Act but they were originally charged 
under the Terrorism Act in connection with 
the escape of Mombaris, Jenkin and Lee. It 
was then decided to charge them under the 
Prisons Act but it arose out of this 
investigation.

The case of the man charged with attempting 
to escape was not our case.

Barbara Hogan is standing trial alone on a 
charge of high treason, alternatively 
terrorism.

There are another three whose case was 
postponed today. Two have been transferred 
to the Cape where they will probably be 
charged with treason, alternatively 
terrorism. One has been transferred to 
Natal.

All those who were released have had notices 
that they must give State evidence. This is 
not a device to save the State.

I deny that we were putting pressure on 
Aggett because of this tremendous conspiracy 
trial.

I know about the statement of the Minister of
3 February 1982 and I believe that the SB at 
JVS do everything in their power to protect 
the interests of a detainee.
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1077 Reports go to head office which then
apparently go direct to the Minister but 
Pretoria never applied pressure on us to 
complete our investigation as soon as 
possible. Head office realised what a large 
case it was and that it was a countrywide 
investigation.

1077 It happens from time to time that there is
dissatisfaction among some members of the 
public about detentions. There is nothing I 
can do - I did not make the law.

1077 It was not only in January that there was
agitation - it happens every week, every 
month.

1077 There was perhaps agitation in January,
perhaps already in December, I did not know.

10 78 I do not know if the statement of 8 January
was handed to the Attorney-General or his 
representative.

1078 I read the statements and give them back to
the investigator and then, if they are 
completed, the investigator will take them 
direct to the advocate.

1078 Whitehead or Naude or Van Schalkwyk could
have handed it over to the Attorney-General1s 
representative.

1078 I am not the investigating officer who takes
the end result to court.

1078 A statement made in terms of section 6 is not
signed completely at the end of the 
statement. My instruction is that we do not 
allow statements under section 6 to be 
signed.
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1079 When it is decided to call him as a witness,
then the statement is read to him and he is 
asked to sign and swear to it. If the 
statement in this case was signed, it was 
without my knowledge.

107, You only get him to sign when you are
satisfied.

107 9 We had many investigators from other
divisions who did not know the method and 
they had to be schooled all the time.

1079 I did not read the statement in the beginning
of January. The contents were told to me.

1079 If I had to keep pace with the statement from
every interrogator, then I would be reading 
statements all day and all night.

1080 I read two of Dr Aggett's statements. Not
the first one. The two which I read are 
handwritten. The one is the one that we 
referred to on Friday, just a short one, and 
the other concerns the questioning and 
recording of the statement from 28 January to 
30. **

1080 So neither Muller nor I read his statement of
8 th.

1080 I do not know about indexing.

1081 I deny that it shows dismal ignorance that I
do not know about the indexing of Dr Aggett's 
statement. I have the fullest confidence in 
my men and on what they report to me.

1081 I look at pages 190 to 216 and say that this
is not our manner of operation.
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1082 It is an impossible task for me to keep pace
with hundreds of statements some of which are 
written or typed.

1083 I cannot say which is his first statement.

1083 If one of my investigators does not agree
with what a detainee says, then I am quite 
ready to say that I am not satisfied with his 
statement, without reading the statement.

1084 I adhere to my statement yesterday that we
were definitely not satisfied and that Dr 
Aggett was not telling the truth.

1084 The investigators have access to all the
information about an investigation. They 
must do research, then they report on a 
statement or a portion of a statement and 
then they report to me to see if I agree or 
not. In this case there was no concurrence 
and, as a result of a report made to me, I 
was unsatisfied and I was also satisfied that 
they had made a full report to me.

1085 I said, "We were not satisfied", and I
included myself.

1085 It is the Commissioner who has to be
satisfied.

1085 The Commissioner has the fullest confidence
in our integrity and responsibility to make a 
thorough report to him.

1085 Whether 98 hours is sufficient time for a
statement depends on the content of the 
statement. I have examples where it has 
taken many more hours for the full truth to 
come out.
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1086 I do not concede the possibility that we may
have been wrong because I have the fullest 
confidence in my men.

1086 If we had evidence against Dr Aq.^tt, we
would not necessarily have b„ ou'j' .t him to 
court. It's the task of the pt pie to take 
full statements and complete the 
investigation in total to lay material before 
the Attorney-General.

1086 To answer a question as to whether Dr Aggett 
had further information, I must plead 
privilege. I am in possession of a document 
signed by a person accused of high treason 
where his name is pertinently mentioned as a 
person who formed part of an ANC cell inside 
the Witwatersrand complex.**

1087 This is in a document which I have. I am
going to submit it in a future case which is 
now pending. It is impossible, in the 
circumstances.

1087 Some detainees are helpful and we get the
whole story from the beginning. Some 
detainees are not so and it takes quite a 
time to reach those revelations.

1087 This information which I have is known to
Naude and also Whitehead.

1088 All the documents which we have at our
disposal are shown to the detainee.

1088 The reason why this document is not dealt
with in his 22 page statement is, I imagine, 
that he would not say anything about this.

It's not necessary that it should be in the 
statement because it is a negative answer.
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1088 The Commissioner had already through messages
from us known about the document and its 
contents and so I would not have burdened my 
head office with a negative answer.

1088 I agree there are negative answers in the
statement.

1090 What Dr Aggett says in his statement from
page 211 about supporting the principles of 
the freedom charter is in direct 
contradiction to what I had information 
about. What Dr Aggett wrote was his own 
political opinion or view.

1090 The reason why Dr Aggett was not given an
opportunity of dealing with this in his 
statement is that it would have only produced 
a negative answer and, on behalf of the 
Commissioner, I have no interest in negative 
answers.

1091 With regard to Dr Aggett being given an
opportunity to deal with this document, I say 
that he was given a chance by Naude. He was 
asked about this because I learnt this from 
Naude.** The same can be said about 
Whitehead who asked him the same questions 
and the document which came to my attention 
on 3 February contained similar information.

1092 Evidence in possession of a person which
implicates him is very useful but normally we 
won't act on it. There must be corroboration,

1092 I cannot say that Naude did not question him
about incriminating documents found on him.

1093 I was not in court when evidence was given
about ANC documents found on Dr Aggett.
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10 93 I know of ANC pamphlets which were found in
his possession on arrest. I know that these 
documents are not on the list which was drawn 
up at the time. I did not hear W/O Prince's 
evidence on this point.

1093 I could have been there when Prince and
Aggett talked about these documents.

1093 Prince was in charge of the exhibits which
was a big job.

1094 The fact of these documents being in Dr
Aggett's briefcase could have been important.
I do not know.

1094 It is a factor to draw to the attention of
the interrogator but not an important one.

1094 On the contents of an ANC pamphlet, a person
is not regarded as advancing the ANC. Lots 
of people whom we arrest have single or tens 
of ANC pamphlets and this does not prove 
advancing the objects.

1094 The presence of such documents does not give
rise to a number of questions.

1095 Many documents came to my notice and I cannot
remember each and every one.

1095 I agree that these documents would be a
factor in interrogation.

1096 Normally only at the end of a statement would
the document be used where the deponent must 
account for how he is in possession of it and 
what its significance is. I cannot say I 
have ever seen those documents.



Line

20

17

31

6

20

25

1

17

20

Page

1096 These documents were not necessarily brought
to my attention.

1097 Prince can be right when he says he called me
to be a witness but I cannot remember.

1097 I really can't remember whether Aggett made
the admissions deposed to by Prince.**

1098 I disagree that, if an admission had been
made, there would be a reference to it in the 
statement of 8 January. The question of 
documents, publications and books is dealt 
with at the end of the statement.

1098 The fact that the statement was signed in
this case was an administrative error.

1098 I cannot explain how the statement was signed
on four successive days. It is contrary to 
instructions.**

1099 When the Attorney-General has decided, then
the whole statement is read over, he can sign 
each page and at the end and then only is it 
signed.

1099 I deny that this means ’that the Commissioner
decides on an unsigned statement.

1099 We send a brief summary of the statement to
the Commissioner.

1099 If the Commissioner decides that he must be
released or detained as a witness and after 
the completion of the awaiting trial case, 
all the statements are sent to head office 
for examination.**
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2 1100 It was a mistake to index the statement. I
cannot say who made the mistake.

10 1100 I think that Whitehead only came to us in
January.

25 liOO This procedure about signing statements, etc
is a normal procedure at JVS.

1101 It is quite impossible for me to look at all
documents and statements.

20 1101 I know that a statement is being made but, if
it has been signed or if an index has been 
completed, I will not know.**

25 1101 Every investigator could not report to me
every moment of the day about his progress.

1 110 2 The statement should not have been signed or
indexed. If the investigators thought that 
the man would say nothing, it should have 
found its way to the main docket for research 
at a later stage. It would have been in the 
office of Prince. He keeps all statements 
which have come in together with information 
pamphlets, publications, etc.

10 1102 The interrogator would have decided that this
statement was not satisfactory.

25 1102 We had quite a number of detainees who typed
their own statements. It was a normal 
request addressed to me because detainees 
would prefer to type in an office because 
there's a better atmosphere and conditions 
than in the cells. I had no objection.

1103 I do not know how long it took the statement
to be typed. I do not know if a competent 
typist could have done it in an hour or two.
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1104 My interrogators would report to me every two
or three days and, if a statement is 
forthcoming, they are told to research it and 
then report to me.

110' I did control the subject upon which Dr
Aggett was interrogated.

1104 I know he was questioned about trade union,
but we do not investigate a trade union as 
such unless it is perhaps being used as a 
front organisation.

1104 It is perfectly normal for him to be examined 
about his trade union activities because we 
had information about certain facts and 
activities which he advanced within the trade 
union which only came to our notice on 3 
February.

1105 We confiscated all the books, etc of the 
trade union and these are, I think, still in 
our possession.

1105 I do not agree that most of the time was 
spent in interrogating Dr Aggett about his 
personal life and not about the ANC, SACTU 
and SACP.

1105 The object of the enquiry was to find out 
what Aggett's own activities were in the 
union.

1106 We had to ask about his relationship with Dr 
Floyd going back to 1974 because there were 
allegations and there was information and my 
office and my head office were by no means 
satisfied with the statement.

The reason for the questioning was that we 
had information which had to be cleared up.



The question of who his lecturers were and 
who influenced him at university could have 
had a lot to do with the matter because we 
had to try to establish what the connection 
was.

I accept that most of the questioning could 
have been about lawful organisations.

We wanted to know about his connection with 
the union and other affiliated unions to see 
whether these were front organisations.

The person who approached me about producing 
documents, etc was Muller. I was not 
personally asked for documents except by De 
Vries on an occasion when he was on the tenth 
floor and I then showed him a telex about two 
weeks after Aggett's death and he asked me to 
keep it available.

It was 11 December that Aggett said he was 
not ready to be interrogated. What he said 
was that he had nothing to say at that stage.

I said, "Doctor, we will send you now to the 
cells and if you are ready to talk about this 
investigation tomorrow or the day after, you 
can just send a message." That had often 
happened, but I got no message within the 
first two or three days.

I can't explain why he showed a different 
attitude to Prince. It could be that with 
Prince Aggett saw that we knew more than he 
gave out but I cannot explain the attitude.

I can't explain how Naude described Aggett as 
answering questions spontaneously.

Whitehead told me that Aggett was untruthful.



Naude agreed with Whitehead because he asked 
Whitehead to do research on the statement 
which had been made with information which we 
had available.

I think it was towards the end 01 t e first 
week in January that Naude told iv that he 
thought that Aggett was not telling the 
truth.

It could be that Naude found Aggett as he has 
described him and that Naude found his 
answers satisfactory but it did not show any 
commission of an offence. It could well be 
that he did answer questions. I can't 
explain what Naude said or if it was accepted 
by him.

I have said that Aggett was normal and calm 
but I did not have a part in his questioning. 
A report was made to me at the end of the 
first week in January.

I do not agree that Aggett told the truth in 
his statement and that thereafter third 
degree methods were used to get him to 
implicate others.

I changed my investigators around from time 
to time. Each must get a general knowledge.
I could not tell each one each day what the 
progress was so all of them had wide 
experience and knowledge in different fields. 
That is why Naude went away.

When Whitehead was allocated to me, it was 
pertinently brought to my attention that he 
was an expert on trade unions and that this 
was his work in the SB. He had personally 
given attention to Dr Aggett for three years 
and he had volumes of information about 
him.**
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1112 I had the fullest confidence and did not
doubt his integrity or reliability. Naude 
was thereafter used elsewhere in the 
investigation and he was not tied a specific 
matter. So also was the same captain used 
for Dr Floyd. So also was the same captain 
used in the handling of exhibits.

1112 I would have expected Whitehead to place
whatever information he had before Naude. In 
the beginning we simply feed in bits and 
pieces - we do not tell the detainee all the 
information which we have. We do not plav 
all our cards openly.

1113 It is suggested that Naude and Whitehead had
more information when they went through the 
charade of completing the statement on 11 
January.

1113 I think Whitehead took an active part with
Aggett from the very beginning of January, 
possibly partly in December.

1113 The reason for leaving him in his cell
depended upon the investigators, whether they 
were busy with research or whether they were 
busy reading other statements, etc.

1114 I know that Dr Aggett was getting attention
because it had been reported to me by 
Whitehead, but it is now for the first time 
that I hear that Dr Floyd will say that she 
and Aggett were followed day and night for a 
number of years.

1114 We are not there to investigate a trade union
- it is the people inside the union whom we 
investigate. A trade union can't commit an 
offence but if people in the union carry on 
activities against South Africa, by exhorting 
people to general strikes, boycotts and 
certain claims against factories and 
industries.
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1114 I understand that Whitehead was one of the 
people who followed Aggett.

1115 Despite all this watching, Whitehead may have 
needed briefing during the period 12 to 19 
January because following is a soul 
destroying job and normally very fruitless.

1115 The follower and the followed do not
necessarily get unfriendly to each other.

1115 When I was a young policeman, I used to enjoy
it and there were no hard feelings. You do 
not get results on a particular evening or 
evenings but in the end you get results which 
reward the work and the sweat.

1115 The watching could have lasted 10 years, even
12 years. I have watched a person for six 
years. There have been no results until 
today but I have no hard feelings towards 
that person. I am still trying.

1116 I do not think a person would become tempted
to take short cuts.

1116 When Whitehead took over, he acted largely on
his own initiative, with my approval, after 
he had discussed matters on occasions with 
me. There is no firm rule about method.
Each detainee is questioned by particular 
questioners on his specific merits. My 
method might not work with all detainees 
because I believe that you win the detainee's 
confidence and that he then so believes in 
you that he would rather talk to you and open 
his heart than with any other.

1117 The only instruction I give is about the
safety and treatment of each detainee. The 
investigating staff have all sorts of 
registers to remove the possibility of
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certain complaints, irregularities, etc, but 
it does not seem to work.

1117 It could be that I allocated a Cpt Swanepoel
- perhaps once or twice. He was a man who 
had been allocated to us. He has no 
speciality but he has got experience in 
interrogation.

1117 I had De Bruin at one time on Dr Aggett.

1118 Aggett, at a later stage, after that long
investigation, gave information about certain 
ANC members in Lesotho who had contact with 
him and because De Bruin comes from 
Ladybrand, he was particularly interested in 
it because Lesotho is his headache.

1118 I use Cpt Visser for various questioning.

1118 He was on Aggett on one or two occasions.
For no particular reason. It was the same 
with Deetlefs. No particular reason. We 
moved the investigators so that they could 
get a broad knowledge of the whole 
investigation in general.

1118 Chauke and other Blacks were not used on
interrogation as such. There are times when 
people must be served with food, when they 
have to go to the toilet, when they want tea 
or coffee and he just sits there as a guard 
to help us to serve the man, etc.

1119 Whitehead was the man with the knowledge of
Aggett but Van Schalkwyk was the newcomer 
from the Railways to get experience.

1119 So Van Schalkwyk was not really in a position
to interrogate Aggett, but he did, I believe, 
make a contribution at times.
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1119 The position of Woensdrecht and De Bruin was
substantially the same as that of Visser.

1120 The investigators are moved from detainee to
detainee to get a broad knowledge because it 
would be an impossible task for me to give 
all the information to each investigator 
verbally every day.

I deny that the presence of all the officers 
was to get Aggett to speak in accordance with 
the will of the interrogators.

1120 I would agree that Aggett was an intellectual
who was above my level of learning.

112.0 A man like Van Schalkwyk can make a
meaningful contribution and, when he has had 
his experience, he can be useful to us in 
future. Apart from the fact that he made a 
contribution, I do not think that he, on the 
whole, tried to question.

1120 Visser and Swanepoel could have been in a
position to interrogate Aggett because all 
the investigators through their questioning, 
their research, their statements, etc, were 
always busy.

The reason why Swanepoel and Visser were with 
Aggett for 12 hours on 30 January could be 
that Aggett was busy writing his statement, 
that they allowed him to relax, that they 
gave him food, that they gave him tea and 
coffee and that they just chatted with him 
generally as often happens with 
interrogation. That is how you place a man 
at ease.

It could be that they had not had anything to 
do with Dr Aggett before 30 January.
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11 1122 Both those captains are highly competent
officers and they were aware of the whole 
investigation and they had enough information 
to question Aggett.

28 1122 Visser and Swaripoel ^ould definitely have a
meaningful examination if they came in for 
the first time on 30 January. The 
information about each detainee is available 
to each investigator.

3 1123 There are writings which aren't hidden away
about where the questioning stopped the 
previous day. They just go on with this.

29 June 1982

Cross-examination of Cronwright resumed

27 1125 I agree that my evidence about my discussion
with Dr Aggett on 11 December is inconsistent 
with his complaint to a magistrate on 17 
December that nobody had asked him any 
questions. This complaint to the magistrate 
probably came to my knowledge a week later.

20 1126 The reason why nothing was done about it was
that before we received it, Dr Aggett had 
been brought up to the tenth floor to make a 
start with questioning.**

9 1127 I did nothing about the complaint because I
was satisfied that the complaints which were 
made to the magistrate were unfounded.

8 1128 I decided that Aggett should go to Pretoria
and that Floyd should go to Bronkhorstspruit.

13 1128 I do not agree that Aggett was not asked
questions while under section 22. Strauss 
made a report to me that he did speak to



Line

10

15

5

25

Page

Aggett on the road to Pretoria and that 
Aggett had taken an aggressive attitude. I 
was informed that he had been told that if he 
wished to talk, he could inform the jail 
authority. That is a procedure which is 
always followed. We have regularly such 
requests that the detainee wishes to speak tc 
his investigator.**

1129 I do not regard a couple of questions in the
motor car as a full interrogation. It is 
part of an interrogation.

1129 It is for him to decide if he is ready to
make a statement and to submit to 
interrogation.

1130 Instructions were given to Naude to visit
Floyd at Bronkhorstspruit and to explain to 
her what we needed, to give her writing 
material together with a pen or pencil so 
that she could begin with her statement.

Magistrate disallows, after argument, further 
questioning about Floyd's treatment.

1132 The document on which Dr Aggett's detention
was based can be handed in as an exhibit in a 
pending case. There are a number of names 
therein. It is quite correct that I told the 
magistrate that the document says that Dr 
Aggett was a member of an ANC cell.**

1133 This is how the document speaks. That he was
a member of an ANC cell.

1133 I am not making a mistake - I have read the
document. It is the document that was 
alluded to during the interrogation of Floyd, 
possibly. It is correct that the document, 
inter alia, says that both Aggett and Floyd 
were labour experts and that the author of



the document consulted them about labour 
matters.

I do not agree that the document says that 
they were ANC sympathisers.

I would not be surprised if there is evidence 
that Dr Aggett knew about this document 
before he was detained and that it was not a 
surprise to him to be confronted with this 
information. Dr Aggett was not arrested on 
that document alone. There was quite a lot 
of information in our hands, as well as 
personal investigation and knowledge acquired 
by Whitehead's investigation. That document 
was one of many which led to his arrest.

There was no reason to disclose the existence 
of this document to Floyd and keep it back 
from Aggett.

The reason for the privilege is that our 
intention to arrest someone is not made 
public.

I deny that perusal of the record will show 
that my statement about Dr Floyd had nothing 
to do with the question asked. I gave an 
explanation to a question which was asked to 
me. It did not come to my notice that 
Whitehead had threatened Floyd of making her 
stand for long periods to induce her to 
speak. The only knowledge that I have of an 
argument between Floyd and Whitehead is after 
I saw Floyd's statement to my learned friend 
or his team.

Floyd complained to Mouton, I must have read 
it but I can't remember it. Some hundreds of 
reports come in.

I don't know how it comes about that I was 
not told of this threat.



1136 I must have seen the report but I can't
remember.

1136 If there was such a complaint I must have
confronted Whitehead with it.

12 113o I can't say why there is a soundproof room on
the plan. That soundproof room is our 
library. It is full of books. They are 
books on communism, Leninism, ANC, PAC, etc.

20 1136 There are just shelves and a table there. It
is for our girl who works in the library.

25 1136 I never applied my mind to why there should
be a soundproof room. I am not the planner 
of JVS.

30 1136 I do not know who wrote in on the two rooms
that they are not used by the investigation 
staff.

1137 That is an area outside our area and we may
not interfere.

5 1137 I have not seen them used as interrogation
rooms. I don't know what they are used for. 
They are outside my area.

10 1137 I do not know whether they have single or
double doors. It is not part of my office 
complex. I have never been there.

18 1137 The same applies to the room on the right
hand side of the plan.

20 1137 It is not in the area of my offices. It has
nothing to do with me. It does not interfere 
with our investigations and I am not going to 
ask my commanding officer what goes on there.



If this should have come to my notice, my 
commanding officer would have informed me. I 
do not concern myself with things that I am 
not told about. I have enough work.

X  ' T was giving evidence on Friday, I 
re. _sed that I had made a mistake when I 
referred to the office number. The other 
number escaped me. I do not study numbers. 
After the court adjourned I went straight to 
De Vries and Schabort and told them that I 
had made a mistake.

Argument between the magistrate and Bizos 
about a question on the technique used of 
planning to arrest other people.

The magistrate says, "The point is this, that 
you have got information from these people 
that is not placed before me. And I cannot 
appreciate why not."

The magistrate says, "I cannot appreciate why 
information was not placed before me for 
consideration." I am not aware that it was 
suggested to other detainees that there would 
be other arrests during the first week of 
February.

I believe other members of the investigation 
staff would know that it was intended to 
arrest other people because a telex went to 
head office for the necessary consent and 
these telex messages are read by the 
investigation staff.

Adv Schabort gave me the allegations made by 
Smithers. I called the members concerned to 
my office and told them the contents of the 
statement. I then asked them to make 
statements of what they knew about the 
matter. This statement was then handed to 
Adv Schabort. I did not take their 
statements or have a part in the making of
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their statements.

1142 I did read out Smithers1 affidavit to them -
to all of them.

1142 They were not all together. Vne men are
never all together at the same time. I did 
this on two or three occasions.

1142 I deny that Aggett was in room 1012 on 25
January and I deny that the evidence of the 
officers was contrived in order to contradict 
him. I have already said that I took away Lt 
Maghoro's office from him from the middle of 
December to the first week in January and 
because he is a respected Black officer I 
later gave him back his office with the 
request that further questioning of Dr Aggett 
should happen in the office of Lt Woensdrecht 
and I look now at the chart to confirm what 
its precise number is which is 1020. I must 
therefore deny that Dr Aggett was ever in the 
office of Maghoro on 25 January.

1143 Whitehead did not have a room on that floor
of his own. My office is 100 9.

114 3 It would have been a mistake if Whitehead and
colleagues had asked Maghoro to use his 
office on 25 January. I give the offices 
where the questionings must take place. And 
if Whitehead wants to use Maghoro's office, 
he must have asked me first and given me a 
reason why he found the office of Woensdrecht 
unsuitable. This did not happen.

114 3 I have not got Maghoro's book but apparently
he was at office all the time busy with 
reports on information which had come to his 
notice and also the administrative work.

I do not know what Maghoro was doing on 2 5 
January.



It would not have been etiquette for 
Whitehead to use Maghoro's office for a 
couple of hours. Even if the office was 
empty on 25 January it would not give 
Whitehead the right to simply, without 
permission, use that office for 
questioning.**

Woensdrecht was possibly in office on 25. I 
do not know where he was. He was part of the 
questioning and investigation team at that 
stage. He was used with Aggett on occasions. 
I don't know if he was used on 25.

I have no documentation or detention files 
before me and it is difficult for me to say 
precisely on what dates he worked with 
Aggett.

I was at my house on the night of 4/5 
February. I received a telephone call from 
Muller and I immediately dressed and hastened 
to the charge office.

There were none of my officers on the tenth 
floor that night. I can give a definite 
assurance. If there had been I must have 
known.

Sometimes people forget to turn off the 
lights. Sometimes the lights burn on the 
tenth floor but it does not mean that anybody 
is there. We are repeatedly warned to turn 
off the lights. I have told my men.

Stander is not one of my officers. He was 
allocated to me to help with this 
investigation.

He was allocated to us from Graaff-Reinet.
He was not with us the whole period 
January/February. Later there was difficulty 
at his station and he had to go back. I do



not know if it was at the end of February or 
early in March.

De Beer was in the same position. He was one 
of our team of investigators. He was 
allocated from another division.

Maj Abrie is a senior officer like myself.
He took part in the interrogation supervision 
and investigation.

I do not think he had anything to do with the 
interrogation of Dr Aggett. He may have sat 
in on an interrogation, he may have asked one 
or two questions but he was not told by me to 
have a share in the questioning. He is a 
specialist on trade unions.

He made the work much lighter with his 
experience and knowledge of investigations 
and interrogations, especially about trade 
unions.

Without the documents I cannot remember who 
was reputed to interrogate Cachalia. I 
remember there was a man Marx from the 
Railway and there was also a Swanepoel from 
the East Rand.

Bizos explains why he wishes to put questions 
about Narsoo.

Lt Venter had a share in interrogating 
Narsoo. He was allocated to us to help with 
the investigation. He is not on my staff.

He was temporarily ad hoc under my command.

W/0 Kerr was also involved.



Capt Visser dealt with Ngwenya. He was under 
my command together with a Black W/0 Mapope.

On the 29th during the day of that long 
period, I regarded it as my duty to see Dr 
Aggett every time as soon as I arrived at the 
office and this is what I did.

I saw him on the morning of 29th.

He appeared to me to be calm and completely 
normal.

I saw him on the morning of 30th and he 
looked calm and collected and fresh.

I cannot recall seeing him on the morning of 
31st.

During that period of 62 hours, I believe 
that Aggett slept for 11 hours and that there 
were periods of rest which are not mentioned 
in the 12 hours. I questioned the 12 hours.

If he did only have 11 hours of rest that was 
not enough.

I cannot explain why Aggett complained. I 
was not present when he made the statement.

He never complained to me.

After hours Whitehead contacted me regularly 
at my home to tell me what progress was being 
made and also that the man was now lying 
restfully on a campbed, that he had had his
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evening meal and that they had served him tea 
and coffee.

1151 He told me that Aggett was busy writing down
about the facts which were put to him.

1151 I got a report from Whitehead as to how he
got on with the questioning on the morning of 
30th. I was at work on 30th.

1151 I worked at weekends and I would like to say
that from November until the end of April the 
personnel worked uninterruptedly every 
weekend.

1152 I cannot recall that Whitehead showed me any
statement by Aggett on Saturday 30th.

1152 My instruction to Whitehead was, after he had
informed me that they had some dozens of 
pages of written statement from Aggett, that 
he and other members of the team must take 
the statement and research it against 
information which was in our hands and, 
thereupon, on 3 February, Whitehead reported 
to me as a result of which I asked him to 
compile a telex report to Pretoria. That was 
the telex report which I helped with on 4th 
where an application was made for further 
arrests.

1152 It was on 30th or 31st that Whitehead told me
they had dozens of pages. I remember the 
dozens of pages very well. The questioners 
and investigators had them in their 
possession. These were not handed to the 
prosecutor because we were still busy with 
the interrogation.

The dozens of pages were written by Dr Aggett 
in his own handwriting.



I do not know if the dozens of pages have 
been handed to the prosecutor yet.

If the dozens of pages have not yet been 
handed to the prosecutor, we still have them 
in our possession. In tho: cuments are 
many factors which came to our attention 
which gave valuable information and which 
will still be of value in the future.

I do not know who gave the statement to the 
prosecutor which is on pages 217 to 228 of 
the papers.

They are under my control but not in my 
office. If they were asked for by the 
prosecutor, then Whitehead or Prince could 
have handed them over.

There are other documents apart from the 
handwritten statement which is part of the 
court papers.

There are other documents which we haven't 
had yet. It is definitely not by accident 
that this is so. These documents have been 
kept back. They have been kept back from the 
prosecutor because there are secrets in these 
documents.

We would have to get permission from the 
Minister to hand in these documents because 
there is confidential information and the man 
wrote those documents while he was detained 
under section 6.

I did not tell the prosecutor or the 
Attorney-General about these.

It was kept a secret from the 
Attorney-General.



I am in charge of the 'verklaringtjies', 
little statements and little notes.

These were also obtained during the period 28 
to 30. I did not tell the prosecutor about 
this.

I made this decision in my own discretion. 
Muller knows all about our investigations.

The objection to these statements is that, I 
am afraid, points will come out which will be 
adverse to a certain person sitting in this 
court. I therefore ask for the court's 
protection. If he insists, I will have to 
make this information known to the court.**

The magistrate asks the witness to help him 
and to say why he cannot disclose these 
documents.

"Here is a person present in this court, 
today, a respected person, who is named. As 
a result of the volume of work, I have not 
yet taken up this information with head 
office. It may have to be taken up in 
future."

It has to do with an investigation of the 
police into the South African Communist Party 
of South Africa (sic). It will impede the 
investigation of the police if these 
documents are revealed because that person 
would also have insight into those documents. 
Then that person will know about the merits 
of the investigation which we wish to start 
and the information which has already come to 
our knowledge. This will interfere with our 
future investigation.**

The court says that the court will decide 
whether the reasons are valid.



The court says, "We will have to decide this 
issue of privilege at a later stage. Mr 
Schabort will take the opportunity to get 
instructions and then we will deal with this 
matter of privilege."**

The reason why these documents are not 
mentioned in the affidavits is that the 
members are themselves aware of the delicacy 
of the documents.

All investigations conducted in the night 
have my approval. I have already explained 
this to the court. With each approval I gave 
instructions that, with each night 
questioning or long questioning, the 
interests of the detainee must be looked to. 
Dr Aggett's questioning on 30th took place 
with his full approval.

The court disallows putting to the witness 
the question of where the affidavit of Van 
Aswegen came from.

I could have seen Blom on the tenth floor two 
or three times. She came to me on various 
occasions. For etiquette reasons she must 
report to the head of the personnel where she 
informs me that she has complaints of alleged 
assaults by investigators and then she 
enquires where the detainee is.

For etiquette reasons she reported back 
afterwards just to say that she is finished 
and thank you.

It is not my task to fish out what another
investigating officer has in a statement. 
It's an investigation and an allegation 
against my staff.

It would not help me to have control over my 
staff. Where allegations of assault came in,



I made it my task and my duty repeatedly to 
warn members to be particularly careful 
because we are always being attacked and 
accused and abused and I must therefore 
repeatedly remind them.

I deny making statements to papers. This is 
not my job. It is the job of the commanding 
officer and higher officers in head office.

I cannot say where the report in Beeld of 6 
February came from. I don't know how it 
comes about that Beeld has precisely the 
words used on age 148 of Whitehead's 
affidavit.

I know of a statement of Dr Aggett which was 
torn apparently after a typed version had 
been made.

When I found out, I told Whitehead to put the 
pieces together. It is unheard of and it is 
just not done.

I believe it is a portion of the statement 
taken during the 62 hours.

Certain portions are rehashing of the first 
statement.

I disagree that all that was produced during 
the 62 hours is for practical purposes a copy 
of the statement of 8 January.

On 4th, after I had helped Whitehead compile 
the telex, I personally went to Aggett and we 
talked quietly and calmly behind a closed 
door. He then told me a lot of other things 
which were very valuable to me which are not 
in writing. My request to him was that, as 
soon as Whitehead came back to his office, he 
should then put this in writing. I came to



the conclusion that Dr Aggett was then busy 
making his cards open.

Sometimes, in certain respects, but not 
always, I would consider a statement reliable 
made after 62 hours away from a cell.

I am aware of the regulations about exercise. 
They must have an hour's exercise or, at 
least, half an hour. In the open air. But 
we can't give our detainees open air 
exercise. On the second floor there are two 
exercise areas. The one has an open air 
facility. It has high walls. There they 
exercise in the open air and can bake in the 
sun. But our exercises happen on a basis of 
half an hour per day, if the weather is 
suitable and if the person is not at that 
time being questioned.

It is very possible that Aggett had exercise 
in the open air. MacPherson can testify to 
this. He has also a register about 
exercises. Mostly the exercise is in that 
open area.

At intervals I would visit the cells in the 
morning to satisfy myself that the people are 
well, that they bath and also that they enjoy 
their exercises. I also look to see if the 
cells are clean. The second floor cell 
complex is really a delight as cells go.

I was satisfied that Dr Aggett did have 
exercise in the open air.

I received no complaint from Mrs Burger via 
the office of Gen Coetzee. Nothing came from 
head office.

I disagree that the things to which a person 
is entitled in his cell depend upon the 
goodwill of the interrogator.
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