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OUTLINE OF EVIDENCE IN REOPENED INQUEST 

Investigation officers 

 

Frank Kgamanyane1  
 
Career 

1 Frank Kgamanyane is a warrant officer in the South African police Service 

(SAPS) stationed at the unit Crimes Against the State (CATS), Organised Crime, 

Directorate for Priority Crime Investigation (DPCI). This unit is mandated to 

investigate TRC cases.2 He was allocated to the reopened Aggett inquest in May 

2019.3  

Missing exhibits 

2 Kgamanyane handed up the contents of the inquest docket.  Notably, 

Kgamanyane testified that  

2.1 he was unable to trace the police docket from JVS;4  

2.2 photographs of the crime scene from Aggett's hanging were never 

submitted to the South African Historical Archives (SAHA), which was 

confirmed by SAHA;5  

 
1  2020 testimony is in the 2020 consolidated transcript bundle from page 29 to page 87.  
2  Oral testimony of Frank Kgamanyane on 20 January 2020 at page 28, line 23; 2020 

consolidated transcript bundle page 29 
3  Exhibit F, para 1 and 2 
4  Exhibit F, para 5. 
5  Exhibit F, para 9. 
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2.3 that certain key Security Branch (SB) players in Aggett's detention were 

deceased including Stephen Whitehead, Arthur Benoni Cronwright, and 

Andries Abraham Struwig;6  

Exhibits 

3 Kgamanyane handed up various exhibits, including:  

3.1 five photographs of Aggett's death scene - three of Aggett hanging that he 

received from Webber Wentzel7 and one that was provided to him by Paul 

Erasmus, being the Kikoi that was used in Aggett's hanging,8  

3.2 a list that was handed up as evidence in the reopened inquest into the 

death of Ahmed Timol, which included tables of death's during SB 

detention, including alleged suicides in detention;9  

3.3 various amnesty applications to the Truth and Reconciliation Commission 

(TRC) of previous SB officers, including Roelof Venter10. 

 

Benjamin Nel11  

Career 

4 Benjamin Nel (Nel) is a Captain in the South African Police Service (SAPS) 

stationed at the unit CATS, Serious Organised Crime, DPCI. He was the first 

 
6  Exhibit F, para 4 
7  Exhibit FGK 7(1), 7(2), 7(3), 7(4) 
8  Exhibit FGK 15 
9  Exhibit FGK16 
10  Exhibit FGK 17.1 
11  2021 testimony is in the 2021 consolidated transcript bundle from page 2230 to 2264 
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investigating officer assigned to the reopened inquest in 2016, before he fell ill, 

and it was handed over to Frank Kgamanyane.12 

5 In Nel's statement of 17 February 2021 he states that he only took one statement 

regarding the reopened inquest and that was the statement of Paul Erasmus.13 

Nel indicated that this affidavit should have been in the inquiry file. This statement 

was never placed before the court as an exhibit.14 Nel gave testimony at the 

reopened inquest on 15 February 2021. During his testimony he stated that he 

interviewed Paul Erasmus, Petrus Woensdregt, Brigadier Wal du Toit, Joe 

Nyampule, Victor MacPherson, Martin Naude, and William Smith when 

investigating the reopened inquest.15 

6 Nel admitted under cross-examination by the family’s counsel that Warrant 

Officer Walter MacPherson was an important witness and that a statement 

should have been taken from him when he was interviewed by Nel and Torie 

Pretorius.16  

7 When cross-examined about why a statement was not taken from Stephen 

Whitehead, Nel stated that the Aggett and Timol inquests were reopened at the 

same time and that Aggett was put on hold so that work on the Timol case could 

be done, 17 and he had other cases to handle. He denied that little was done on 

the Aggett case despite only one statement taken in two years.18  

 
12  Exhibit J4, para 2. 
13  Exhibit J4, para 3. 
14  2021 consolidated transcript bundle page 2241. 
15  2021 consolidated transcript bundle page 2233 
16  2021 consolidated transcript bundle page 2246. 
17  2021 consolidated transcript bundle page 2247. 
18  2021 consolidated transcript bundle page 2249 
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SB Culture 

8 Nel testified that he was called a traitor for investigating white Security Branch 

officers and admitted that there was an expectation on the part of other white 

police officers, especially former Security Branch officers, that a white policemen 

should not be investigating them.19  

9 Nel claimed that an additional problem with the TRC cases is that all the 

documents they look for are missing – they were either destroyed or with old SB 

officers who refuse to hand them over.20 He admitted that dockets were 

destroyed to cover up crimes that had been committed.21 He further admitted that 

the TRC cases were being supressed.22 

 

 

 

Family and legal representatives 

 

Elizabeth Jill Burger23 
 
Relationship with Aggett 

10 Ms Burger is the sister of Dr Aggett and the chief representative for the Aggett 

family in the proceedings.24 She testified that Dr Aggett’s death left an open 

wound that never fully closed. The Aggett family sought closure which could only 

come from finding the truth of how Dr Aggett died.25 

 
19  Oral testimony of Benjamin Nel on 15 February 2021 at page 22, line 6 to 16; 2021 

consolidated transcript bundle page 2251.  
20  Oral testimony of Benjamin Nel on 15 February 2021 at page 23, line 15. 
21  Oral testimony of Benjamin Nel on 15 February 2021 at page 24, line 8 to 11. 
22  Oral testimony of Benjamin Nel on 15 February 2021 at page 25, line 1. 
23  Affidavit dated 16 22 January 2020 at G2. 
24  Burger testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 101, G2 p 1 para 1 
25  Burger testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 102  
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11 Ms Burger testified that Dr Aggett was a very generous, kind, soft-hearted man.26 

From a young age he showed a great deal of compassion and helped others.27 

He developed into an intellectual that read deeply, wrote poetry and was always 

enquiring and searching for the truth.28 

12 Ms Burger testified that upon his arrest, Dr Aggett phoned her from the police 

station on 27 November 1981 and indicated that he had been arrested. Dr Aggett 

was calm and told her that she did not have to worry as he had not done anything 

wrong and there was nothing the SB could pin on him.29 

Interaction with Aggett during detention 

13 Ms Burger visited Dr Aggett at JVS on 31 December 1981.30 She observed him 

looked very pale and thin and he had developed eczema on his eyebrows and 

eyelashes which had not been treated.31 He was wearing no belt or shoelaces,32 

both of which could have been used to harm himself or take his own life. Dr 

Aggett assured her that he would be released from detention in a few months.33 

Ms Burger also testified that Aggett wished to continue his medical career and 

requested a book about emergency surgery.34 

 
26  Burger testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 103 
27  Burger testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 104 
28  Burger testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 104 
29  Burger testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 109 
30  Burger testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 111 
31  Burger testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 113 
32  Burger testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 113, G2 p 2 para 7 
33  Burger testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle pp 113, 117, G2 p 2 para 9 
34  Burger testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 116, G2 p 2 para 9 



 8 

14 Ms Burger testified she learned of Dr Aggett’s death when a police officer arrived 

at her family home early on the morning of 4 February 1982. Her father took the 

news particularly badly. On his arrival in Johannesburg he could not stand up 

straight and he could not stop weeping. He was a broken man.35 

Contestation of the original inquest 

15 Ms Burger testified that the Aggett family strongly disputed that Dr Aggett had 

committed suicide.36 They were only persuaded to advance an induced suicide 

theory before the first inquest court on the advice of their legal representatives 

as a matter of legal tactics.37 

16 Ms Burger testified that Bizos SC warned her not to say anything of importance 

on the telephone, as her calls were most likely being monitored by the SB.38 She 

also testified that the public benches of the court room in the first inquest were 

packed with SB officers, whose presence intimidated and deterred witnesses 

from testifying freely.39 The Aggett family’s suspicions were further deepened 

when they heard that the SB officers gained illegal entry into their home in 

Somerset West, while they were away, in a fruitless attempt to find evidence of 

Dr Aggett’s alleged suicidal tendencies.40 

 
35  Burger testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle pp 119-120 
36  Burger testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 121, p 130, G2 p 3 para 11 
37  Burger testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 122, G2 p 4 para 15 
38  Burger testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 127, G2 p 5 para 17 
39  Burger testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 123 
40  Burger testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle pp 127-128 
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17 Ms Burger indicated that the Aggett family had no faith in the original inquest 

court finding. Those proceedings smacked of a cover-up from start to end. In Ms 

Burger’s view, the original inquest court was thoroughly corrupt and engaged in 

a charade to protect the image of the SB.41 

18 Ms Burger testified that she would like Dr Aggett to be commemorated in the 

medical field by naming one of the hospitals he served at, such as Tembisa 

hospital, in his honour.42 

 

David Dison43 
 
Relationship with Aggett 

19 Mr David Dison testified that he was a good friend of Dr Aggett and Dr Floyd.44 

He had previously worked for the Legal Resources Centre and joined Bell Dewar 

and Hall law firm in 1980.45 

20 Mr Dison was aware that Aggett was never a member of any banned 

organisation.46 He testified that Dr Aggett firmly believed he could make a bigger 

difference through the trade union movement and did not want to be targeted by 

the State because of associations to a banned organisation.47 

 
41  G2 p 4 para 16 
42  Burger testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 133 
43  Affidavit dated 21 January 2020 at G3. 
44  Dison testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 155 
45  Dison testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 157 
46  Dison testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 176 
47  Dison testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle pp 181-182 
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21 Mr Dison testified that he did not recall Aggett wanting a radio despite having 

been responsible for delivering parcels to JVS for Dr Aggett.48 He testified that 

the conclusion that Dr Aggett would take his life for this reason was “absurd” and 

“patently incorrect”.49 

22 Mr Dison testified that Dr Aggett spoke with him prior to his detention about the 

Close Comrades list (Exhibit B.3.5.21) and indicated that in his view he had 

nothing to answer for as the work he was engaged in was perfectly legitimate.50 

After Dr Aggett’s detention, Dison assisted the Aggett family with the bringing of 

parcels to JVS and effectively became their main legal representative.51 

Investigation on Aggett’s death 

23 After learning of Dr Aggett’s death, Mr Dison was called by Jill Burger and he put 

together a legal team to represent the Aggett family in their efforts to establish 

the truth behind the death of Aggett had died.52 He was the junior attorney in this 

team.  His instructions from the Aggett family was they were adamant that Neil 

had been murdered.  

24 Dison testified that his investigations made him deeply suspicious. He analysed, 

amongst other evidence, the disparity in Dr Aggett’s first and second statements. 

This led him to question the statement in the second statement that “I support 

the Marxist Ideology and therefore I am a communist”, which he regarded as 

 
48  Dison testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 161 
49  Dison testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 181 
50  Dison testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 160 
51  Dison testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 160 
52  Dison testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 162 
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completely uncharacteristic of anything Dr Aggett would ever say.53 It could only 

be explained, in Dison’s view, as the result of heavy interrogation and torture.54 

Dison recalled the view of Lt Whitehead that Aggett, who had foregone a lucrative 

medical practice and could have lived in Houghton, could only be explained by 

him being a communist.55  In Dison’s view this was an attempt to paint Aggett as 

a member of the banned South African Communist Party (SACP).56 

25 Mr Dison testified to the difficulties faced by the legal team for the Aggett family 

before the first inquest court. During the 1982 inquest, the SB bugged the offices 

of the Aggett family’s legal representatives, including George Bizos SC, and 

tapped their phones.57  He noted that the SB used these recordings to assist it 

to prepare for the inquest.  The public benches of the first inquest court were also 

packed with SB officers whose presence intimidated and deterred witnesses 

from testifying freely.58  

 

George Bizos59  
 
Careers 

26 Adv George Bizos SC (Bizos) provided evidence on affidavit.  He represented 

victims of apartheid violations throughout his career at the Johannesburg Bar.60 

He acted as counsel in a wide range of matters that came before the courts 

including criminal trials of activists and inquests into the deaths of detainees.61  

 
53  Dison testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 173 
54  Dison testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 173 
55  Dison testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 175, G3 p 7 para 22 
56  Dison testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 176 
57  Dison testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 184, G3 p 9 para 33 
58  Dison testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle pp 176-178 
59  Affidavit dated 16 October 2018 at G1. 
60  G1 p 1 para 4 
61  G1 p 2 para 5 
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He devoted his working life to the pursuit of justice for victims of apartheid-era 

brutality.  He died on 9 September 2020 two months short of his 92nd birthday. 

Inquests during the apartheid-era 

27 Bizos described how apartheid-era detainees routinely complained of torture and 

the police.  They were often sued in the civil courts for torture and damages were 

awarded against them.62 These include the widow of Abdullah Haroon who sued 

the state for R22 000 in respect of her husband’s death in detention and received 

an ex gratia payment of R5 0000.  The mother and sons of Steve Biko similarly 

sued the State and were paid an amount of R65 000. 

28 Bizos noted the disturbing trend of detainees dying while in SB custody with at 

least 73 detainees known to have died in security detention between 1963 and 

1990.63 The true circumstances of most of these deaths were unknown, which 

were typically attributed to ‘natural causes’.  In reality the true circumstances of 

their deaths were concealed.64 

29 Bizos noted that apartheid-era inquests were typically heard before white senior 

magistrates who invariably accepted police explanations despite such accounts  

lacking in credibility.65 These magistrates had no real desire to reach the truth 

but felt it was their duty to protect organs of the State, such as the police.66 

 
62  G1 pp 5-6 paras 20-21 
63  G1 p 3 para 11, the full list is contained at G64 
64  G1 p 3 paras 12-13 
65  G1 p 4 para 14 
66  G1 p 4 para 15 



 13 

30 Bizos noted that regional magistrates who usually conducted political trials were 

carefully selected.67 Typically the SB arranged with the control prosecutor to set 

a matter down in courts presided over by magistrates they trusted. All these 

magistrates had started their careers as prosecutors. Most had prosecuted 

political cases and knew most of the senior security policemen. 

31 Bizos held the firm view that there was no basis for Magistrate Kotze to exonerate 

the police involved in the detention and interrogation of Dr Aggett. There was 

sufficient indication that Dr Aggett had sustained unrelenting abuse and torture 

during his police detention. Magistrate Kotze did what was expected of him by 

the apartheid regime.  He uncritically accepted the police version even though it 

flew in the face of the probabilities.68 

 

Former JVS police  

32 In this section we summarise the evidence of former JVS police officers called to 

testify by the Aggett family legal team. 

 

Joe Nyampule69 
 
Career 

33 Joe Mhlupheki Nyampule (Nyampule) was a police officer who in 1977 was 

stationed at the 2nd floor cells of the John Vorster Square where security 

detainees were held.70 Nyampule was told by this superiors that the political 

prisoners on the second floor were “terrorists” and “dangerous” but he could not 

 
67  G1 p 24 para 105 
68  G1 p 26 para 112 
69  Affidavit dated 16 August 2018 at G5. 
70  G5 p 2 para 7 
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reconcile this description with his observations of the detainees who were 

typically educated and always courteous in their interactions with him.71  

34 Mr Nyampule advised that Warrant Officer (WO) Cilliers was in charge of the 

second floor cells and Sgt MacPherson as his deputy, and below them were  Sgt 

Patose and Nyampule, then a constable.72  Nyampule testified that the members 

of the SB stationed on the second floor did not have keys to the padlock on the 

grill door of the second floor cells.73  A duplicate set of keys for the padlock would 

be kept at the charge office in a safe.74 It was possible to access the second floor 

cells without going through the front office via a second staircase on the ground 

floor.75 

Treatment of detainees 

35 Nyampule testified that detainees did not have direct access to their property as 

there may have been items they were not permitted to have in the cells.76 He 

stressed that detainees were not allowed towels, socks, shoelaces, or belts as a 

detainee could use these items to harm himself.77 He specifically disputed that a 

detainee would be permitted a kikoi inside his cell as this could be used to commit 

suicide by hanging.78 

 
71  Nyampule testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 342, 346, G5 p 3 para 10 
72  Nyampule testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 348 
73  Nyampule testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 349, 363 
74  Nyampule testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle pp 366-367 
75  Nyampule testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 375 
76  G5 p 7 para 26 
77  Nyampule testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle pp 382-383, 424 
78  Nyampule testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 425 
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36 Once parcels were handed to the police officer at the basement of JVS the 

parcels would be searched for contraband.79 Thereafter the detainee would be 

required to sign for the parcel and would only be permitted to take those items 

that were not contraband, subject to these items being permitted by Major 

Cronwright.80 

37 Nyampule indicated that SB officers would occasionally allow certain detainees 

some privileges. such as extra food items and books.81 These privileges would 

be removed when the detainee did not co-operate with the SB.82 

38 Officers would, on a regular basis, move detainees from one cell to another as 

detainees were not allowed to stay in one cell for a long period. This moving was 

done suddenly and without warning, so that if they had hidden something which 

was not discovered during cell searches, the sudden move would separate the 

detainee from such items.83  

39 Nyampule indicated that police officials would conduct daily searches of 

detainee’s cells “[t]o ensure that nothing illegal was in the cells”.84 Nyampule 

described the searches in the following terms: 

“When we searched the cells, we looked everywhere. We looked under 
each mattress particularly under those cells where a detainee had a 
layer of one, two or three, mattresses. We would take each one off and 
search it individually and put it aside while we searched. 

The searches would usually take fifteen to twenty minutes as there were 
two or three officers searching a cell at the same time. 

 
79  Nyampule testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 426, G5 p 13 para 46 
80  Nyampule testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle pp 426-427 
81  Nyampule testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 420, G5 p 11 para 42 
82  Nyampule testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle pp 421-422 
83  G5 p 7 para 27 
84  G5 p 10 para 38 



 16 

If we found anything illegal or an item that was not supposed to be in the 
detainee's cell, it would be confiscated and reported.”85 

40 Mr Nyampule also testified that: 

“It was a feature for us to search all cells on a daily basis, because it was 
said the only thing the detainee must have in the detainee possession 
only a bible. Books and, any document or any book were not allowed 
and even the clothes of the detainee should not be in the cell. The 
detainee is only allowed with the clothes that he is wearing.”86 

41 According to Nyampule Aggett was detained in cell B15.87 However, he was 

ordered not to enter or search Dr Aggett’s cell by his superior officers.88 When it 

was put to Nyampule that Agget’s cell contained books, puzzles, Christmas 

cards, food items, multiple clothing items and more, Nyampule testified that 

Aggett may as well have been in a “five-star hotel”.89 

42 Nyampule testified that while taking a complaint from Dr Aggett, he complained 

that he was instructed to write statements but that all his statements had been 

torn up.90 

43 According to Nyampule detainees would be kept for interrogation for long hours 

and he would often find that detainees had not been returned to their cells by 

16h00, and would only be returned to their cells the following morning.91 SB 

 
85  G5 pp 10-11 paras 40-41 See also Nyampule testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript 
bundle  pp 384-385 
86  Nyampule testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle pp 419-420, Hogan testimony in 

2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 668 
87  Nyampule testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 570 
88  Nyampule testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 453 
89  Nyampule testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 571 
90  Nyampule testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle pp 428, 451, G5 p 19 para 72 
91  Nyampule testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 446 
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officers would do this by obtaining cell keys after hours from the uniformed 

branch officers stationed at the second floor cells.92  

44 Nyampule advised that he would take down complaints which he would provide 

to Sgt Macpherson who, in turn, would pass them onto Major Cronwright.93 He 

testified that detainees returning from interrogation would often complain that 

they were assaulted, electrocuted, made to stand for prolonged periods, and 

were forced to perform exercises and adopt difficult body postures.94 He also 

observed visible injuries on detainees such as wounds from leg irons and 

handcuffs and cigarette burns.  He was often told by detainees that they had 

been electrocuted.95 He confirmed the existence of a ‘waarheid kamer’ or ‘truth 

chamber’ on the 10th floor.96 

45 Nyampule testified that a detainee would not be permitted to see a visiting 

magistrate or doctor where the detainee was injured or had visible assault marks 

and the magistrate or doctor would be told that the detainee was out for 

interrogation.97 

46 Nyampule testified that cell visits had to be conducted every hour on every day 

on the second floor to determine if the detainees were still alive.98 Patrolling 

officers were required to open the cell door to confirm if everything was in order.99 

 
92  Nyampule testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 447 
93  Nyampule testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle pp 410-411 
94  Nyampule testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 412 
95  Nyampule testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle pp 443-444 
96  Nyampule testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 565 
97  Nyampule testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 435, 444 
98  Nyampule testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 413 
99  Nyampule testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 414 
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Detainees would also be monitored through the outer wooden door of the cells 

which had a peephole that could be used to see inside the cell.100 

47 According to Nyampule the absence of cell visits for three hours in the late 

evening / early morning of 4 - 5 February 1982 was an extraordinarily long gap. 

Such a long gap was surprising and that he would have expected there to be an 

internal inquiry into why the relevant officers failed to patrol during this time.101 

Overwork would not be an excuse as it was the specific duty of the relevant 

officers to patrol.102  Similarly, Nyampule noted that there was never a disciplinary 

hearing into how a kikoi was in the cell of Dr Aggett, which was contraband 

material.103  

48 He noted that normally swift disciplinary action would be taken against ‘non-

white’ police officers when they engaged in misconduct.104 

Posting the day of Aggett’s death 

 
100  Nyampule testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle pp 364-365 
101  Nyampule testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 416 
102  Nyampule testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 417 
103  Nyampule testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 457, G5 p 20 para 76 
104  Ibid p 459. Constable Masoeu Paul Sehloho, a black officer. was on duty on at the 2nd floor cells 

the night and morning of Aggett's death between 4 and 5 February 1982.  He testified that when 
he worked night shifts, he was the only person on duty.  See from page 439 of the 1982 
consolidated transcript (A2.4, affidavits at B1.40 and B8.35). On the night in question he did not 
do any cell patrols between 11.00 pm and 1.30 am claiming there was no need as the detainees 
were not troublesome and he would hear any disturbance (p 442 of the consolidated transcript). 
Sergeant James Agenbag reported for duty on 4 February 1982 at 21h45. He was the senior 
officer on duty. Together with A/O Marais and Sehloho, he visited the 2nd floor cells, including 
Aggett’s cell at approximately 22h25.  He claimed to be doing paperwork on the first floor so 
missed cell visits during the same period as Sehloho. He instructed Constable Maarten to make 
false entries into the Occurrence Book that the cells were visited. (Affidavit at B1.43 and 
testimony at A1.3.1).  
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49 Nyampule testified that when he reported for duty at the tenth floor of JVS on the 

morning of Dr Aggett’s death (5 February 1982), he and the other black officers 

were instructed by Cpt Makgoro that the white officers were still busy on the 

second floor cells.  He was instructed to wait until he was given permission to go 

down to the cells.105 He was only permitted to go to the cells much later at about 

12pm that day.106 

50 Nyampule duties later changed to serving tea on the tenth floor of JVS. He 

testified that he observed detainees being tortured, including being forced to 

perform exercises and being slapped with an open hand.107 He described how a 

detainee, Mr Paul Langa, was tortured by being forced to stand for prolonged 

periods:108 According to Nyampule at the end of Langa’s ordeal” “Paul’s feet were 

swollen, like an elephant’s feet because of the standing”.109 Nyampule also 

observed other detainees with swollen feet and bruises from handcuffs and leg 

irons.110 

Observation on Whitehead’s position within the SB 

51 Nyampule testified that Lt Whitehead enjoyed a special status due to his father 

in law being the deputy head of the Bureau of State Security and apparently a 

 
105  Nyampule testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 460 
106  Nyampule testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 461 
107  Nyampule testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle pp 464-465 
108  Nyampule testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 437 
109  G5 p 15 paras 58-59 
110  G5 p 16 para 62 
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close friend of PW Botha.111 This manifested in Whitehead being rapidly 

promoted to Lieutenant.112  

 

Mohanoe Gerden Makhetha113 

Career 

52 Mohanoe Gerden Makhetha (Makhetha) was a police officer who started working 

for the Security Branch at the 10th floor of JVS in 1979.114 Makhetha's duties were 

primarily that of escorting political detainees between cells on the second floor of 

the Cell Block and to and from the 10th floor.115  On the first day that he arrived 

for duty he was made to sign a form that indicated that everything that occurs at 

JVS was secret.116 His work was of a menial nature and he was never involved 

in the important tasks that white SB members did. He was never required to 

assist in operations, investigations, or interrogation.117  

Inspection of parcels 

53 During his testimony in 2020, Makhetha indicated that his tasks included 

checking parcels that were sent for detainees for any items that the detainee 

could use to injure themselves.  He said these items would be removed.118  He 

also confirmed that only food and clothes from the parcels would be given to 

 
111  G29 p 21 para 75 
112  Nyampule testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle 565 
113  2020 testimony is in the 2020 consolidated transcript bundle from page 1267 to page 1338. 

1982 testimony is found at A2.8.  Affidavit dated 9 July 2018 at G5. 
114  Exhibit G6 para 9 to 10. 
115  Exhibit G5, para 13. 
116  line 18; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 1269. 
117  Exhibit G5, para 14. 
118  line 11; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 1284.   
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detainees. They were not given books or cigarettes.119 Makhetha testified that 

when he went to Aggett's cell to collect him he saw no games, books or a kikoi 

in his cell.120  He testified that he last entered Agget’s cell during the week of his 

death.  According to the detainee receipt contained in exhibit B8.21, Makhetha 

delivered an item to Aggett on 2 February 1982.   The Occurrence Book (B8.41) 

reveals a few entries on 2 and 4 February of escorts to and from the cells to the 

10th floor where the police officer is not identified, or the signature is illegible.121  

One of more of these could have been Makhetha.   

Search of cells 

54 The detainees’ cells were searched daily to look for any prohibited items.122 

Makhetha testified that if a police officer allowed an item such as a scarf (or Kikoi) 

to remain in a detainees cell the officer would be taken to a disciplinary 

enquiry.123  He added that the detainee cells on the second floor were visited 

every hour and such patrols were recorded in the Occurrence Book. He was 

surprised to hear that during the hours before Dr Aggett allegedly hung himself 

that there were no visits of the cells.124 

Treatment of black police officers 

 
119  2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 1284 to 1285. 
120  2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 1316.  
121  Serial no 106: Time 08h17:2/2/1982: Investigation out: 1WM Neil Aggett Cell no 3004/12 

(security) taken by …-.; 
Serial no 106/135: Time 15h41: 2.2.82: Back from Investigation. Black man N Aggett: Cell no 
3004. 
Serial 266/311: Time 08h37: 4.2.82: Investigation out: 1 WM Cell no 3004 taken by … 
Serial 266/311: Time 15h…: 4.2.82: Investigation back: 1 WM Neil Aggett: cell no 3004 – no 
signature. 

122  line 17; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 1288. 
123  line 18; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 1310. 
124  line 4 onwards; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 1291. 
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55 Makhetha's affidavit of 9 July 2018 provides some detail on the treatment of black 

police officers in the SB. The black police officers were not treated well by the 

white members of the SB as they were regarded as inferior and untrustworthy.125 

Black police officers were constantly monitored. At the time he feared that black 

officers could be arrested and interrogated on the slightest of suspicion, and as 

a result they were at risk of being assaulted or even possibly killed. 126   

Interactions with Aggett 

56 Makhetha was required to collect Dr Aggett from his cell on many occasions 

through January and February 1982, and he often handed him over to Lieutenant 

Whitehead for interrogation.127 On 25 January 1982, Makhetha, while waiting 

with detainee Maurice Smithers (Smithers) after his optometrist’s appointment in 

office 1011, saw the abuse of Aggett in the office next door.  He viewed this 

abuse through the ribbed glass partitioning between the two office.128 He 

observed Whitehead and two other SB members in office 1012 making Dr Aggett 

exercise by jumping up and down, running on the spot and holding out his arms 

and hitting him with what looked like a rolled-up newspaper. This went on for 

about an hour. This evidence is corroborated by the testimony of Smithers.129 

SB Culture 

 
125  Exhibit G5, para 15 to 16. 
126  Exhibit G5, para 21 to 22. 
127  Exhibit G5, para 27 and 31. 
128  Oral testimony of Mohanoe Gerden Makhetha on 5 February 2020 at page 72, line 30; 2020 

consolidated transcript bundle page 1312 to 1313. 
129  Exhibit G5, para 33 to 38. 
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57 After the death of Dr Aggett, Smithers smuggled a note detailing this abuse to 

Helen Suzman MP who disclosed it in Parliament.  A statement denying that 

Makhetha had witnessed the abuse was prepared for him by the SB.  He was 

made to write out in his own handwriting and sign it.130 He put up this fabrication 

in his oral evidence before the inquest court in 1982.  The court was full of SB 

members.131 Makhetha testified that he went along with this lie because he was 

intimidated by the SB and feared for his life.132 He confirmed that his statements 

before the first inquest court were false.133 Makhetha's evidence proves for the 

lengths the SB went to cover up the abuse and torture of political detainees. 

Knowledge of the treatment of detainees 

58 Makhetha confirmed that he was aware that detainees were abused during 

interrogation sessions on the 10th floor. He heard screams of pain and sounds of 

blows.  He knew that detainees were forced to stand for long periods and perform 

exercises to punish them.134 He further testified that when detainees were 

assaulted, they were generally not struck on their faces where one could see 

injuries.135 

 

Paul Erasmus136 
 
Career 

 
130  line 24 onwards; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 1313 to 1314. The statement is 

part of the missing B2 folder of the original inquest – labelled 503. 
131  1982 consolidated transcript at page 591, line 2 and 592, line 27. 
132  2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 1269. Affidavit dated 11 February 2020 at G29. 
133  Exhibit G5, para 41 to 46. 
134  Exhibit G6, para 52. 
135  line 24; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 1327. 
136  2020 testimony is in the 2020 consolidated transcript from page 1809 to 2072. 
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59 Paul Erasmus (Erasmus) was a non-commissioned officer of the SB. He was 

stationed for most of his career at JVS and worked mostly in the field as a field 

operative and investigator. Erasmus appeared as a witness for the Aggett family.   

SB Interrogation training courses 

60 Erasmus gave evidence on SB interrogation training courses. They were taught 

to bring a person to a point where they are desperate and so far removed from 

reality that they will break.137 Erasmus indicated in his affidavit of 11 February 

2020 that torture methods employed during that time included:  

60.1 sleep deprivation (which was the first option),138    

60.2 assault (always with a flat hand so no mark was left),139  

60.3 forced exercise (so that the person was at the point of complete 

exhaustion, and they could not concentrate),140  

60.4 making a detainee strip down naked;141  

60.5 crouching in a squatting position,  

60.6 standing and balancing on a plank or bricks for extended periods, 

60.7 electric shocks; strangulation and suffocation;142 and  

60.8 the wet bag treatment.  

 
137  line 16 onwards; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 1830. 
138  line 22; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 1832 
139  line 23; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 1833. 
140  line 14; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 1838. 
141  line 22; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 1839. 
142  line 14 onwards; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 1878. 
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61 SB members were taught to torture detainees in a manner where little to no 

physical evidence of the abuse could be found.143 When inspectors came to JVS 

to check on detainees, the detainees would be removed from their cells for 

"further interrogation."144 

SB Culture 

62 According to Erasmus the SB were a law unto themselves and the general 

approach to intelligence gathering was that the ends justified the means. This 

meant it did not matter what one did to get the desired results. The State would 

protect SB members, no matter what.145 The system allowed for the SB to get 

away with practically anything.146 There was a strong prevailing culture and  

brotherhood amongst the SB, which meant that you did not squeal on one 

another.147 

63 Erasmus indicated that the SB could access detainees in their cells without 

creating a paper trail.  This would be arranged with the cell block staff.  He also 

said that the second-floor control office, could be avoided through an alternate 

route.  Erasmus said that SB officers retained keys offsite, which they could use 

to enter the second-floor cells.148 

On the content of Aggett’s cell  

 
143  Exhibit G29 at para 15 and 35. 
144  Exhibit G29 para 34 
145  Exhibit G29 at para 25. 
146  Exhibit G29 para 34. 
147  line 3 onwards; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 2064. 
148  Exhibit G29 at para 39. 
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64 Erasmus indicated in his 2020 testimony that he was surprised that Dr Aggett 

had a kikoi in his cell as procedure on such items was followed strictly and it 

should not have been there.149 

Fabrication of evidence 

65 At the end of March 1982, Erasmus was asked by Whitehead to accompany him 

on a "top secret countrywide mission" the purpose of which was to prove that 

Aggett had suicidal tendencies.150  

65.1 The importance of the mission was stressed by Brigadier Muller to 

Erasmus and Whitehead and indicated that if they fared badly in the 

inquest into Aggett's death it would "sink the ship."151  

65.2 They visited Aggett's high school and tried to find police records from his 

time at UCT.  Erasmus gained illegal entry to the family home in 

Somerset West in order to find evidence of such suicidal tendencies but 

found none.152  

65.3 During the trip, Whitehead admitted to Erasmus that he may have 

pushed Aggett too far.153 Erasmus took this to mean that the 

interrogation was too tough and Aggett had succumbed or he was driven 

 
149  line 7; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 1981. 
150  Exhibit G29 at para 46. 
151  Exhibit G29 at para 44. 
152  Exhibit G29 at para 56 to 61. 
153  Exhibit G29 at para 52. 
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to the point of self-destruction.154  During this mission, Whitehead would 

continually liaise and report to Professor Jan Plomp.155 

66 Erasmus was involved in the full breadth of surveillance of people and 

organisations, including postal interception (codenamed WH10), telephone 

tapping (WH11) and planting of listening devices / bugs (WH12). He indicated 

that the SB telephone tapping system was massive and operated across the 

entire country. The mail of the attorneys representing the Aggett family in the first 

inquest were intercepted. 156 Erasmus was not involved in the operations to bug 

the home and office of George Bizos but he is sure that they were bugged as it 

was generally discussed in the SB.157  Transcripts would have been provided to 

the SB and used to prepare for the first inquest.158 Mock trials were held to 

prepare Whitehead for the first inquest.159 SB officers were told to attend the 

inquest court in order to intimidate witnesses.160 

 

Former detainees 
 

Elizabeth Catherine Floyd161 
 
Relationship with Aggett 

 
154  line 20; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 1947. 
155  line 21; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 1899. 
156  Exhibit G29 at para 19 to 22 and annexure PFE 1 to the affidavit and Oral testimony of Paul 

Erasmus on 11 February 2020 at page 61, line 10; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 
1858.  

157  line 11; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 1937 
158  Exhibit G29 at para 73 to 74. 
159  line 24; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 1937 and line 18, 2020 consolidated 

transcript bundle page 1948. 
160  line 15; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 1940 
161  Affidavit dated 22 January 2020 at G4. 
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67 Dr Elizabeth Catherine Floyd (Floyd) was Dr Aggett’s romantic partner and a 

fellow unionist at the time of Dr Aggett’s detention. Dr Floyd was also arrested 

and detained at the same time as Dr Aggett. 

68 Dr Floyd testified that Dr Aggett was a strong willed and committed activist for 

social justice.162 She stressed that Aggett was never a member of the ANC, 

adding that they both chose specifically not to work with the ANC:  

“We chose to work in public organisations and not to work underground 
for the ANC. We believed that we could be more effective this way, and 
we worked with a lot of people who took the same approach. We did not 
take instruction, nor did we report to the ANC structures. Neil felt that to 
take orders from outside the Union not based on the shop floor would be 
undemocratic.” 163 

Whitehead attitude towards Aggett 

69 Dr Floyd explained how, ironically, Aggett’s inability to provide incriminating 

evidence to the SB was dangerous as the SB, particularly someone as 

unsophisticated as Lt Whitehead, would assume that he was withholding 

evidence.164 

70 Dr Floyd testified that she and Dr Aggett were initially interrogated by Captain 

Naude. In her view Captain Naude was an experienced policeman and did not 

employ an aggressive style.165 In contrast, Lt Whitehead and Sgt Carr were very 

aggressive, intimidating and threatening.166 Floyd recalls Sgt Carr threatening 

 
162  Floyd testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 228 
163  Floyd testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 224 
164  Floyd testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle pp 235-236 
165  Floyd testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle pp 234-235, G4 p 7 para 24 
166  Floyd testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 242 
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her by recounting that he had hung detainees out of the window by their feet and 

that it was very easy to drop them.167 She pointed out that Whitehead was 

immature and inexperienced and had to resort to bullying and aggression as a 

style of interrogation.168 In short, Naude knew what he was doing whereas 

Whitehead did not.169 

Events on the day of Aggett’s death 

71 Dr Floyd testified how she was interrogated on the tenth floor of JVS on 4 

February 1982 and heard a man scream, leading her to conclude someone was 

being tortured possibly by electric shocks.170 She also heard a woman crying.171  

Her interrogation continued until 17h00 or 18h00 after which she was returned to 

Hillbrow police station.172 Floyd testified that the impression she gained from her 

detention was that, in the eyes of the SB, it made no difference whether a 

detainee was involved in legal or illegal activities.173  

72 In relation to the ongoing abuse Floyd noted that detainees often felt there was 

no point in lodging complaints as the Magistrates or district surgeons had no 

power to intervene or would not do so.174  

 
167  Floyd testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 244, G4 p 8 para 28 
168  Floyd testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 247, G4 p 8 para 29 
169  Floyd testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 248 
170  Floyd testimony first inquest p 1325, Floyd testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle 
pp 243, 258 
171  Floyd testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 257 
172  Floyd testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 249 
173  Floyd testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 235 
174  Floyd testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 257, 
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73 Dr Floyd was still in detention when she learned of Dr Aggett’s death. She was 

granted permission to observe Aggett’s body in the mortuary two days before his  

funeral.175 Aggett’s body was positioned unusually and deliberately so that his 

neck was tipped very high so that Dr Floyd could clearly see his neck.176 Dr Floyd  

sketched a drawing of Dr Aggett’s face from memory as well as sketches of the 

kikoi wrapped around his neck from memory of observing a photograph she saw 

during the first inquest, but which is no longer part of the inquest record.177  

Consequences of detention at JVS 

74 Dr Floyd testified that she was diagnosed with Post Traumatic Stress Disorder 

(“PTSD”) as a result of her detention resulting in poor concentration, severe loss 

of short-term memory, difficulty sleeping and depression.178 Detainees were 

deprived of clocks, calendars and isolated to leaving them disoriented and easier 

to interrogate.179 

 

Barbara Hogan180 
 
Relationship with Aggett 

75 Barbara Hogan (Hogan) was a member of the ANC. Dr Aggett’s name featured 

on the Close Comrades list prepared by Ms Hogan.181  Hogan was tricked by an 

 
175  Floyd testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 266 
176  Floyd testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle pp 268-269, G4 annex EKF2 
177  Floyd testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle pp 272-273.  G4 annex EKF3. 
178  Floyd testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 263, G4 pp 16-17 paras 50-53 
179  Floyd testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 315 
180  Affidavit dated 28 January 2020 at G13. 
181  Exhibit B3.5.21 
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under-cover agent pretending to assist her to leave the country to prepare this 

list.  The list went straight to the SB. 182 

76 Ms Hogan testified that she identified herself as “under discipline”, which meant 

that she had submitted herself to the discipline of the ANC.183  Aggett was 

identified as one of the people that Ms Hogan would consult with as part of her 

reference group.184 His name appeared under the heading “Advisory/ Reference 

Group/ People (only above ground work)”.  Hogan stressed that this group was 

only available for above ground work and she never engaged with them about 

ANC work nor attempted to recruit them into an ANC network.185  Nonetheless 

the appearance of Agget’s name led to his arrest. 

77 Ms Hogan was certain that Dr Aggett was never a member of the ANC.186 She 

testified to a general view amongst certain unions that if they had a relationship 

with the ANC the apartheid State would act against their organisers and ban 

them, thus preventing them from advancing the interests of black workers.187 She 

recalled as a conversation with Aggett where he indicated that as he was a 

unionist an association with the ANC would jeopardise his position.188 

Arrest and detention at JVS 

 

 
182  G13 at paras 21 – 31. 
183  Hogan testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 596 
184  Hogan testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 618, G13 p 9 para 27.4 
185  Hogan testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 619 
186  Hogan testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 620 
187  Hogan testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 602 
188  Hogan testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 604 
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78 Ms Hogan was arrested at her flat by Major Arthur Cronwright on 22 September 

1981 and detained at JVS. She testified that she was also interrogated by 

Captain Naude was not aggressive and she regarded him as ‘more on top of his 

job’.189 However, after Hogan returned from the doctor Naude joined the other 

SB officers in screaming and shouting at Hogan and threatening her.190 

79 Ms Hogan testified that Major Cronwright was identified as an angry, aggressive 

man whose staff called him ‘Hitler’.191 She testified that Major Cronwright had 

told her that he had cracked the ANC political underground and that he would 

bring activists in truckloads to court just like the Rivonia trial.192 

Interrogation processes 

80 Ms Hogan testified that the SB interrogated her overnight and sometimes made 

her sleep on a camp bed in an office rather than return her to her cell.193 She 

surmised that she was constantly supervised in this manner because her 

interrogators were worried that she would commit suicide because they were 

pushing her hard.194 

81 Ms Hogan testified that SB officers Deetlefs, Prins, Van der Merwe, Cronwright 

and Struwig were responsible for her interrogation.195 Her interrogations were 

 
189  Hogan testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 646 
190  Hogan testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 646 
191  Hogan testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 626, G29 p 5 para 17 
192  Hogan testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 628, G13 p 11 para 32, G17 p 3 

para 7, G29 p 11 para 40,  
193  Hogan testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 632 
194  Hogan testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 633 
195  Hogan testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 634 
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highly aggressive, with shouting, stomping and handcuffing her to various 

objects.196 She was made to continuously re-write a statement which would be 

torn up if it was not good enough.197 She was assaulted on 22 October 1981 by 

Prins and Deetlefs, who handcuffed her to a chair and hit her on her back and 

across her face repeatedly causing her to bleed internally.198 Deetlefs also 

threatened Ms Hogan with electrocution and brought a wet towel and kettle chord 

to her for this purpose.199 Hogan testified that when she was taken to the doctor 

the following day, Deetlefs told her that if she said anything he would kill her and 

make her disappear so that no-one would know what happened.200 She was later 

assaulted again by Captain Struwig who hit her across the face and on the hip 

with a piece of wood.201 

82 Ms Hogan’s most intense interrogation took place on 15 November 1981 when 

Abrie, Prins, Naude and Olivier took shifts to keep her awake and prevent her 

from sleeping.202 Her abusive treatment led to her attempting suicide by 

consuming an overdose of tablets that had been prescribed for her.203 

83 Ms Hogan got the overall impression that the SB were incompetent and 

unprofessional. She provided the example of the SB’s decision to release Gavin 

Anderson who was central to the case.204 He was an ANC member and had met 

 
196  Hogan testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 634 
197  Hogan testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 635 
198  Hogan testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle pp 636-637 
199  Hogan testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 637 
200  Hogan testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 643 
201  Hogan testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 655 
202  Hogan testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle pp 657-658 
203  Hogan testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle pp 647-648 
204  Hogan testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 654 
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with ANC cadres in Gaborone.  She also noted that Whitehead had an unhealthy 

interest in Dr Aggett and Dr Floyd, including their private lives.205  

 

Reverend Frank Chikane206 
 

84 The Reverend Frank Chikane (Chikane) was a political detainee held at the 

second-floor cells of JVS. He was detained at JVS between 20 November 1981 

and 7 July 1982.207 He was transferred to JVS on 20 January 1982.208  

Torture 

85 Rev Chikane testified that he was tortured multiple times. He testified that over a 

six week period he was assaulted, chained in difficult body positions, hung by a 

broom with his head facing down, and made to stand for 48 to 50 hours on a set 

of bricks.209 Chikane was taken to a doctor who acknowledged that his feet were 

swollen but he was returned to his cell without treatment.210 Even after his 

release from detention he could not sleep in one place for two nights for fear that 

he would be re-detained and further tortured.211 

86 Rev Chikane testified that he was assaulted in the presence of Deetlefs who did 

not object or attempt to stop the assault.212 He was insulted with racial slurs213 

 
205  Hogan testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 663 
206  Affidavit dated 29 January 2020 at G14. 
207  Chikane testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 762 
208  Chikane testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 765 
209  Chikane testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle pp 749-750, G14 p 4 para 12 
210  Chikane testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 751 
211  Chikane testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 756 
212  Chikane testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle pp 767-769, p 775, G14 p 7 para 21 
213  Chikane testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 770 
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and beaten while chained up.214 He was told that he would be thrown out of the 

tenth floor like Timol.215 Chikane personally witnessed SB officers torturing young 

detainees using electric shock treatment.216 

SB search of cells 

87 Rev Chikane testified that patrols took place nightly and that the cell lights would 

remain switched on so that detainees were visible.217 He testified that SB officers 

would search detainee’s cells on a regular basis without notice.218 The SB would 

take detainees belts, shoe laces and anything the police thought you could use 

to hurt yourself or hang yourself with.219 

88 Chikane to complain about his abusive treatment to Sgt Blom, but this resulted 

in Deetlefs assaulting him. This led Chikane to conclude that Blom conferred with 

Deetlefs and that they were colluding.220  He and other detainees felt that there 

was no point in lodging a complaint as the Magistrates or district surgeon had no 

power to intervene or would not do so.221 This logic also applied to noting 

complaints in the complaint book that detainees would have to sign on a daily 

basis.222 

Interaction with Aggett 

 
214  Chikane testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 771 
215  Chikane testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 772 
216  Chikane testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 746 
217  Chikane testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle pp 800-801 
218  Chikane testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle record p 788 
219  Chikane testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle record p 786, G 14 p 7 para 24 
220  Chikane testimony in in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 779 
221  Chikane testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 776 
222  Chikane testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle p 799 
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89 Rev Chikane testified that he observed Dr Aggett on 1 February 1982 through 

the peephole in his cell on the 2nd floor. He stated that: 

“He was walking towards the direction of the cells so I could tell he was 
coming back from interrogation. He was not in a good state. He was 
walking slower than usual and bending forward, clearly struggling to 
walk. I had seen Neil on the second floor before, I do not recall how many 
times, and I had not seen him struggle to walk like that. I suspect he was 
in pain and he looked very weak. The image is etched in my mind 
because that was the last time I saw him.”223 

90 Rev Chikane testified that the SB resorted to extrajudicial killings by attempting 

to murder him by poisoning.224 

 

Parmanathan Naidoo225 

91 Parmanathan Naidoo (Naidoo) was arrested because of his involvement in the 

Transvaal Indian Youth Congress and the Transvaal Anti- SAIC council.226 He 

was detained at John Vorster Square as well as Vereeniging.  He was tortured 

by members of the SB during his detention.  

Torture 

92 The torture that Naidoo suffered at the hands of the SB included the following:  

92.1 they made him strip naked,  

92.2 they mocked him and hit his penis with elastic bands227;  

 
223  G14 p 10 para 34 
224  Chikane testimony in 2020 consolidated transcript bundle pp 734-736, 742 
225  2020 testimony is in the 2020 consolidated transcript bundle from page 850 to page 921. 

Affidavit dated 26 July 2018 at G8. 
226  Exhibit G8, para 4 and 5 
227  Exhibit G8, para 14. 
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92.3 they handcuffed Naidoo’s wrist to his ankle and made him stand in that 

position for long periods,  

92.4 they physically assaulted him, 228. 

92.5 they deprived him of sleep.  On one such occasion they interrogated him 

for 72 hours straight,229 

92.6 solitary confinement; 230  

92.7 they made him do exercise for lengthy periods, such as holding a chair 

above his head231, sit-ups, push-ups, and squats232, while officers kicked 

and nudged him as a form of torture; 233  

92.8 suffocating by way of plastic bag,234  

92.9 officers would push the legs of a chair onto his head235, and beat the 

bottom of his feet with a piece of wood.236  

92.10 Cronwright was verbally abusive and called him racial terms such as 

"coolie"237 and generally swore at him.238  

 
228  Exhibit G48, para 9. 
229  Exhibit G47, para 17. 
230  Exhibit G08, para 16. 
231  Exhibit G47, para 11. 
232  Exhibit G47, para 9. 
233  Exhibit G48, para 4. 
234  Exhibit G48, para 25. 
235  Exhibit G47, para 11. 
236  Exhibit G47, para 12. 
237  Oral testimony of Parmananthan Naidoo on 31 January 2020 at page 19, line 15; 2020 

consolidated transcript bundle page 857. 
238  2020 testimony is in the 2020 consolidated transcript bundle from page 850 to 921. 1982 

testimony is exhibit A4.6 
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92.11 Naidoo stated that Major Arbee pulled his hair and smacked his head 

against the table and threatened to throw him off the tenth floor of John 

Vorster Square.239 

Objects not allowed in cells 

93 He testified that the detainees were not permitted to have shoes or belts.240 

Naidoo was not allowed access to any books in his cell but, after a while in 

Vereeniging he was allowed a copy of the Bhagavad Ghita and the Bible. Novels 

were not permitted in the cells at Vereeniging, as the cells would be searched 

every morning241.  

 

Ismail Momoniat242 

94 Ismail Momoniat (Momoniat) was detained for the first time by the SB and held 

at JVS from 26 April 1980 until 8 May 1980. He was detained in relation to the 

school boycotts at many schools in Indian and Coloured townships.243 Ismail was 

involved in the Black Student Society at Wits and the Transvaal anti-SAIC 

Committee.244 He was arrested and detained for a second time at JVS on 20 

 
239  Exhibit G8, para 11; Exhibit G16, para 7, Naidoo initially stated that it was Major Arthur B 

Cronwright who pulled his hair, but it was later clarified that it was Major Arbee who pulled his 
hair and smacked his head against the table. 

240  Oral testimony of Parmanathan Naidoo on 31 January 2020 at page 27, line 7; 2020 
consolidated transcript bundle page 865. 

241  Exhibit G8, para 36 and 37. 
242  2020 consolidated transcript bundle from page 922 to page 1015. 1982 testimony is exhibit 

A4.5. Affidavit signed on 10 June 1982 at G17; affidavit dated 26 July 2018 at G8; 
supplementary affidavit signed on 30 January 2020 at G16, affidavit signed on 2 February 
2020 at G18. 

243  Exhibit G18, para 3. 
244  Exhibit G18, para 4. 
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January 1982 until 21 April 1982245 due to his involvement with Barbara Hogan 

and her activities.246  

Interaction with Aggett and objects allowed in cells 

95 Momoniat stated that Dr Aggett was in cell 209, which was five cells away from 

his cell247. He stated that under solitary confinement, one had no access to 

lawyers, friends, family or other detainees.248 Momoniat confirmed that detainees 

only had a sleeping mat, blanket and pillow in the cell,249 but no books, pen or 

paper other than the Bible or Quran.250 However, due to organisations like the 

Detainees Parents Support Committee, individuals were allowed reading 

material, but only after the completion of their primary interrogation251. He stated 

that the SB did not permit detainees to have shoelaces, belts, or towels, 

presumably so that detainees could not hang themselves.252 

Treatment of black detainees 

96 He stated that the SB Officers usually treated black detainees worse than other 

races, but the SB were brutal on any detainee when extracting information and 

confessions.253 Momoniat stated that during his detention he was interrogated 

 
245  Exhibit G18, para 6. 
246  Exhibit G18, para 7. 
247  Exhibit G18, para 16. 
248  Exhibit G18, para 17. 
249  line 10; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 932 
250  Exhibit G18, para 18. 
251  Exhibit G18, para 24. 
252  line 20; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 933 
253  Exhibit G18, para 24. 
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around 10 times254 and his primary interrogation took place on 4 February 

1982255. During his interrogation the officers taunted him, laughed derisively, 

swore at him and made racist and derogatory comments such as calling him a 

"coolie".256 The SB physically assaulted Momoniat by hitting him, pushing him 

around257 and slapping his chest.258 The assaults also consisted of Momoniat 

being manhandled, lifted up and shaken.259 He stated that the SB would make 

him stand for long periods of time, while naked from the waist upwards, and 

threatened him with electric shocks.260  

Reporting mistreatment during interrogations  

97 He stated that it was commonly known amongst the detainees that interrogations 

would not be terminated early or postponed due to the detainees' state of 

health.261 Momoniat stated that when he visited Dr Norman Jacobson, (a doctor, 

and senior District Surgeon for Johannesburg, (Dr Jacobson) on 5 February 

1982, he complained of the assault and provided details of both the assault and 

the perpetrators.262 When Momoniat first laid a complaint against the SB officers, 

the Magistrate informed him that all he would do was record the incidents but 

that he could not assist Momoniat in any way.263 However on 11 March 1982 he 

 
254  Oral testimony of Ismail Momoniat on 3 February 2020 at page 36, line 12; 2020 consolidated 

transcript bundle page 935 
255  Exhibit G18, para 26. 
256  Exhibit G18, para 27.  
257  Exhibit G18, para 28. 
258  Exhibit G18, para 28. 
259  Exhibit G18, para 37. 
260  Exhibit G18, para 32. 
261  Exhibit G18, para 36. 
262  Exhibit G18, para 46. 
263  Exhibit G17, para 9(b). 
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was accused of lying to Dr Jacobson264 by the SB Officers and they suggested 

that he should make a statement retracting his complaint.  

98 In his 1982 affidavit he states that Sergeant Blom claimed that she investigated 

the assault charges. Sergeant Blom took down a sworn statement265 from 

Momoniat relating to the assaults but he did not hear anything further.266 

Treatment of detainees after Aggett’s death 

99 Momoniat noted that only after Aggett's death were detainees given additional 

items.267 A detainee was not permitted to have a book, radio or newspapers, but 

detainees were allowed these things after Aggett died.268 Momoniat reported that 

he did not recall seeing any books or any other items in Aggett's cell while Aggett 

was alive.269  

Interaction with Aggett – including the day of his death 

100 Momoniat recalled that he came into contact with Aggett a few times270 during 

his detention and that Aggett appeared to be normal and "as relaxed as a 

detainee could be."271 However, during the weekend of 30 January 1982, he 

noted that Aggett had not returned to his cell, and he checked the meal book and 

 
264  Exhibit G18, para 49.  
265  Found in the 1982 testimony is exhibit B3.3.2 
266  Exhibit G17, para 9(h). 
267  Exhibit G18, para 53. 
268  Exhibit G18, para 54. 
269  Exhibit G18, para 59.  
270  Exhibit G17, para 8(a). 
271  Exhibit G18, para 58 and 62. 
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saw that he had not signed for his food on any day that weekend, and when he 

went to shower and exercise, he did not see Aggett in his cell.272  

101 Momoniat recalled seeing Aggett for the last time on 3 or 4 February 1982 – they 

were both on the first floor waiting to be signed out.273 He noted that Aggett 

appeared to be in a terrible274 and dazed state275, and that Aggett did not 

respond276 to Momoniat's greeting.277 On this occasion Momoniat also noticed a 

large mark on Agget's forehead, which he believed was a bruise or injury. He 

could not recall whether it was on the left or right side of Aggett's forehead.278 

Momoniat did not believe that Aggett had the physical capacity to commit suicide, 

based on the poor physical condition that he appeared to be in.279 He indicated 

that he did not give this evidence in 1982 as they were not supposed to 

communicate with other detainees and they were still living under the Apartheid 

State.280 

 

 
272  Exhibit G18, para 63. 
273  Exhibit G18, para 67. 
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Maurice Smithers281 

102 Maurice Peter Smithers (Smithers) was working underground282 for the ANC283 

and was familiar with Aggett284, as Smithers and Aggett moved in the same 

circles and knew each other on a social level.285 He was initially detained on 22 

September 1981286 for a period of two weeks at JVS and was not tortured but 

was interrogated.287 He was then detained at Randburg Police Station288 for a 

further four months289 and was occasionally taken to JVS.290 The SB Officers 

removed his belt and shoelaces before he was locked in his cell.291 

Treatment in detention 

103 Smithers stated that he was not physically tortured during his detention, however 

the threat of torture was ever present292 and he was placed in solitary 

confinement for a month, which is a form of psychological torture.293 Smithers 

testified that he was beginning to feel insane.294 He confirmed that he was not 

allowed to keep anything in his cell such as a scarf295 or a kikoi. The only things 

allowed in the cell were blankets, a bible, and the clothing he wore. However, 

 
2020 testimony is in the 2020 consolidated transcript bundle from page 1016 to page 1087; 
Affidavit of Maurice Smithers signed 15 July 2018 at G9 

282  line 20; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 1032. 
283  Exhibit G09, para 4. 
284  line 23; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 1041. 
285  line 16; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 1040. 
286  line 7; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 1028. 
287  Exhibit G09, para 8. 
288  2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 1027 
289  Exhibit G09, para 10 and 12. 
290  2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 1036. 
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294  2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 1033. 
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after the first month, once the interrogations had stopped, the rules were relaxed, 

and he was allowed a radio and books.296 

Interrogation of Aggett 

104 Smithers travelled to JVS on 25 January 1982297 as he had an optometrist 

appointment scheduled for that day. At JVS he was made to wait in office 1011, 

the office used to fingerprint detainees.298 He could see Aggett being interrogated 

in the room next door. This evidence is corroborated by Officer Makhetha299, as 

he waited with Smithers.  He recognised300 that it was Aggett as Smithers had 

met him several times before.301  

105 Smithers observed that Aggett302 was being questioned by six or seven 

officers303, who repeatedly hit Aggett304 with what appeared to be a rolled-up 

magazine or newspaper.305 Aggett appeared to be half naked and was forced to 

do exercises306, as Smithers states that he saw Aggett occasionally running on 

the spot307 and dropping to the ground.308 Twice when Aggett dropped to the 

ground Smithers could hear a loud cracking sound which sounded like flesh 
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297  Exhibit G09, para 18. 
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299  2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 1284. 
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being struck.309 Smithers testified that he could see that Aggett was getting quite 

tired because he staggered on occasion, wiping his forehead.310 

106 Smithers recalled that he could hear some actual words because the security 

police officers would often shout loudly; "who told you to stop?"311 He witnessed 

this happening to Aggett for approximately 45 minutes before he went to the 

optometrist and about another hour when he returned.312 

107 Smithers wrote a short note about what he had seen happening to Aggett and 

managed to smuggle it to a person visiting him, after Aggett had died.313 The 

note was read out by Helen Suzman in parliament.314 

 

Firoz Cachalia315 

108 Firoz Cachalia (Cachalia) was involved in various organisations that were largely 

aligned with the ANC. He was detained in December 1981.316 In his first week of 

detention, he was detained at Vereeniging Police Station317 and then moved to 

JVS and detained for a further six months.318 Aggett was detained during the 

same period as him. Cachalia spent the entire six months in solitary confinement 

and was intimidated and assaulted during that time.319 Cachalia testified that he 

 
309  Exhibit G09, para 27. 
310  Oral testimony of Maurice Peter Smithers on 3 February 2020 at page 143, line 11; 2020 

consolidated transcript bundle page 1044. 
311  Exhibit G09, para 29.  
312  Exhibit G09, para 25, 26 and 32. 
313  The note is attached as annexure MS1 to exhibit G09. 
314  Exhibit G09, para 39 to 44. 
315  2020 testimony is in the 2020 consolidated transcript bundle from page 1087 to page 1151. 

1982 testimony is exhibit B3.2.2 and B3.5.5 
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was interrogated on the 10th floor and could hear screaming and shouting from 

other rooms, which he believed were the screams of detainees who were being 

tortured.320  

Torture 

109 While being interrogated, when SB members were not satisfied with his 

statement they would tear it up and assault him321 by slapping, punching, and 

kicking him.322 This happened on four occasions.323 On one occasion the SB 

officers squeezed his testicles324 and beat the soles of his feet with a baton.325 

He was also insulted and degraded by being called a "coolie".326 Although he 

was not electrocuted the interrogators repeatedly threatened him with 

electrocution and said that he could be electrocuted by the wires which they 

would attach to his testicles or shove up his anus.327 Cachalia testified that the 

worst torture he sustained was the wet sack treatment.  They would place a wet 

sack328 over his head and restrict his breathing intermittently, causing him to lose 

control of his faculties, resulting in him defecating himself.329  

110 Cachalia reported the assaults to Dr Jacobson after Aggett's death.330 On a 

physical level the torture resulted in a loss of appetite, constant exhaustion and 

 
320  Exhibit G07, para 16. 
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difficulty sleeping and on a psychological level he reported that he experienced 

strong feelings of anxiety, despair, and depression.331 Cachalia remembers 

having long days of interrogation, from about 08h00 to 18h00, however, he was 

never interrogated overnight.332  

Interaction with Aggett around the day of his death 

111 Cachalia testified that the day before Aggett was found dead in his cell, he saw 

Aggett while waiting in the charge office.333 He noted that Aggett did not look like 

he was coping with detention. 334 He looked to Cachalia like he was at breaking 

point.335 There were around four to six police officers in the space during that 

time and therefore Cachalia and Aggett could not speak but Aggett did give 

Cachalia a smile.336 

Search of cells 

112 He was aware that the SB conducted routine searches of detainees' cells and 

the cells were bare. They were only permitted a blanket, polystyrene utensils, 

and a mattress.337 Cachalia testified that the SB officers were especially 

concerned about suicide and therefore no detainee would be permitted anything 

they could harm themselves with, such as shoelaces or string.338 Cachalia 

 
331  Exhibit G07, para 28. 
332  Exhibit G07, para 37. 
333  Exhibit G07, para 41. 
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indicated that after Aggett's death the pressure and torture from the SB officers 

ceased and the detainees were allowed books and visits, as well as food 

parcels.339 

 

Sisa Njikelana340 
 
Relationship with Aggett 

113 Sisa Njikelana (Njikelana) was the president of the South African Allied Workers 

Union. He got to know Aggett well through his involvement with this 

organisation.341 On 29 May 1981 the SB arrested Sisa from Aggett's home and 

he was taken to John Vorster Square. Njikelana stated that he was not assaulted 

or tortured during this detention but was subjected to racist and vitriolic verbal 

abuse.342 He was arrested again on 13 December 1981 and remained in 

detention at JVS until 5 May 1982.343 

Interrogation processes 

114 SB officers instructed Njikelana to write a statement about his trade union 

activities throughout his interrogations.344  When Sisa would not provide details, 

the SB physically assaulted him. They pulled him out of his seat by his chest and 

pushed him against a wall345, and slapped and punched him346 across the face347 

 
339  Exhibit G07, para 46. 
340  2020 testimony is in the 2020 consolidated transcript bundle from page 1151 to page 1229. 

1982 testimony is exhibit A4.7 and B3.5.4; Affidavit of Sisa Njikelana signed 3 February 2020 
at G20. 

341  Exhibit G20, para 4 and 5. 
342  Exhibit G20, para 8. 
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344  Exhibit G20, para 13. 
345  Exhibit B3.5.4, para 1. 
346  line 13; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 1178. 
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repeatedly. The SB Officers attached leg irons348 and handcuffs to him349 and 

placed the handcuff chain under the leg iron chain117 and he was made to sit on 

the floor.350 SB officers also placed a canvass bag over his head and 

administered electric shocks to him.351 Njikelana described the sensation as pain 

rippling across his entire body and he believed that he lost consciousness 

momentarily.352 He was electrocuted a number of times.353 

Living conditions in JVS and interactions between inmatess 

115 Njikelana reported that detainees were not permitted to take towels, belts or 

anything that could be used to harm themselves into their cells.354 He did not 

report any of the assaults committed against him as he was fearful of the 

repercussions that would arise if he did.355 During the time Njikelana was 

detained he saw Aggett in the first week of January 1982, while washing their 

utensils, and Aggett pointed out a red triangular mark, which was an open wound, 

on the outside of his right forearm, so he knew Aggett was being tortured.356 The 

detainees were not permitted to communicate with one another and were always 

accompanied by officers. The detainee's main way of communicating was 

 
348  line 1; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 1164. 
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through the toilet pipes.  Detainees would remove the water from the toilet bowl 

and speak through the pipes.357 

Interactions with Aggett days before his death 

116 Njikelana testified that he saw Aggett in late January 1982 and that Aggett's 

condition had deteriorated and he appeared to be depressed and morose.358 

During the night of 4 February 1982 or early morning of 5 February 1982, 

Njikelana remembers being woken up by a commotion as he heard the sound of 

a number of voices and gates opening, which was unusual for that time of the 

night. He stood on top of his toilet to see through the open window359 fronting on 

the corridor.360  He saw a group of SB officers carrying someone he believed to 

be Aggett.361 Njikelana testified that the Aggett was carried towards the shower 

area, away from the lifts.362  According to Njikelana, Aggett was carried with his 

face up and headfirst. Around four or six officers were carrying Aggett at shoulder 

height, in the same fashion that Muslims carry their dead.363  

 
357  Exhibit G20, para 37. 
358  Exhibit G20, para 38. 
359  2020 consolidated transcript: page 1169 line 13 in reference to B3.5.4; page 1192 line 19 to 

page 1193 line 20 describing the windows and toilet; page 1194 line 8 in reference to annex 
SM1 which is the floor plan of the second floor cell block, where he marked the direction the 
officers were moving.   

360  Makhetha confirmed at page 1329 line 21 of the 2020 consolidated transcripts that a detainee 
would be able to look through the window and see what was happening in the passage.  
Ngwenya pointed out that in his cell the toiled was in a different place to where it was now 
located, as seen in the inspection in loco (pages page 1412 to 1415, 1442 – 1444 and 1447 – 
1450 of the 2020 consolidated transcripts,  Coleman confirms that at pages 1764 of the 2020 
transcript bundle that that shorter people would have to stand on the toilet to see out the 
window. He could stand on tip toes and see out. Photos of the windows in question can be 
viewed at exhibit G23.1 - 23.3. 
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which Aggett was being carried 
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Improvement of conditions in detention after Aggett’s death 

117 Njikelana testified that the conditions of his detention improved drastically after 

Aggett's death. Detainees were suddenly allowed radios, food parcels364 and 

reading material in their cells and family members were permitted to visit the 

detainees.365 

 

Jabulane Gabriel Ngwenya366 

118 Jabulane Gabriel Ngwenya (Ngwenya) was involved in various Anti-Apartheid 

organisation and met Aggett through Sisa Njikelana.367 He was detained 

approximately 15 times for his political activities.  

119 Ngwenya was detained at Protea Police Station in Soweto on 9 November 1981 

and after a week he was transferred to Norwood Police Station. One night, as he 

was taken back to Protea Station and he was slapped across the face, assaulted, 

kicked, and choked with a bag to the point that he urinated in his pants.368  The 

interrogation continued throughout the night.369 On 16 November 1981, he 

requested to see a doctor and told him about the assaults at Protea, but nothing 

came of his complaint.370  

 
364  Oral testimony of Sisa Njikelana on 4 February 2020 at page 113, line 8; 2020 consolidated 

transcript bundle page 1186. 
365  Exhibit G20, para 44. 
366  2020 testimony is in the 2020 consolidated transcript bundle from page 1340 to page 1465. 

1982 testimony is exhibit A5.2; affidavit of Jabulane Ngwenya signed 4 February 2020 at G23; 
supplementary affidavit of Jabulane Ngwenya dated 9 February 2021 at G73.  

367  Exhibit G23, para 3 and 4.  
368  Oral testimony of Jabu Ngwenya on 5 February 2020 at page 118, line 12 - 16 2020 

consolidated transcript bundle page 1351. 
369  Exhibit G23, para 8. 
370  Exhibit G23, para 10. 
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120 Ngwenya was moved to JVS on 12 January 1982, which coincided with part of 

the detention of Aggett.371 Ngwenya testified that he was threatened with death, 

insulted, and sworn at under interrogation in JVS.372  Deetlefs questioned him 

about Cedric Mason and the role he played and threatened to kill him.373 During 

March 1982 Ngwenya was transferred to Vereeniging Police Station and placed 

in solitary confinement and released on 17 September 1982.  

Objects not allowed in cells 

121 He confirmed that at JVS you were not permitted to keep anything in your cell 

other than, a mat and blanket.  He was forced to remove his belt, shoelaces, and 

watch.374  

Interrogation of Aggett  

122 Ngwenya saw Aggett on several occasions during his detention, sometimes in 

the corridors and sometimes as a distance.375  On 25 January 1982, while waiting 

to go to the doctor in a 10th floor office he witnessed Aggett being brought into 

an office of the other side of the corridor and saw through the ribbed glass wall 

that various SB officers, including WO Carr, abusing Aggett.376   

 
371  Exhibit G23, para 12. 
372  Exhibit G23, para 12. 
373  Exhibit G23, para 16. 
374  Exhibit G23, para 14. 
375  Exhibit G23 at para 18. 
376  Para 19 of his 2020 affidavit at G23. This may have been the same incident witnessed by 

Makhetha and Smithers on the morning of 25 January 1982. 
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123 On 3 February 1982 when Ngwenya was exercising in the corridors he saw 

Aggett entering the storage room where their belongings were kept and he 

noticed that he was not walking normally – he was walking wide-legged and it 

appeared as if something was wrong with his private parts. Ngwenya followed 

him into the room and pretended he was getting water. When he asked Aggett 

how he was, Aggett told him he had been assaulted and electrocuted and began 

lifting the sleeves of his jersey to show Ngwenya his arms. Ngwenya said he 

looked pale and thin and had tears in his eyes. Officer Macpherson interrupted 

their conversation by entering the room.377 

124 Ngwenya noticed that that Aggett was taken for interrogation during the day and 

in the evenings and would sometimes only be brought back at night.378 Although 

Ngwenya stated that he saw Aggett on occasions in the reopened inquest,379 but 

when he testified in 1982, he did not disclose this as he was afraid of the 

repercussions since he was still in SB custody.380  

125 On the night of 4 February 1982, whilst in his cell, he heard a lot of activity, 

including people walking up and down the corridors. At one-point officers came 

down the corridors and closed the cell windows that were open, and an officer 

was then stationed at the door of each cell obscuring the peephole. Ngwenya 

said that it was rare to have so many policemen present at once at the 2nd floor 

cells, especially at night. Because of this, he suspected that someone had 

 
377  Exhibit G23 para 21 to 22. 
378  Exhibit G23, para 25. 
379  Exhibit G23, para 18. 
380  Exhibit G23, para 20. 
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died.381 Ngwenya testified that he believes Aggett was killed by Security Branch 

members.382 

 

Keith Coleman383 

126 Keith Coleman (Coleman) was involved in multiple anti-apartheid activities. 384  

He met Aggett, as they moved in similar social circles.385 Coleman started the 

national newspaper, "SASPU National" during 1980 – which was an alternative 

newspaper reporting on strikes, boycotts and union organisation, exposes of 

living conditions and stories of police and security activity against pro-democracy 

activists.386 Coleman was detained on 25 October 1981 at JVS, after handing 

himself over. Coleman's father took him to JVS and told Captain Struwig that if a 

hair on his head was touched, they would have to answer to him.387  

Objects not allowed in cells 

127 Coleman testified that he was only allowed to keep a bible388 and a thin mattress 

(which had blood on it) in his cell.389 He stated that his shoelaces,390 bag, and 

belt were removed in order to prevent him from committing suicide.391 Coleman 

was always kept in a suicide proof cell with perspex glass covering the grill. 392  

 
381  Exhibit G23, para 23. 
382  Exhibit G23 at para 26. 
383  2020 testimony is in the 2020 consolidated transcript bundle from page 1713 to page 1795. 

1982 testimony is exhibit A4.2.  Affidavit of Coleman dated 10 June 1982 at G28; and affidavit 
of Coleman dated 9 February 2020 at G27. 

384  Exhibit G27, para 7. 
385  Exhibit G27, para 15. 
386  Exhibit G27, para 10 to 12. 
387  Exhibit G27, para 27. 
388  line 22; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 1734. 
389  Exhibit G27, para 28. 
390  line 11; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 1731. 
391  Exhibit G27, para 28. 
392  Exhibit G27, para 41. 
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128 Coleman stated that he was moved around to different cells, which prevented 

him from hiding anything in his cell and that the detainees were prohibited from 

keeping any books or receiving any food parcels.393   

Interrogation processes 

129 Coleman was interrogated every day for six weeks.394 His interrogations 

consisted of a lot of screaming.395 On one occasion Captain Struwig picked up 

his chair and dropped it while he was seated in the chair, but he was not badly 

hurt.396 Coleman testified that the SB officers, such as Prince, asked permission 

from Struwig to physically assault him but were never given permission.397 

130 Although Coleman was never tortured398, he witnessed SB officers dragging 

other detainees back to their cells after their interrogations, as well as observing 

bruises399 on other detainees.400 Coleman spent five months401 in solitary 

confinement. Coleman’s account of the trauma experienced in prolonged solitary 

confinement is set out in annex C of his 2020 affidavit (G27). 

131 After his interrogation was over, he was allowed food parcels, books, and a 

radio.402 He once reported to Dr Jacobson that another detainee, Siza Hlongwa, 

had been tortured and beaten so badly that his ribs had been broken.  Dr 

 
393  Exhibit G27, para 29. 
394  Exhibit G27, para 29. 
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Jacobson then treated Siza's broken ribs.403 During his detention Coleman 

testified that he interacted with Aggett and viewed how thin he was404 and 

testified that Aggett had told him that he was being assaulted.405 Coleman 

testified that Aggett had said that his privileges such as his books, were taken 

away from him406 as the SB officers wanted to place pressure on him.407 Coleman 

stated that detainees would use the toilet system to communicate – they would 

remove all the water from the toilet bowl and put a blanket over their head and 

the could talk to the occupant of the adjoining cell.408 

Interaction with Aggett 

132 All of Coleman's interactions with Aggett were brief. On one occasion, when 

Macpherson had been called away, he was able to open the door to Aggett's cell 

to speak to him (as it was during the exercise hour). Aggett was not in a good 

way and he was very thin. Aggett told Coleman that the SB were abusing him. 

He said that during an assault they had torn his t-shirt and that he was keeping 

it as evidence of assault. Aggett also told him that all his privileges had been 

taken away.409 Coleman observed that Aggett's cell only had a sleeping mat, a 

blanket, a few food items, and some clothes bundled together.410  

 
403  Exhibit G27, para 50. 
404  Exhibit G27, para 52. 
405  Exhibit G27, para 54. 
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133 Around the week before Aggett died, Coleman saw Aggett who looked scared 

and very pale411, his face was filled with desperation412 and he appeared to be 

gaunt.413 The last time Coleman saw Aggett was during the week he died. 

Coleman saw him through the window of his cell while he was walking down the 

cell corridor and he greeted him through the window. However, Aggett did not 

respond or even look in his direction. He appeared to be a different person.414 

Events on the day of Aggett’s death 

134 On the night of Aggett's death, Coleman testified that he heard a commotion 

outside in the corridor, which was highly unusual as usually after the cells were 

locked at night nothing happened until they were given food in the morning.415 

He could hear footsteps and they sounded quicker than normal. Coleman tried 

to look through the gaps between the small opaque windows in the cell but a 

moment later his window was slammed shut by someone and he could hear the 

slamming of windows going down the corridors. He could see figures going past 

through the opaque glass.416 

 

Gavin Andersson417 

135 Gavin Andersson (Andersson) was an anti-apartheid activist working to support 

the emergence of the black trade union movement.418. Andersson was involved 

 
411  Exhibit G27, para 57. 
412  2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 1757.   
413  Exhibit G27, para 59. 
414  Exhibit G27, para 58. 
415  line 5 onwards, 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 1763. 
416  Exhibit G27, para 61. 
417  2020 testimony is in the 2020 consolidated transcript bundle from page 2288 to page 2314; 

affidavit dated 12 February 2020 at G34. 
418  Exhibit G34, para 3. 
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in the underground ANC.  Andersson understood that Aggett could not be linked 

to the ANC, due to his involvement with the trade unions. Andersson did not 

disclose his involvement in the ANC to Aggett.419  

Relationship with Aggett 

136 Andersson and Aggett were very good friends.420 Aggett was very interested in 

the trade union movement. 421   Andersson testified that Aggett was a quiet 

person and humble person, but brilliant and very likeable.422 

137 Aggett was working in the Food and Canning Workers Union.  He was starting to 

become a symbol of independent unionism and had built linkages with SAWU, 

the South African Allied Workers Union from the Eastern Cape.423 

138 Andersson testified that Aggett began working with the Industrial Aid Society 

(IAS) towards the end of 1977.424 Aggett had a proposal to create a medical 

scheme within the trade unions.425 In July 1979 Neil was appointed secretary426 

of the Transvaal branch of the African Food Canning Worker's Union.427 

 
419  Exhibit G34, para 32. 
420  Exhibit G34, para 20. 
421  Exhibit G34, para 23. 
422  line 1; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 2298. 
423  line 20; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 2305. 
424  Exhibit G34, para 23 and 24. 
425  line 8; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 2299. 
426  line 10 onwards 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 2301. 
427  Exhibit G34, para 27. 
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139 As a result of the Close Comrades list428 Andersson was detained in September 

1981 for two weeks429 at Norwood police station and then JVS for 

interrogation.430  In the Close Comrades list he was listed under the heading 

“Close Comrades (as regards above and underground work)”.  This group was 

described as Hogan’s “primary reference group”.  Hogan indicated that all 3 in 

the group were aware that she was “under discipline” and that Andersson and 

Auret van Heerden were also “under discipline”.   

Objects not allowed in detention at the Norwood police station 

140 Andersson recalled that when he was taken to Norwood police station, he had to 

remove the laces from his shoes, along with his belt and watch.431 Andersson 

was interrogated for 24 hours, with a two to three-hour break, where he was 

allowed to sleep sitting in a chair.432  

141 Andersson was not tortured and was released on 6 October 1982.433  Shortly 

after his release he briefed Sipho Kubheka and Aggett about his detention.  They 

advised him to leave the country.  He shared with Aggett the nightmares he had 

if he had been tortured and given up names of comrades. 434   

142 Ten days after his release, he left South Africa and went to Botswana. The day 

after he arrived in Gaborone the SB arrived at his house to try and detain him 

 
428  Exhibit B.3.5.21. 
429  Exhibit G34, para 52. 
430  Exhibit G34, para 37. 
431  Exhibit G34, para 39. 
432  Exhibit G34, para 41. 
433  Exhibit G34, para 50. 
434  Exhibit G34, para 54. 



 60 

again.  A few days later, Aggett and Floyd and others were detained. Andersson 

returned to South Africa in 1994. 435 

 

Specialist witnesses 

143 Certain specialist witnesses were called by the family’s lawyers to testify different 

aspects relating to the case. 

 

Ronald Kasrils436 
 
Role in the anti-apartheid movement 

144 Ronald Kasrils (Kasrils) became politically involved in the ANC led liberation 

struggle in 1960.  He served as the secretary of the ANC aligned Congress of 

Democrats in Natal. At the inception of Mkhonto We Sizwe he became a member 

of the Natal Regional Command and subsequently its commander. He joined the 

South African Communist Party (SACP) in 1961.  

145 Kasrils was involved in recruiting and training South Africans for the SACP in 

London and was intimately involved in writing Communist 'propaganda.'437 The 

relevance of his testimony relates to the Security Branch’s apparent reliance on 

Inkululeko - Freedom, February 1972, no 2 (Inkululeko Freedom), which he 

authored with Joe Slovo.438  

Fabrication of Inkululeko Freedom 

 
435  Exhibit G34, para 55. 
436  2020 testimony is in the 2020 consolidated transcript bundle from page 1244 to page 1267; 

affidavit signed on 22 January 2020 at G22.  
437  line 9; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 1247. 
438   Exhibit G22, para 20; line 9 onwards 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 1254. 
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146 On 24 February 1982 Captain Carel Jacobus Adriaan Victor (Victor), 

investigating officer into the death of Neil Aggett, made out an affidavit in which 

he says he located and certified Inkululeko Freedom No 2 February 1972 which 

was retrieved from the files of the SB.439 

147 The version of the document retrieved by Victor had been doctored by the SB.  

A paragraph had been inserted at the bottom of the last page calling on 

communists to "rather commit suicide than to betray the organisation." 440 This 

same fabricated document was relied upon in the judgment of Magistrate de 

Villiers in the Inquest into the death of Ahmed Timol to buttress his finding that 

Timol had committed suicide. 441    

148 Kasrils indicated that the last five paragraphs on the last page of Inkululeko 

Freedom are a complete fabrication and forgery, for the following reasons: 

148.1 Suicide was never a policy of the SACP. The instruction to SACP 

members was to stay alive, build morale, and study in prison to contribute 

to building a new South Africa when freedom came.442  

148.2 The English used was clumsy and not up to the standard of the SACP.443 

 
439  Exhibit C1, para 13(4). 
440  RK1 annexed to G22. 
441  Judgment dated 22 June 1972 in Reopened Inquest Late Ahmed Timol I01/2017, Vol A, p 1 

155.  
442  Exhibit G22, para 20.1; Oral testimony of Ronald Kasrils on 5 February 2020, page 23, line 9 

onwards; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 1255. 
443  Exhibit G22, para 20.3 and 20.4; line 23; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 1257. 
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148.3 The SACP would never have written the words "act insane" or publicly 

instruct recruits to lodge complaints. Operational instructions to outwit 

the SB would be highly secretive and not openly published.444 

148.4 The SACP would never publicly name persons living and working in 

South Africa as it would have put these people in danger. 445 

148.5 The last line of the document states that it was "issued by the Communist 

Party of South Africa", but the name of the party was changed in 1953, 

after it was banned by the Apartheid Government, to the SACP.446 

149 Kasrils is of the view that the SB attempted to introduce the document into the 

inquest proceedings447 in order to cover up the fact that their brutality against 

Aggett led to his suicide, or to cover up their direct murder of him.448 

 

Dr Steve Naidoo449 

150 Dr Steve R Naidoo (Dr Naidoo) is a specialist forensic pathologist in private 

practice who has 37 years of experience in forensic pathology. He was instructed 

by the Aggett family to provide an opinion as to the nature, cause and manner 

and circumstances of the death of Dr Aggett from a medical perspective.  He was 

 
444  Exhibit G22, para 20.2; Oral testimony of Ronald Kasrils on 5 February 2020, page 24, 2020 

consolidated transcript bundle page 1256. 
445  Exhibit G22, para 20.5; Oral testimony of Ronald Kasrils on 5 February 2020, page 26, 2020 

consolidated transcript bundle page 1258. 
446  Exhibit G22, para 20.6; Oral testimony of Ronald Kasrils on 5 February 2020, page 29, 2020 

consolidated transcript bundle page 1261. 
447  On 22 June 1982 the magistrate gave judgment on the admissibility of certain statements and 

excluded the documents Inkululeko and the funeral pamphlet because they were not relevant 
and there was no proof of their authenticity.  1982 Consolidated Transcripts at page 3520.   

448  Exhibit G22, para 19 and 22. 
449  2020 consolidated transcript bundle from page 1463 to 1709; Medico-legal Report by Dr Steve 

R Naidoo, dated 4 February 2020 at G21; Supplementary Medico-legal Report by Dr Steve R 
Naidoo, dated 23 March 2020 at G49. 
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also asked whether the objective medical evidence could make a distinction 

between self-hanging by the deceased or a third party hanging of the deceased 

in an unconscious state.450  

Private forensic report 

151 Dr Naidoo’s report was based on the 1982 record, especially the post-mortem 

report of Dr Vernon Dennis Kemp (District Surgeon of Johannesburg) at exhibit 

B8.5; the report of Dr Nicolaas Jacobus Scheepers (senior state pathologist) at 

exhibit B1.14; the report compiled by the family's private pathologist at the time, 

Dr Jan Barend Christiaan Botha at exhibit B8.76; the report by Professor Johan 

David Loubser (Chief State Pathologist, Pretoria) at exhibit G25.1;451 and two 

photos of Aggett hanging at exhibit FGK7.1 and FGK7.2.452 

152 Dr Naidoo indicated that the time of death of 1h30am noted in the police report 

was probably not the exact time of death as this was the time the body was found. 

Based on the last sightings of Aggett alive, time of death could be any time 

between 11pm and 1h30am.453 The time between death and post-mortem at 

08h45am means that the body was fresh at the post-mortem and there would 

been no appreciable post-mortem change.454 In Dr Naidoo's opinion time of 

 
450  Oral testimony of Dr Steve Naidoo on 6 February 2020, page 69, line 3; 2020 consolidated 

transcript bundle page 1467. He produced an independent medico-legal report, handed up as 
exhibit G21, as well as a supplementary report, handed up as exhibit G45. 

451  2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 1576. 
452  2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 1473. 
453  line 3; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 1484. 
454  line 20; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 1485 
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death was probably closer to 01h30am as there was a very short period of 

lividity.455  

 

Shortcomings at death scene and autopsy 

153 Dr Naidoo testified that there were various shortcomings in the way that the post-

mortem was conducted.  

153.1 Firstly, there should have been a district surgeon or pathologist at the 

death scene, especially in a controversial death such as this.456 Even at 

that time this was against protocol. 457 

153.2 It is problematic that there were no autopsy photographs taken under the 

guidance of a pathologist.458 In Dr Naidoo's opinion this indicates neglect 

and lack of commitment to a thorough examination.  

153.3 There should have been a state pathologist present for such a case.  Dr 

Kemp was not a state pathologist but a district surgeon.459  

153.4 The autopsy was rushed. There was no need to rush the autopsy.  A 

rushed autopsy means that adequate preparation and background 

checks could not have been done before the autopsy, which left many 

 
455  line 20; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 1487. 
456  line 16; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 1493. 
457  G21 at pages 10 – 13. 
458  Oral testimony of Dr Steve Naidoo on 6 February 2020, page 90, line 20; 2020 consolidated 

transcript bundle page 1488.  Warrant Officer JFF Mostert took photos at the autopsy (which 
have disappeared) but did not indicate whether this was done under the supervision of Dr 
Kemp (A1.2.6, affidavits at B1.5 and B1.12). 

459  line 1 onwards; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 1490. 
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questions unanswered.460 A delay of up to 48 hours in performing an 

autopsy has minimal impact on the evidence.461  

153.5 In Dr Naidoo's opinion it was reckless for Dr Kemp to start the autopsy 

without giving the Aggett family adequate time to properly consider the 

representation they wanted present at the autopsy.462  

153.6 Dr Botha arrived an hour after the autopsy had started, and the neck 

dissection had already started taking place, which would have 

compromised his ability to examine the ligature as it lay around the 

neck.463  

153.7 It appears that Dr Botha and Kemp failed to do a proper examination for 

deep bruises as neither reported having done this procedure.  The 

examination should have included comprehensive and wide 

subcutaneous skin-flap dissections under the skin of the trunk and limbs 

to look for concealed bruising. Such an examination should have taken 

place and it is a substantial shortcoming in a death of this circumstance. 

In 1982, the flap dissection technique was an established autopsy 

procedure.464  

153.8 The post-mortem report failed to describe the external wounds on Aggett 

in any detail which undermined the ability to determine the nature of his 

injuries, their appearance, age, and location. No sketches of the surface 

 
460  2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 1498 
461  line 2; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 1502. 
462  2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 1508. 
463  line 7; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 1512. 
464  2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 1515. 
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injuries on anatomical diagrams appear to have been made by Dr 

Kemp.465 

 

Physiological trigger for death 

154 Dr Naidoo testified that the medical evidence indicates that the physiological 

trigger for death was the stopping of the heart by the carotid sinus pressure by 

the ligature (which causes immediate cardiac arrest) and/ or bilateral carotid 

artery occlusion.466 This means that Aggett was alive at the time of suspension 

and it was the suspension that killed him.467 However, this could have happened 

in a conscious or unconscious state.468 The same medical findings would result 

with a conscious or unconscious person.469  Accordingly, neither possibility may 

be excluded. 470  

 

Possible causes of unconsciousness 

155 If Dr Aggett was unconscious at the time of his suspension, Dr Naidoo referred 

to five possible causes of unconsciousness:  

155.1  Intoxication of some sort,  

155.2 Concussion (traumatic),  

155.3 electric shock-induced, 

 
465  2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 1569 
466  Oral testimony of Dr Steve Naidoo on 6 February 2020, page 123, line 17; 2020 consolidated 

transcript bundle page 1521 
467  Oral testimony of Dr Steve Naidoo on 6 February 2020, page 126, line 2; 2020 consolidated 

transcript bundle page 1524. 
468  Oral testimony of Dr Steve Naidoo on 6 February 2020, page 121, line 18; 2020 consolidated 

transcript bundle page 1519. 
469  Oral testimony of Dr Steve Naidoo on 6 February 2020, page 131, line 15; 2020 consolidated 

transcript bundle page 1529 
470  G21 at para 6.8. 
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155.4 hypoxia-induced, and  

155.5 hypoxia/ anoxia from carotid arterial obstruction.  

156 Given that an unconscious state prior to suspension could not be ruled out, the 

family legal team asked Dr Naidoo to prepare a supplementary report, 

elaborating on the 5 possible causes of a state of unconsciousness. In particular, 

he was asked to consider in respect of each possibility: 

156.1 Its mechanism, rapidity of onset, and period of unconsciousness.  

156.2 Whether and after how long could actual brain damage occur.  

156.3 Whether Dr Aggett could recover without medical assistance.  

156.4 Whether such mechanism could be excluded on the post-mortem 

findings.  

157 Dr Naidoo stressed that these questions could be answered with accuracy as 

there is no scientific experimental data on human cases, and any answer would 

be based heavily on the application of pathophysiology and experience of similar 

or related cases as may have been experienced or reported in the scientific 

literature.471  

157.1 Intoxication: Dr Naidoo noted that drug testing in 1982 was quite limited 

so there is a possibility that another drug may have been used that could 

 
471  Exhibit G45, page 1 to page 6. 
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not be identified at the time. However, this would have to verified by a 

specialist toxicology expert.472 

157.2 Traumatic concussion: This may have occurred and cannot be excluded 

from the autopsy findings, despite the absence of any scalp / skull / brain 

or facial injury. The onset of a concussion would be immediate after 

direct impact and can persist for days or longer.  In traumatic concussion. 

actual visible brain damage does not occur.473 

157.3 Electric shock-induced unconsciousness: In Dr Naidoo’s experience, the 

electric shock machines that the SB typically used would have caused 

immense pain but, would not normally result in death.474 Typically, 

electric shocks are applied by using something such as a wet cloth 

around a particular limb, which means the electrode active surface is 

evenly distributed over a wide area and so it does not leave a localised 

burn lesion.  This means there will be little or no evidence of use of such 

a device in the post-mortem.475 Electric shock treatment can cause a 

person to pass out, where a person convulses. If the electric shocks are 

applied to the chest it can cause a person to stop breathing which may 

also induce a state of unconsciousness.476  He noted that in this context 

he did not know what current and voltage levels were used.  High levels 

can produce convulsions, but “generalised convulsions can occur with 

electrical shocks in general.” 477  

 
472  Exhibit G45, page 3. 
473  Exhibit G45, page 3. 
474  line 10 onwards; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 1610 
475  line 11 onwards; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 1611 
476  line 18 onwards 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 1611 
477  Exhibit G45, page 3. 
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157.4 Hypoxia-induced unconsciousness: If a person is deprived of air his 

progression to unconsciousness will depend on his state.  If calm a 

person may remain conscious without active breathing for several 

minutes, but if in a stressed or anxious state, he would succumb to 

unconsciousness within a minute or two. 478  Regarding the effects of the 

hypoxia and recovery:  

157.4.1 If the airway patency and respiration are immediately restored, 

such persons would regain full consciousness within several 

minutes, and there are usually no long-lasting effects. 

157.4.2 If the airway obstruction or air deprivation is maintained for 

longer, brain neurons will suffer damage within 5 to 6 minutes of 

complete hypoxia (anoxia). According to Dr Naidoo, some 

authoritative sources record that brain neuronal damage may 

occur in as short as 4 minutes.  If Dr Aggett suffered a hypoxia 

event, it is possible that he would have been in a state of 

exhaustion, panic and distress and in very high oxygen demand. 

This can cause permanent brain damage with no full recovery of 

function. 479   

157.5 According to Dr Naidoo, in either of the two above scenarios, if death 

occurred soon after the hypoxic/anoxic incident, there would be nothing 

to be seen at a post-mortem that would point to this having occurred. 

This is because at least 12 hours of survival after the hypoxic/anoxic 

 
478  Exhibit G45, page 3 - 4. 
479  Exhibit G45, page 4. 
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incident is needed to detect the earliest manifestations (whether by 

naked-eye or by histology under microscope) of hypoxic brain 

damage.480 

157.6 Hypoxia / anoxia of the brain from actual bilateral carotid arterial 

obstruction: This would cause immediate unconsciousness if pressure 

was applied to both sides of the neck. If blood supply to the brain is 

obstructed for approximately 1 minute (several minutes in some 

instances), death can supervene. No finding would be seen on the brain 

itself at the autopsy as there would be no appreciable survival period.481 

158 Dr Naidoo pointed out that the question as to how soon brain damage would be 

caused but not death itself is difficult to answer, but what cannot be excluded is 

brain damage from carotid obstruction arising from the destruction of cortical grey 

matter neurons, and the subject remaining alive if blood circulation was restored 

timeously. This would result in irreversible unconsciousness. As he mentioned, 

such brain damage would not be detectable at an autopsy if the subject died by 

other means shortly thereafter. 482  

159 Dr Aggett added that the five possible causes of a state of unconsciousness if 

such unconsciousness had occurred, would not necessarily have been mutually 

exclusive to one another, and that a combination of one or several occurring 

 
480  Exhibit G45, page 4. 
481 Exhibit G45, page 4 – 5. 
482 Exhibit G45, page 5 - 6.  
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together cannot be excluded, and if so, their individual effects would be additive 

to the whole. 483 

 

Visible injuries 

160 Dr Naidoo concluded that the injuries complained of by Aggett in his affidavit of 

4 February 1982 were consistent with the findings (both their presence and 

absence respectively) at the autopsy. He was also of the opinion that the 

accounts of abuse by Aggett and other detainees reflected degrading and 

inhuman treatment and assault under security detention. 484 

161 Dr Kemp’s post-mortem report refers to four healed scars on Aggett’s back 

around his shoulder blades.485 Aggett complained in his statement of 4 February 

1982 (B8.55) that he sustained an injury on his back from assaults sustained on 

29 January 1982, which involved electric shocks. Dr Naidoo concluded in his 

supplementary report that “electrical burn marks of low voltage cannot be 

excluded as having caused these scars on Dr Aggett’s back.”486  

162 Dr Kemp’s report disclosed a 3 centimetre triangular fresh bruise on the right side 

of the back which was described as a pinching type of injury, which could have 

occurred right before death.487  Assuming it was a bruise, Dr Naidoo disputed 

that this would have occurred by Aggett knocking the grille while descending or 

dropping the short length of the ligature.488 He would not expect to see visible 

 
483 Exhibit G45, page 6. 
484  G21 at pages 34 – 35. 
485  line 13; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 1571. 
486  Exhibit G45, page 9. 
487  line 20; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 1573 
488  2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 1582. 
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abrasions or bruising as a result of such a manoeuvre. 489  A bruise requires time 

to form and so it had to have taken place before the hanging.490  He was of the 

view that it “appears to have been from a patterned instrument or object or 

surface resulting as a blunt impact injury by direct forceful impaction or by heavy 

sustained pressure distorting the skin at that point.” 491 

163 If not a bruise Dr Naidoo mentioned that it could been an erythema (reddened 

area of skin such as might have been seen on Dr Aggett's forehead), which could 

have been caused “by application of a surface that may have been heated, or by 

scalding, or alternatively being chemically or similarly irritated, or an electric burn 

cannot be excluded”.492 

164 Dr Naidoo indicated that the mark above Aggett’s right wrist was a tearing of the 

skin and is entirely consistent with the description of Aggett’s assault by Sergeant 

Van Schalkwyk, one month earlier, in his complaint to Sergeant Blom.493 In 

Aggett’s complaint he mentioned that he was cuffed with his hands behind his 

back and shocked, and that this left a mark on his left pulse regular nerve. Dr 

Naidoo indicated that the effect of a shock would be an involuntary contraction 

of the muscles which would result in one pulling one’s body away from the cuff, 

which would easily cause a fine scored abrasion or superficial laceration. It is 

quite possible that at a post-mortem one week later that this small injury would 

not be seen.494  

 
489  Exhibit G45, page 8. 
490  line 5; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 1584. 
491  Exhibit G45, page 8. 
492  Exhibit G45, page 8. 
493  line 8; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 1590; Aggett’s complaint of assault is exhibit 

B8.55. 
494  line 20; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 1593. 
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Colin Woodall Savage 495 

165 Colin Woodall Savage (Savage) is a professional architect with Savage & Dodd 

Architects with more than 40 years’ experience.496  He was called by the family 

legal team to testify about the layout of JVS and ways of accessing the second-

floor cells. 

166 Savage pointed out that John Vorster Square, now Johannesburg Central Police 

Station was opened in 1968.  The complex consists of 5 distinct parts. 

166.1 The CID and Personnel Block, 

166.2 The Charge Office and Uniform Block, 

166.3 The Cell Block, 

166.4 The Single Quarters, 

166.5 The Waghuis Entrance Building was added in 1982. 497 

167 The CID / Personnel Block is a 10-storey building with a basement accessed 

from the rear – with a dedicated entrance leading to a large vertical circulation 

core with 4 lifts and 2 staircases. A set of 2 lifts and a service stair link the 

basement to all floors.  The 9th and 10th Floor of the CID / Personnel Block were 

 
495  2020 testimony is in the 2020 consolidated transcript bundle from page 2148 to 2249. A 

presentation and plans of JVS by Savage & Dodd were handed up as exhibits G32.1 to 
G32.4, which must be read with Colin Savage's testimony. 

496  Colin Savage's CV is at G32.5. 
497  Exhibit G32.1, slide 1. 
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used exclusively by the Security Branch with a dedicated lift and stair access that 

were locked off from ordinary personnel. 498 

168 The CID / Personnel Block and the Uniform Block are only linked through a 

“Link Stair” at the Mezzanine Level and through the basement. The Uniform 

Block and the Cell Block are linked at basement and ground floor but are strictly 

separated from the first floor upwards. It is not possible to access the upper floor 

of the Uniform Block from the Cell Block. 499 

 

Cell Block 

169 The Cell Block consists of a basement, ground floor with 3 floors above. Access 

to the Cell Block is only through one circulation core consisting of 2 staircases 

and a lift behind steel doors.  Each Floor of the Cell Block was divided between 

male and female cells which have a separating wall. It is not possible to walk 

between the female cell section and the male cell section. A second circulating 

staircase (staircase 10) on the eastern side of the building links the 1,2nd and 3rd 

floors of the male section. 500 

170 The only vertical access into the Cell Block is through the circulation core labelled 

accessed through steel gates on the ground level.  Detainees were taken up 

either by one of two staircases (staircase 8 and 9) or the lift from the ground level 

of the Uniform Block and signed in and out through the control office located 

behind the steel access gates on each floor. 501   

 
498  Exhibit G32.1, slides 6 - 15. 
499  Exhibit G32.1, slides 6 - 15. 
500  Exhibit G32.1, slides 6 - 15. 
501  Exhibit G32.1, slides 6 - 15. 
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171 The 2nd Floor of the Cell Block was allocated to political detainees irrespective of 

race.  Males and Females were separated.  The only vertical access onto this 

floor is through the circulation core, mentioned above, accessed through steel 

gates on the ground level.  Access could also be gained from the 1st and 3rd floors 

(but not ground floor) via the secondary staircase on the eastern side of the 

building. 502  

172 According to Savage the possible cells in which Aggett could have been in on 

the night of 4 February 1982 (cell 209 in 1982), according to the current floor plan 

provided at page 4 of exhibit G10, were cells B13, B17, or B19.503 

 

Alternative route 

173 The architects from Savage & Dodd discovered an alternative route into and out 

of the male section of the second-floor cells. 504    

174 On the 2nd floor, a modification has been made to the division wall between the 

male and female sections.  On the 1st floor Cell Block, the end of the eastern 

passage dead ends in a solid wall separating the male and female sections. 

However, in the 2nd Floor Cell Block, an opening was made in the corresponding 

wall with a steel grille door. On the other side of this wall was a cell on the female 

side of the floor. This cell has been modified with a passage leading from the cell 

door to this door. This passage cannot be seen from the main circulation passage 

 
502  Exhibit G32.1, slides 6 - 15. 
503  2020 consolidate transcript bundle page 2208 to 2217. 
504  line 11; 2020 consolidate transcript bundle page 2164; exhibit G32.1 slide 17 
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on the female side without accessing the cell. The former cell door acts as a 

“false front” to this passage. 505  

175 According to Savage & Dodd, using this passage, it is plausible that a male 

detainee could be taken out of his cell, through the gate, through the women’s 

section and down one either staircase [9], the lift or staircase [8] without being 

signed out at the Control Office.  It also follows that the security police could 

access the male section without passing through the Control Office. 506 

176 Significantly, none of this was reflected on the public works plans that were 

provided to the architects.507 Savage noted that the construction of such a 

passage was more than likely done at the time the building was constructed or 

very close to such a time (despite not being include on the original plans).508 He  

confirmed following the original plans, other alterations have been inserted into 

the plans from Public Works.509 

177 In addition, if Security Branch members had keys to the security gates enclosing 

staircase 10 (the secondary staircase on the eastern side), they could ascend 

from the first floor to the second floor and access the detainee cells without going 

through the 2nd floor control office.510 

 
505  Exhibit G32.1 slide 18, blue dotted line 
506  2020 consolidate transcript bundle page 2165 to 2172; exhibit G32.1, slide 18. 
507  line 11; 2020 consolidate transcript bundle page 2165. 
508  line 2; 2020 consolidate transcript bundle page 2207. 
509  line 11; 2020 consolidate transcript bundle page 2238. 
510  2020 consolidate transcript bundle page 2174 to 2175. See also line 1; consolidated transcript 

bundle page 2188 where it is indicated that control room should have been second floor 
charge office. 
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Thabo Mothupi 511  

178 Constable Thabo Mothupi is stationed at Johannesburg Central Police Station 

and works for the Local Criminal Record Centre (LCRC). He works with 

fingerprints and photographs.512 He is a fingerprint technician.513 He took the 

official photographs at the visits to Johannesburg Central (previously, JVS), the 

album of which was handed up as FGK9.514  

179 Mothupi testified that to climb to the top bar of the cell (in which Aggett would 

have been in on the 2nd floor at JVS) one must touch at least 3 or 4 of the bars.515  

 

Crime Scene Photographs 

180 Mothupi indicated what photographs he would have taken at a crime scene such 

as the one in which Aggett was found hanging, which were as follows:  

180.1 The first photo would be of the scene as it was found with nothing marked 

and nothing moved.  At least 10 photographs of the scene would be 

taken.516 

180.2 Photos of the deceased would then be taken, taking into account his 

position, including the ligature, the height between the deceased and 

where it is tied. 

 
511  2020 testimony is in the 2020 consolidated transcript bundle from page 2250 to 2288. 
512  Oral testimony of Constable Thabo Mothupi on 13 February 2020, page 105, line 23; to page 

106, line10; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 2252 to 2253. 
513  2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 2253.  
514  2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 2254. 
515  2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 2257 to page 2260. 
516  2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 2263. 
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180.3 The deceased would then be taken down and he would then take photos 

of the deceased on the floor and note where the rope was tied, which 

would include a close up with the face and where the knot is tied.517  

 

Crime Scene Fingerprints 

181 Fingerprints of the scene would be taken.518 If one is able to take fingerprints 

while the deceased is still hanging there then one would. If it is not easy to do 

fingerprints will be taken after the deceased is cut down first.519 Mothupi indicated 

that actually prints should be taken before and after cutting the deceased down, 

as the person who takes the deceased down may leave fingerprints.520 

182 In cross-examination it was pointed out to Mothupi that only the left forefinger of 

Aggett was found at the crime scene (as per exhibit B1.13). Mothupi advised that 

he would have expected to find several fingerprints at this scene.521 He noted 

that the deceased would have gripped the bar with his whole hand, leaving prints 

of his palm, thumb, and the fingers.522  

183 Mothupi set out who should be permitted in the cell when the crime scene is 

being investigated.  Only the following persons should be present:  

183.1 The photographer and fingerprint expert. 

183.2 His assistant if he has one.  

 
517  line 16; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 2263. 
518  line 21 onwards; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 2261. 
519  line 12; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 2262. 
520  line 19; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 2262. 
521  line 21; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 2274. 
522  line 2; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 2275. 



 79 

183.3 The investigating officer, and  

183.4 Possibly the investigating officer's superior.523  

184 If an officer has an association with the deceased, and may be a suspect, he 

should not be at the scene as he may interfere or jeopardise the investigation.524  

185 Mothupi confirmed that someone could take the finger of a deceased and place 

it somewhere to falsely show that they were somewhere.525   

186 Under cross examination by counsel for Mr Deetlefs, Mothupi stressed that at a 

crime scene he will take all the fingerprints he can and transfer all prints lifted to 

folien, but if there are prints that do not have seven ridges he will not submit 

them. 526    

187 Mothupi confirmed that in a case such the instant matter he would attempt to lift 

as many prints as possible and would not simply lift one print.  He said he would 

keep a record of the folien or scotch tape of prints that he would not use because 

they were smudged or incomplete.  This was particularly important in cases such 

as this one.  Mothupi also confirmed that if one looked at one print it would not 

be possible to determine if it was a mirror image or not. 527      

 

 
523  line 1; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 2278. 
524  line 21; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 2278. 
525  line 10; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 2281. 
526  line 10; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 2284. 
527  2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 2285 - 2288. 
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Sietze Albertse528 

Private fingerprint expert 

188 Sietze Sibo Albertse (Albertse) is a fingerprint expert. 529  He was called to give 

expert evidence by the family legal team. He completed a three-year national 

diploma in police administration at Technicon SA. He also completed an 

advanced certificate in forensic criminalistics at Unisa, with his main subject 

being dactyloscopy of fingerprinting. He has completed 17 courses (some 

international), some of which relate to fingerprint analysis.530 He served in the 

SAPS for 30 years as a crime scene examiner and fingerprint expert.  He now 

works for a company called Forensic Tools where he is a product development 

manager.531  He has attended more than 5000 crime scenes.532 

Poor quality of fingerprints 

189 Albertse testified that the photocopy of the court chart of the fingerprint from the 

1982 inquest (exhibit B1.13) was of poor quality,533 as well as the photographs 

of the deceased.534  

Simulations of Aggett’s cell  

 
528  2020 testimony is in the 2020 consolidated transcript bundle from page 2321 to 2409. Expert 

Report at G33.1 
529  CV at G33.2. 
530  line 11; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 2322; and exhibit G33.2 
531  line 7; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 2323; and exhibit G33.2. 
532  line 6; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 2324. 
533  line 19; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 2328. 
534  line 12; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 2333. 
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190 Albertse performed a simulation in cell B18 at the 2nd floor cells of JVS. He asked 

a colleague to climb the bars to see where he would touch and how he would 

climb up such bars and took photos of this. This exercise left various fingerprints 

on the bars, not in a controlled manner. His colleague made five points of contact 

with the bars when climbing the grille.535 Albertse then conducted a fingerprint 

examination and photographed the dust on his hand.536  

191 Albertse then conducted a second simulation where he cleaned the bars before 

climbing up them, which enabled him to lift five developed set of fingerprints that 

were clearer than when the bars were dusty. 537  

Evidence about the grille 

192 Earlier evidence provided by a former SAP guard suggested that the grille in the 

cells were cleaned on a regular basis538, although it was not known if they had 

been cleaned on the day in question.539 Albertse advised that dust presents a 

challenge to a fingerprint expert, since a fingerprint made in dust is more three 

dimensional. If they see the dust beforehand then the whole process changes.  

The fingerprint should not be powdered and should be lifted with a folien and 

placed in a box. Special care should be taken when taking a fingerprint from a 

dusty surface.540   

 
535  line 16; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 2336; and exhibit G33.1 page 7. 
536  line 18; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 2337; exhibit 33.1 page 8. 
537  line 3; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 2339; exhibit G33.1 page 9. 
538  Oral testimony of Joe Nyampule, page 431, line 9 to 12 of 2020 consolidated transcript. 
539  line 9; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 2339 
540  line 1; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 2350 
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193 Albertse testified that if a grille bar is gripped with a full hand, it is likely that one 

would get a better fingerprint reading than when a hand is placed on a flat 

surface.541 In this instance one may not see the fingertips but a pinkie print will 

be more prominent due to the downward force of climbing.542  

194 Albertse was asked to comment on the fact that Charl Wynand Lambrecht 

(former SAP Detective Warrant Officer in the Finger Printing Department) only 

found one index fingerprint on the grill, above the knot on the other side of the 

bar.543 Albertse indicated in his report and testimony that one would have 

expected to find a sequence of fingerprints which would include, at least, the 

middle finger and possibly the ring finger and pinkie when lifting those prints.544  

195 Albertse testified that it is good practice to have a light you can manipulate, like 

a torch. When carrying out a finger print lifting at night or in a dimly lit place good 

lighting is required.545 Albertse testified that it was an easy crime scene, as the 

public do not have access it so it could easily been secured by locking the door. 

They could have removed the body and returned during the day when it was 

lighter, to take fingerprints.546 He further testified that, unlike Lambrechts in 

1982,547 he used a stepladder to take the prints and that this was advisable.548 

Albertse indicated that it was bad practice to have a lot of people around in a 

crime scene while you are processing it.549  

 
541  line 17; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 2340. 
542  line 3 onwards; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 2341. 
543  G33.1 page 10. 
544  line 22 onwards; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 2346; and exhibit G33.1 page 11. 
545  line 5; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 2351 
546  line 21; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 2354. 
547  line 12; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 2353; exhibit A1.3.5. 
548  line 17; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 2352. 
549  line 22; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 2360. 
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Scenarios around the single fingerprint 

196 In his testimony, Albertse set out three possible scenarios that could have given 

rise to the solitary fingerprint:  

196.1 the first is that Aggett climbed up the bar and committed suicide, leaving 

only one print.  

196.2 the second is that he was hanged, and his finger lifted to make a print on 

the bar.  

196.3 the third is that the print was taken from somewhere else and it was then 

claimed that it was taken off the bar above the knot.550  

 

Charl Wynand Lambrechts551  

197 Charl Wynand Lambrechts (Lamprechts) was a police officer in the SAPS who 

worked in the Fingerprint Unit from 1967 until 1991, when he retired from SAPS. 

He was called by Captain Victor at around 03h40 in the morning on 5 February 

1982 to attend the crime scene in Aggett’s cell to take photographs and lift 

fingerprints.552 

Arrival in Aggett’s cell 

 
550  line 16; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 2370. 
551  2020 testimony is in the 2020 consolidated transcript bundle from page 2832 to 2877; 1982 

testimony at exhibit A1.3.5. Statements at B1.30 and B1.32.  
552  line 1; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 2837. 
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198 Lambrechts testified that there were many people in the cell when he arrived.553 

He took four photographs of the scene: the door to the cell with the deceased 

hanging there; the front of the deceased hanging on the bars; a close up of the 

deceased's face with the knot; and the concrete bed in the cell.554  

199 Captain Victor pointed out the concrete bed and the deceased to him but he 

claimed that he was not instructed to do anything by anyone.555 In his testimony 

in 2020, Lambrechts admitted that it could have been a shortcoming that he did 

not take more than four photos and also that he did not take any photos once the 

body had been cut down.556  

Fingerprinting 

200 To take the prints he used aluminium powder and a fingerprint brush. He did the 

back of the bars (that face the door) while the deceased was hanging and the 

front of the bars when the deceased was taken down.557  

201 In relation to the solitary print lifted, Lambrechts referred to exhibit B1.30, which 

is a pro forma form, which refers in type to fingerprints in the plural. At first, he 

claimed that he lifted other prints that were on the folien, of which only one was 

identifiable, but the folien had disappeared. Details of the prints were recorded 

 
553  line 14; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 2838 
554  line 17; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 2841; exhibit B1.32. 
555  line 16; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 2843. 
556  line 14; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 2850 
557  line 19; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 2853 
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on the back of the folien.558  Under examination by the Court, he made the 

following clarification: 

COURT: But I do not understand. What happened to the other 
fingerprints that were lifted? 

MR LAMBRECHTS: My Lord, I lifted no other fingerprints because 
during my investigation I could find on identifiable fingerprints with 
defendant, which shown ridge pattern so that I can lift as to say it was a 
fingerprint.  It had no significance in lifting those marks on the bars.  They 
were not fingerprints. They were just marks on the bars itself. 559 

202 After Ms Singh for the State demonstrated that there was evidence showing that 

Aggett’s hands were clean, as in dust free, she posed the question: 

MS SINGH: Can you explain how then Dr Aggett would have climbed up 
and left absolutely no trace except one fingerprint right on the top. 

MR LAMBRECHTS: My Lord, I cannot explain that. I do not know if there 
were, I cannot debate upon this whether would have been dust at the 
time of Dr Aggett’s demise or when the investigation was done by the 
said gentleman that compiled this. 560 

203 Lamprechts did not know why it took two and a half hours for him to be contacted 

following the discovery of the body in the cell: 

MS SINGH: …. Do you know why, was there any problem with the police 
getting hold of you at half past one? 

MR LAMBRECHTS: No, My Lord. 

MS SINGH: You would agree with me that two and a half hours is a long 
time for them to have contacted you. Is that not… [ Intervened] 

 
558  2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 2855 - 2859. 
559  line 3; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 2860. 
560  line 25 onwards; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 2869 - 2870. 
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MR LAMBRECHTS: No, My Lord, I had a radio with me next to my bed 
and my telephone and, which I answered immediately that night….561 

204 While Lambrechts testified in 2020 that he could not remember if he used a step 

ladder to carry out his work on the grille,562 in 1982 he testified that he pulled 

himself up onto the bars up against the roof of the cell to get to the top bars.563  

Under cross examination by Mr Varney, Lamprechts conceded he had climbed 

up the grille wearing latex gloves, but claimed he had dusted those sections, 

which would have been disturbed by his touching and pressure, before 

ascending. 564   

205 Lamprechts confirmed that it was Captain Struwig, (one of Aggett’s 

interrogators), who cut the body down.565 

206 Lamprechts confirmed that he was not in fact challenged by dust when 

attempting to lift prints: 

MR VARNEY: In the first Inquest, you made no mention of the bars or 
the grill being covered in dust? 

MR LAMPRECHT: No. 

MR VARNEY: So, am I right in saying that at the time you did the 
fingerprint lifting, you were not challenged by the issue of dust? 

MR LAMPRECHT: No, M'Lord. 566    

 
561  2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 2872. 
562  line 20; 2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 2862. 
563  Exhibit A1.3.5, page 343 line 9 
564  2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 2887. 
565  2020 consolidated transcript bundle, line 5, page 2892. 
566  2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 2887. 
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207 Lamprechts conceded that he only arrived at the scene around 4 am and that on 

arrival he discovered several people inside and outside the cell.  He conceded 

that he should have been called in first, and that the number of people at the 

scene was a problem: 

MR VARNEY: But surely as the main forensic investigator, should you 
not have been called in first in your view?  …. 

MR LAMPRECHT: Ja, usually if they have a scene where forensic or 
photographs or fingerprints are done, they call the expert out before 
anything and the scene gets disturbed or moved. 

MR VARNEY: Particularly a scene like this where you have testified that 
there were a large number of people both outside and inside the cell with 
the potential to disturb the scene? 

MR LAMPRECHT: Yes, M'Lord. 567   

208 It was further pointed out to Lambrechts that there were SB officers in the cell, 

including Lt Whitehead and Captain Struwig, Aggett’s leading interrogators who 

were potential suspects and whose presence in the cell was improper. 568  

209 Lamprechts claimed that if the folien was available it may have reflected a series 

of fingerprints, indicating that a full grip had been placed on the grille.  However, 

he made no reference to this possibility in the first inquest: 

MR VARNEY: But would you agree that nowhere in your evidence, which 
I assume you have had an opportunity to study, do you refer to a series 
of prints in that folien? 

MR LAMPRECHT: Yes, M'Lord. 

 
567  2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 2888 - 2889. 
568  2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 2891 - 2892. 
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MR VARNEY: Yes, and that is the point I am trying to make, is that we 
would have expected to have seen some reference to a series of prints 
rather than just one print. 

MR LAMPRECHT: That is correct, M'Lord. If the folien was available, 
that would have been the case. You would have been able to see. 

MR VARNEY: You are saying if the folien was available, it could have 
depicted a series of prints? 

MR LAMPRECHT: That is correct, M'Lord. 

MR VARNEY: Sir, is there any reason why you did not mention this to 
the first Court, that it was a series of prints and not just one print? 

MR LAMPRECHT: I cannot remember, M'Lord. I do not know. 

MR VARNEY: And the reason why I ask is that yes, identifying a print 
and connecting it to the deceased obviously is important, but possibly of 
equal importance, and maybe even more important, is to work out and 
determine the position of the prints to each other to discover whether in 
fact the police version that the deceased climbed up the grill and hanged 
himself is possibly correct. 

MR LAMPRECHT: Yes, M'Lord. 

MR VARNEY: And so, Mr Albertse in his evidence came to the 
conclusion that if the [aim] was to properly document the scene and 
create a realistic visual representation for Court to reconstruct the events 
that happened on the night and collect evidence to prove the finding that 
the deceased climbed up and hanged himself then unfortunately he did 
not achieve his goal. 

MR LAMPRECHT: No, M'Lord. 

MR VARNEY: What is your comment on that? 

MR LAMPRECHT: M'Lord, I can only comment on it that would the folien 
have been available in the court, we could all see how it was made and 
the fingerprints in relation to one another that might be on the folien, but 
it would not have only been one visible print. 
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MR VARNEY: You see the problem we have, Mr Lamprecht, is there is 
literally a great deal of suspicion about what happened to Dr Aggett and 
everybody wants to put their minds at rest as to what actually happened, 
and one has already heard the questions put to you by Adv Singh for the 
state, that there might have been other ways of getting the print there 
and if there had been a reference in the first Inquest proceedings to 
evidence to show that it was not just a solitary identifiable print, but at 
least a series of prints, even if the other prints were not necessarily that 
good, that would have helped the first Court and certainly this Court to 
come to a more definitive finding on the matter. 

MR LAMPRECHT: That is why I am referring to the importance of the 
folien which unfortunately is not available. 

MR VARNEY: Yes. 

MR LAMPRECHT: That would have shown it because I would never just 
take a small piece of folien and lift one print. 

MR VARNEY: Yes, but it is also your evidence that you cannot recall 
what was on the folien? 

MR LAMPRECHT: No, I cannot, M'Lord. 

MR VARNEY: And unfortunately, there is no reference anywhere in the 
evidence aside from the identifiable print. Well you made reference to 
marks ... [intervenes] 

MR LAMPRECHT: Ja. 

MR VARNEY: On the grill. 

MR LAMPRECHT: That is correct, M'Lord. 

MR VARNEY: Yet there is no reference to a series of prints that would 
suggest that somebody had gripped the bars with the full hand? 

MR LAMPRECHT: No, M'Lord. 569 
 

 
569  Oral testimony of Charl Lambrechts on 20 February 2020, 2020 consolidated transcript 

bundle page 2903 - 2905. 
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210 Lamprechts agreed that the crime scene in the Aggett cell was possibly interfered 

with: 

MR VARNEY: So we also asked Mr Albertse what would a good police 
crime scene processing have entailed and he said the following, and 
perhaps you can just comment, (1), To ensure that the scene is properly 
controlled, secured and protected. Would you agree with that 
proposition? 

MR LAMPRECHT: Yes, M'Lord. 

MR VARNEY: Now it does seem, given the numbers of people involved 
and given that you arrived several hours after the scene, that if that was 
the rule that applied, that it probably was interfered with. 

MR LAMPRECHT: It is possible, M'Lord. 570 

211 Lamprecht conceded that it would have been possible for the SB to place 

Aggett's print on the bar before he arrived on the scene.571  

 

Frank Dutton572 

212 Frank Kennan Dutton (Dutton) was engaged by the Foundation for Human Rights 

(FHR) as a private investigator to investigate the Aggett case (and other TRC 

cases). He is an international policing and investigation expert with both local 

and international expertise. He has more than 40 years of investigative 

experience. Dutton was the first Chief Investigator of the Directorate of Special 

Operations (also known as the Scorpions).573 In 2012 he was awarded the order 

 
570  Oral testimony of Charl Lambrechts on 20 February 2020; 2020 consolidated transcript 

bundle, page 2905 -2906. 
571  Oral testimony of Charl Lambrechts on 20 February 2020; 2020 consolidated transcript 

bundle, line 22, page 2908. 
572  2021 testimony is in the 2021 consolidated transcript bundle from pages 2089 to 2192. 

Affidavit of Frank Kennan Dutton dated 10 February 2021 at G75. 
573  Exhibit G75, para 2. 
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of the Baobab in Gold by the President of South Africa for his policing work and 

efforts to pursue justice.574 

213 During his investigations Dutton concluded that there was considerable evidence 

warranting the re-opening of the inquest into Aggett’s death.  Significantly he 

noticed that evidence before the TRC of two former SB officers, Roelof Venter 

and William Smith directly conflicted with their evidence before the original 

Inquest.  At the original inquest they had both denied assaults and mistreatment 

of detainees during the SB’s “Barbara Hogan” investigation. Whereas their 

evidence before the TRC was that they had indeed assaulted and mistreated 

these detainees. He considered their false evidence before the original inquest 

court was aimed at misleading the court and believed it likely that most if not all 

SB officers who had testified before the first inquest court had perjured 

themselves on the question of assault and torture. 575 

214 Dutton noted that the original Inquest court had only allowed a limited number of 

detainees to provide similar fact evidence. In view of Smith’s and Venter’s 

admissions to the TRC it seemed to him that this decision was wrong and that 

the versions of these detainees would likely demonstrate that that torture, 

assault, and ill-treatment was routine practice at that time. 576 

 
574  Exhibit G75, para 4.  Dutton’s CV is attached to his affidavit as FD1.. 
575  Exhibit G75, para 7.1.   
576  Exhibit G75, para 7.2. 
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Context and modus operandi of the SB  

215 Dutton's testimony was aimed at addressing whether the actions of the SB in 

torturing Aggett and covering up the full circumstances behind his death were 

consistent with the typical SB modus operandi.577  He asserted that the Aggett 

case must be understood in the wider context where state sanctioned extra 

judicial killings and rampant criminality by state organs were the order of the 

day.578 The TRC in its Final Report concluded that at a certain point, which 

coincided with PW Botha's accession to power in 1978, the South African state 

through its security forces, and in particular, the SB, ventured into the realm of 

criminality as a matter of state sanctioned policy.579 This period ran from the late 

1970s to the early 1990s.580 The SB served as the effective 'political wing' of the 

SAP. Its target was any person or organisation which opposed the government. 

The SB's activities included the close monitoring of the affairs and movements 

of individuals, the detention of tens of thousands of citizens and the torture of 

many, as well as trials and imprisonment of suspects.581 

216 Dutton indicated that SB members were more than willing to perjure themselves 

to mislead criminal courts and judicial inquests to protect themselves and the 

police as an organisation. This has been admitted by numerous SB members 

before the TRC, the Goldstone Commission and the Harms Commission.582 

 
577  Exhibit G75, para 9. 
578  Exhibit G75, para 11. 
579  TRC Report, Vol 5 Ch. 6, Findings and Conclusions, p 212 
580  Exhibit G75, para 13. 
581  Exhibit G75, para 21. 
582  line 1; 2021 consolidated transcript bundle page 2103 
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217 Torture was a routine method of extracting information from detainees, for the 

SB, from at least as early as 1963. Dutton confirmed this with his interviews with 

several detainees.583 The methods of torture he recorded from these interviews 

included:  

217.1 physical assault, 

217.2 forced long periods of standing on one spot, 

217.3 suffocation by placing a bag over the head,  

217.4 strangulation,  

217.5 holding heavy objects above the head or with arms outstretched, 

217.6 forced exercises such as push-ups and frog-jumps,  

217.7 sleep deprivation, 

217.8  electrical shocks,  

217.9 assuming difficult body positions (the imaginary chair),  

217.10 suspending victims in painful positions (the aeroplane),  

217.11 solitary confinement, and  

217.12 derogatory and degrading treatment. 

218 Dutton noted that between 1963 and 1990, at least 73 political detainees are 

known to have died in security detention. Families had considerable difficulties 

 
583  Exhibit G37, paras 29 to 30. 



 94 

in investigating the deaths of their loved ones in detention since they were held 

in conditions of total secrecy without access to lawyers and private doctors.584 

 

Shortcomings in the police investigation into the death of Aggett  

219 According to Dutton the investigation into Aggett’s death fell considerably short 

of an acceptable standard.585  Dutton suggested a competent investigation 

involves:  

219.1 Investigators being independent and as impartial as reasonably possible. 

219.2 Collecting and preserving all available evidence and presenting same to 

the inquest court. This includes the following steps: 

219.2.1 All potential witnesses must be interviewed, their affidavits 

obtained, and they must be made available to the court. 

219.2.2 There must be a thorough crime scene or incident investigation. 

219.2.3 All relevant material evidence must be collected, logged, and 

preserved.  

220 In Dutton’s view the police investigation failed on all these counts.  He pointed 

out the following: 

220.1 At the time the investigation commenced it was clear that the 

investigators had already adopted the view that Aggett had committed 

 
584  Exhibit G37, para 33 and 36 
585  Exhibit G37, para 39. 
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suicide. This fell short of the required level of impartiality which requires 

an open mind as to the cause of death. 586  

220.2 The selected investigator was Captain Carel Victor. He was attached to 

the Detective Branch at John Vorster Square and was unlikely to act 

independently in the face of senior officers such as Brigadiers Rooi Rus 

Swanepoel and Hennie Muller who were overseeing the investigation of 

this case. 587   

220.3 Brigadier Theunis Jacobus Swanepoel, known as ‘Rooi Rus’ was at the 

time of Aggett’s death the Divisional Inspector of the Witwatersrand 

Division of the SAP.  He took charge of the death scene in cell 209 in the 

early hours of 5 February 1982. Swanepoel was one of the most 

notorious police officers in the erstwhile SAP. He interrogated Suliman 

“Babla” Saloojee on the day he fell to his death from the 7th floor of Greys 

Building in Johannesburg on 9 September 1964.  He also interrogated 

James Lenkoe on the day Lenkoe allegedly hanged himself in March 

1969. 588   

220.4 Brigadier Hennie Muller who served as the Divisional Commander of the 

Security Branch in Johannesburg, at the time of Dr Aggett’s death, was 

closely associated with criminality, including abductions, torture, and 

murder. 589 For example, the TRC found that Lieutenant H C Muller (as 

he then was) was one of the officers responsible for assaulting and 

 
586  Exhibit G37, para 41. 
587  Exhibit G37, para 41. 
588  See exhibits G15 to 15.7 for background on Rooi Rus Swanepoel; exhibit G37, para 42. 
589  Exhibit G37, para 25 – 25.3. 
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torturing Suliman Saloojee in 1964, who fell to his death from the 7th floor 

of Security Branch Headquarters in Johannesburg.590 

221 Dutton concluded that the crime scene investigation broke virtually every rule of 

basic investigation and amounted to little more than a cover-up.591 These aspects 

will be dealt with in detail in the section dealing with the ‘Cover-up’ below. 

222 Dutton testified that Aggett's death should have triggered a disciplinary inquiry 

into he came to be in alleged possession of a kikoi in his cell. Police standing 

orders and/or protocols592 prohibited the police from permitting a detainee to 

possess an object which could be used to inflict self-harm or harm others. This 

applied to a kikoi as not even towels were allowed in the cells.  No disciplinary 

inquiry was instituted.593 Further, no cell checks were conducted between 23h00 

on 4 February 1982 and 01h30 on 5 February 1982, which happened to be the 

period in which Aggett died, and a false entry was made in the occurrence book. 

Both this omission and falsification were serious disciplinary offences and in 

respect of the false entry in an official register also a criminal offence.594 

223 In Dutton’s view the conduct of Sergeant Blom (now Visser) in immediately 

informing the suspects of complaints of assault against them (such as 

Whitehead) before she was ready to take a warning statement from them was 

reckless and grossly improper.595 

 
590  TRC Final Report, Page (Original) 540, Vol 3, Ch. 6, Subsection 7, para 54 
591  Exhibit G37, para 44 – 44.10. 
592  See for example the 1978 SAP circular regarding treatment of detainees in terms of security 

legislation at G11.2.  English translation at G11.1. 
593  Exhibit G37, para 45.1. 
594  Exhibit G37, para 45.2. 
595  Exhibit G37, para 50. 
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224 Dutton gave evidence on his interaction with former SB officer, Eddie Chauke on 

4 November 2015.  Chauke was part of the Aggett interrogation team and was 

present at his last interrogation on 4 February 1982.  Chauke told Dutton that 

Whitehead had been angry with Aggett for opening an assault case against him.  

In a rage Whitehead tore Aggett’s statement into pieces (the statement that 

Aggett had been working on for weeks).  Whitehead exclaimed that it was all lies 

and that they would now get the truth out of him.  Aggett was downcast as he 

had hoped to be released soon. 596 

225 According Dutton, Chauke told him further that the last time he saw Aggett alive 

was at 3pm on 4 February 1982 when he took him back to the cells and he was 

visibly upset and depressed. Chauke also said that it was the intention of 

Whitehead, as well as other white members of the interrogation team, to resume 

the interrogation of Aggett later that night. Dutton denied offering Chauke any 

money or compensation.597   

226 Dutton concluded that the version put up by the Security Branch before the first 

inquest amounted to a fabrication. 598  He concluded further that the investigation 

into the death of Aggett amounted to a cover-up designed to conceal the abuse 

and torture of Aggett and the conduct of the SB in relation to his death. 599  These 

aspects will be dealt with in detail in the section of these heads dealing with the 

“Cover-up”.    

 
596  Exhibit G37, para 52 – 52.2. 
597  Exhibit G37, para 52.3 – 53. 
598  Exhibit G37, para 54 – 58.6.11. 
599  Exhibit G37, para 59 – 62. 
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Security Branch officers 
 

227 The evidence of former SB officers who testified in the Reopened Inquest during 

2020 and 2021 is considered in this section. 

 

Nicolaas Deetlefs600 
 
 

Career  

228 Nicolaas Johannes Deetlefs (Deetlefs) a former Detective Warrant Officer 

stationed at the SB in Johannesburg interrogated Aggett on the evening of 30 

January 1982. 601  

Interactions with Aggett 

229 In his evidence in chief, Deetlefs says that on the evening of 30 January 1982 

Aggett was "relaxed".602  Deetlefs took note of everything Aggett said, as Aggett 

he out his statement.603 Deetlefs states that after Aggett had finished his 

statement, Deetlefs, read it, but cannot recall what was disclosed.604 He claims 

to remembers an agitated Aggett jumping up from the table saying Theron was 

responsible for the labour unrest and he could not forgive himself for having 

 
600  1982 transcript at A6.3, p2056-2088; 982 affidavit at B8.46; police file at FGK 13(6).  

Handwritten unsigned statement / notes by Deetlefs given to Torie Pretorius in 2018 at G36.  
Page from Deetlefs personnel file missing from FGK13(6) at G40.  Affidavit signed on 17 
February 2020 at K1. Case books at K3. Testimony in 2020 consolidated transcripts at p 2424 
– 2827.  He testified from 17 to 20 February 2020.  

601  2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 2449 
602  2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 2449 
603  2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 2453 
604  2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 2456 

http://www.historicalpapers.wits.ac.za/?inventory_enhanced/U/Collections&c=259647/R/AK2216-A6-3
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betrayed Theron.605 Deetlefs claim to say to Aggett, rather improbably, that he 

need not write in his statement what he said about Theron. Deetlefs alleged that 

this brought big relief to Aggett. 606 Deetlefs claimed to write down the name 

Theron in his notebook.607 It is noted that Deetlefs did not mention the name 

Theron in the evidence he gave in 1982.   

Raising Aggett’s suicide risk 

230 Deetlefs testified that Lt Whitehead and Lt Joseph Petrus Woensdregt (SB officer 

at JVS) (Woensdregt) went out to a function the evening of Saturday, 30 January 

1982. On their return Deetlefs says he told Whitehead and Woensdregt that 

Aggett was a suicide risk,608 He claimed to give his notes and the statement 

made by Aggett to Whitehead on his return from the function.609 On Monday, 1 

February 1982, Deetlefs claimed to be present with Aggett while Whitehead 

allegedly sent a telex to SB Headquarters.610 

231 Deetlefs said that Whitehead and Woensdregt never gave him the particulars of 

the function611 they attended, but believed they may have been to a party.612 

Deetlefs testified that Whitehead told him never to mention the function and he 

again warned Whitehead that Aggett was a suicide risk.613 Deetlefs hid these 

facts from the 1982 inquest.614  

 
605  2020 consolidated transcript bundle pages 2456 to 2459 
606  2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 2459 
607  2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 2460 
608  2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 2462 
609  2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 2463  
610  2020 consolidated transcript bundle pages 2463 and 2464 
611  2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 2500 
612  2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 2446 
613  2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 2465 
614  2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 2466 
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Awareness of the treatment of detainees 

232 Under cross examination by the Aggett family counsel, Deetlefs at first claimed 

never to have seen or witnessed electric shocks being administered to detainees. 

He also claimed that he did not know who was involved in torturing detainees 

with electric shocks. Counsel for the Aggett family put it to him that he was 

providing manifestly false evidence to the court. 615    

233 After long denying that assaults and torture took place at JVS, Deetlefs finally 

admitted that they did take place on the 10th Floor. He confirmed he heard 

detainees crying out in pain.616 He knew assaults and torture took place on the 

10th floor. However, he took no steps to stop the abuse. There were so many 

offices on the 10th floor so he could not tell precisely who was doing the torture.617 

Adv Varney put it to Deetlefs that he collaborated with his colleagues to cover up 

the assault and torture.618 Deetlefs admitted to this. 619 He admitted that each 

cover-up was an offence.620 

SB Culture 

234 Deetlefs admitted that the evidence of SB officers must be treated with caution, 

since cover- ups were practiced by the SB.621 Adv Varney showed Deetlefs 

Exhibit B8.46 (his 1982 affidavit) and referred him to paragraph 4: "Neil Aggett is 

 
615  2020, consolidated transcript bundle page 2541 – 2542, and 2543.  
616  2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 2492 
617  2020 consolidated transcript bundle pages 2493 and 2494 
618  2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 2496 
619  2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 79. 
620  2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 2496 
621  2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 2498 
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nie deur my of enige van die offisiere aangerand of mishandel nie." Deetlefs 

confirmed his statement.622 Incredulously, Deetlefs stated he only found out 

about Aggett's complaint to Blom in the Daily Maverick in 2019.623  

235 Deetlefs claimed he would have reported to his commanding officer, Major 

Cronwright, if he feared a detainee might die, but did not do so in respect of 

Aggett because Whitehead told him not to.624 He later stated that he did 

subsequently report Aggett’s condition to Cronwright.625  Deetlefs also claimed 

he said to Cronwright and Whitehead that Aggett should be taken to a psychiatric 

hospital.626   

236 In cross examination, Adv Varney put it to Deetlefs that this means Cronwright, 

Whitehead and Deetlefs, and perhaps others, conspired to keep this from the 

first inquest.627 Deetlefs admitted that there was such a conspiracy but said he 

did not know about Cronwright's participation.628  

237 Deetlefs admitted to hearing of electric shock treatment at JVS.629 He confirmed 

that electric shock treatment was done to detainees and it happened a lot.630 He 

could not say which SB officers used electric shock treatment.631 Deetlefs 

 
622  2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 2502 
623  2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 2503 
624  2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 2509 
625  2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 2510 
626  2020 consolidated transcripts page 2648  
627  2020 consolidated transcript bundle pages 2518 
628  2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 2518 
629  2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 2536 
630  2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 2538 
631  2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 2541 
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admitted that one of the 13 methods taught in interrogation involved the use of 

force.632  

238 Adv Varney showed Deetlefs exhibit B8.55, the complaint of assault to Sgt Blom 

by Aggett.633 Deetlefs denied knowledge of the ordeal during the night of 29 

January 1982 of which Aggett complained.634 In his affidavit Deetlefs referred to 

seeing Aggett on the morning of 30 January 1982. Under cross-examination he 

said he saw him at 6pm on 30 January 1982 for the first time.635  

239 Deetlefs claimed that Aggett appeared to have had a peaceful night, sleeping 

normally in his cell.636 Varney put it to Deetlefs that he was lying under oath.637   

Deetlefs’ Interrogation practices  

240 Deetlefs indicated that his interrogation tactic was to make a detainee feel at 

ease,638 and claimed that he had good relations with many detainees.639 Since 

Deetlefs claimed, unconvincingly, that he was on good terms with Aggett, Varney 

enquired: "you were on friendly first name terms yet he did not tell you he had 

been shocked the night before," to which his answer was no.640   

 
632  2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 2548 
633  2020 consolidated transcript bundle page 2562 
634  2020 consolidated transcript bundle pages 2562 to 2564 
635  2020 consolidated transcripts page 2564 
636  2020 consolidated transcripts page 2565 
637  2020 consolidated transcripts p 2545 and 2565. 
638  2020 consolidated transcripts page 2573 
639  2020 consolidated transcripts page 2579 
640  2020 consolidated transcripts page 2566 
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241 Deetlefs claimed that he had found, through trial and error, that force did not 

work.641 Deetlefs admitted under cross examination that early in his career he 

used force, and conceded that he might have 'klapped' detainees on the face, 

but not the ears.642  

Alleged Aggett disclosures 

242 Deetlefs claimed that during his interrogation of Aggett he admitted to crimes 

regarding his union activity.643 Deetlefs alleged that Aggett recorded this 

admission in his statement.644 Deetlefs recounted his story of Aggett jumping up 

from the table in great agitation, but in this version of the story he dropped the 

nicety of allowing Aggett to exclude Theron’s name from the statement. Instead 

he claimed, also falsely, that Aggett asked whether he could record Deetlef's 

name in the statement as the person to whom he had made the admission.645   

243 Deetlefs claimed that he gave the unsigned statement (7 or 8 pages) he took 

from Aggett and his notes to Whitehead.646 Deetlefs stated he was satisfied on 

the basis of Aggett's disclosures that the police had a basis to act against 

Theron647 since he was sabotaging the economy which was almost high 

treason.648 Deetlefs also falsely stated that Aggett implicated Auret van Heerden 

and many others.649  

 
641  2020 Consolidated transcripts page 2574 
642  2020 consolidated transcripts page 2575 
643  2020 consolidated transcripts page 2582 
644  2020 consolidated transcripts page 2582 
645  2020 consolidated transcripts page 2590 
646  2020 consolidated transcripts pages 2620 to 2621 
647  2020 consolidated transcripts pages 2622 
648  2020 consolidated transcripts pages 2634. 
649  2020 consolidated transcripts page 2637 
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244 It was put to Deetlefs, that assuming Aggett had disclosed incriminating or 

damaging information against Jan Theron, Oscar Mpetha and Auret van 

Heerden, the SB would act against them.  He replied in the affirmative but when 

asked what had action had been taken, he did not know. 650   It was put to Deetlefs 

that in fact no action had been taken against them arising from any information 

gleaned in the interrogation of Aggett.  Deetlefs, implausibly, suggested that the 

lack of action may have been due to shortage of “manpower” in the police.651 

Duty of care 

245 Deetlefs admitted that as a police officer he was under a legal duty to protect the 

wellbeing and lives of detainees under his control, such as Dr Aggett. 652  He also 

agreed with counsel for the Aggett family that Whitehead and Cronwright ought 

to have taken steps to prevent the suicide of Aggett but failed to do so.  It was 

put to Deetlefs that he could have easily brought this to the attention of WO 

Macpherson, who had an office on the 10th floor, and who could then have taken 

steps to monitor and safeguard Aggett. Deetlefs claimed that he might have 

chatted to “Mac” but when it was pointed out to him that this would have appeared 

in one of his statements, he retracted the suggestion. 653   It was also put to him 

that a few of the cells on the 2nd floor were ‘suicide proof’ in that the grilles were 

covered in perspex, he claimed to be unaware of this. 654 

 
650  2020 consolidated transcripts page 2630 
651  2020 consolidated transcripts page 2630 - 2643 
652  2020 consolidated transcripts pages 2479 and 2665. 
653  2020 consolidated transcripts page 2664. 
654  2020 consolidated transcripts page 2630 - 2643 
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246  It was put to Deetlefs that the failure to take steps to prevent a suicide, when 

you knew that it was likely to happen, amounted to murder.  It was specifically 

put to him that in agreeing to cover up the failure to prevent the suicide, and 

withholding this evidence from the first inquest court, made him an accessory 

after the fact to murder. 655   

247 Varney put it to Deetlefs that his claim that he had to withhold this evidence and 

lie to the first inquest court, because he was under pressure and there were SB 

members in the gallery, was a fabrication.  It was put to him that that in fact he 

was a willing participant in the cover-up and accordingly had nothing to fear from 

his colleagues. 656 

248 When asked why he had not gone to the TRC to come clean about his role in the 

Aggett case and apply amnesty for amnesty he claimed not to know how to use 

the procedures of the TRC. 657 

249 Deetlefs made the breath-taking claim that Dr Aggett preferred sleeping in a 10th 

floor interrogation room than his cell because “the atmosphere was nicer”.  

Counsel for the Aggett family put it to him that he was again lying under oath. 658  

Aggett written statement 

 
655  2020 consolidated transcripts page 2665. 
656  2020 consolidated transcripts page 2660 - 2664. 
657  2020 consolidated transcripts page 2668-9. 
658  2020 consolidated transcripts page 2672. 
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250 Deetlefs confirmed that the “four pages” written by Aggett that night were so 

“incredibly sensitive” that national security demanded that privilege be claimed, 

and they were accordingly withheld from the first inquest court. 659 Since he 

agreed that in 2020 such legal privilege no longer applied, he was asked what 

was in the four pages and he responded:  

“I would lie, I would have to lie if I have to tell you what was contained in 

those pages.” 660   

251 Deetlefs agreed that, as a matter of logic, the four pages had to be different to 

what was already contained in Aggett’s earlier statements, otherwise there would 

have been no point in not disclosing it.  Wishing to take credit for the supposed 

breakthrough, Deetlefs suggested that the police officers who took the earlier 

statements were inexperienced since what they failed to extract from Aggett in 

several months he managed to get in one night. 661 

252 Deetlefs claimed not to remember the contents of this supposedly explosive 

statement.662  He speculated that it may contain sensitive names, activities and 

crimes linked to the ANC and SACTU.  Counsel for the Aggett family put it to 

Deetlefs that the reason he could not remember the contents was because the 

four pages never existed.  It was a fabrication concocted by the SB since in fact 

Aggett had disclosed no illegality and no crimes.  The SB simply wished to prop 

 
659  2020 consolidated transcripts page 2672-3. 
660  2020 consolidated transcripts page 2673. 
661  2020 consolidated transcripts page 2674 – 6. 
662  2020 consolidated transcripts page 2677 
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up its suicide theory to the Court by giving the impression that they were sitting 

on so much more that Aggett given away on his friends and comrades. 663 

Claim of telex to head office 

253 Another claim made by Deetlefs, that emerged in his application for medical 

boarding, was that on the Monday morning, 1 February 1982, Whitehead was in 

his office with Aggett preparing to send a telex to head office on the basis of the 

four pages, when he was called in by Whitehead to clarify a few matters.664  

During this time, he claimed that Aggett said in the presence of himself and 

Whitehead that he does not wish to live anymore. Deetlefs claimed that 

Whitehead had no response to this startling statement. 665   

254 Since this was now the second time that Deetlefs had heard Whitehead speak in 

such terms it was put to him that “alarm bells must have been ringing” to which, 

he agreed. When asked what he did about it Deetlefs said he went to Cronwright 

who was “cool and took note”.  Varney then asked why he did not speak to the 

officer in charge of the 2nd floor cells or report the matter to the Inspector of 

Detainees or a doctor.  He responded that he “did not do anything about it” 

because he expected his commander to do something. He knows that Whitehead 

and Cronwright did nothing and accepts that if something had been done, Aggett 

might be alive today. 666   

 
663  2020 consolidated transcripts page 2676 – 7 
664  1982 Consolidated Transcripts at 1023-4, testimony of AB Cronwright. 
665  2020 consolidated transcripts page 2680 – 3. 
666  2020 consolidated transcripts page 2683 – 4. 
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255 It was put to Deetlefs that his story about the telex was yet another fabrication by 

the Security Branch. It was designed to give the first inquest court an explanation 

for the suicide. 667  Indeed, Magistrate Kotze made specific reference to the telex 

in his finding. 668 

Treatment of Barbara Hogan and other detainees 

256 Deetlefs admitted to assaulting Barbara Hogan on 22 October 1981 and 

threatening her with electric shots.669 He also admitted to abusing other 

detainees.  He claimed quite unconvincingly that between 22 October 1981 and 

30 January 1982, when he interrogated Aggett, he had undergone a 

metamorphosis and made the transition from violent to non-violent methods of 

interrogation.670  

SB Cover up  

257 In explaining what he meant by the statement in his affidavit “we had to stand 

together and cover each other in order to protect the Security Branch” Deetlefs 

admitted under cross examination that this included cover-ups on a routine basis, 

involving the fabrication of evidence and lying under oath before courts.671   

However, he then backtracked and claimed that he only lied under oath in the 

 
667  2020 consolidated transcripts page 2685  
668  See points 5 and 6 of the judgment at p 3694 of the 1982 Consolidated Transcripts.  
669  2020 consolidated transcripts page 2688 
670  2020 consolidated transcripts page 2688 
671  Oral testimony of NJ Deetlefs on 18 February 2020, page 137, lines 7 and 2020 24, 

consolidated transcripts page 2692 
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first Aggett Inquest and nowhere else, prompting Varney to put it to him that his 

evidence on this score was so improbable it had to be false. 672   

258 Finally, it was put to Deetlefs that in the reopened inquest he had persisted with 

the cover-up as to what happened to Aggett and withheld the full truth.  He denied 

this.  Counsel for the family put to Deetlefs that the question to be answered was 

what he was covering up.  It was put to him that he was covering up the abuse, 

assault, and torture of Aggett and/ or the murder of Aggett.673 

 

Martin Johan Naude674 

259 Martin Johan Naude retired as a brigadier in 2009.675  In 1982 his rank was 

Captain. He was stationed at the SB in East London and specialised in ANC 

matters.676  

260 Naude was sent to the SB at JVS on 26 October 1982, where he was charged 

with investigating the activities of trade unions inside and outside of South 

Africa.677 Brigadier Muller, head of the SB Witwatersrand Division sent a request 

to all provinces for assistance in an investigation that could be the biggest 

treason trial in the history of the country, as they were short on human resources. 

He and Capt. Olivier, who were both experts on labour matters,678 were 

 
672  2020 consolidated transcripts page 2693 
673  2020 consolidated transcripts 2694 to 2695 
674  1982 transcript at A5.3, p1713 - 1794; 1982 affidavit at B1.2; 1982 unsworn statement at B8.1; 

police personnel file at FGK13(7); amnesty decisions at G49 and G50 2021 consolidated 
transcript at p 28 – 404; no affidavit in 2021. He testified from 18 to 20 January 2021 

675  2021 consolidated transcripts page 30 line 12 
676  2021 consolidated transcripts page 29 line 21 and page 30 line 8 
677  Exhibit B1.2 para 1; 2021 consolidated transcripts page 31 line 20 
678  2021 consolidated transcripts page 31 line 18 
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seconded to Johannesburg.679 They were required to obtain a statement from 

Barbara Hogan and then return to East London.680 

261 Naude said he was supposed to convert the Hogan information into a written 

statement and commence with the investigation in East London but that this 

never materialised. 681  It turned out that in terms of the actual interrogations of 

Hogan we was only an observer.682 

262 When Naude arrived in Johannesburg he found it difficult to identify his role.  He 

felt like a ‘reserve in a football match’. Naude did not know anyone at JVS and 

had not worked in Johannesburg before. He was not paired with another SB 

member until he interrogated Aggett. 683   

263 Naude indicated that he was essentially running two jobs between East London 

and Johannesburg.684 He cannot recall ever going to the second-floor cells at 

JVS.685 

 

Interactions with Aggett: 

264 Naude met Aggett for the first time on 15 December 1981 on the tenth floor when 

he commenced his interrogation of Aggett. Cronwright, who was his commanding 

officer in Johannesburg, did not brief him with anything specific in preparation for 

 
679  2021 consolidated transcripts page 31 line 4 
680  2021 consolidated transcripts page 32 line 1-10 
681  2021 consolidated transcripts page 70 line 19  
682  2021 consolidated transcripts page 68 
683  2021 consolidated transcripts page 36 line 1    
684  2021 consolidated transcripts page 36 line 20   
685  2021 consolidated transcripts page 42 line 16  
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the interrogation. He was told that railway policeman, Van Schalkwyk, would sit 

in.686 Naude was given files to peruse for the interrogation of Aggett and he 

noticed that Aggett was being monitored by Whitehead before his arrest.687 

265 On 15 December 1981 he explained to Aggett the reason for his detention and 

gave him some background information about himself.688 Naude said Aggett 

made no complaints to him during the interrogation.689  

266 Naude requested Aggett to make a statement and he was given pen and paper 

to do this. Naude read what Aggett had written and where he was satisfied with 

progress, he would allow Aggett to begin writing on the next topic. The final 

version of the handwritten statement was typed. Each day Aggett would date and 

sign his handwritten notes and Naude would take it to his office and keep it in a 

file.690 During his interrogations of Aggett, he was never alone with him.691 

267 Naude also interrogated Aggett on 17, 21, 22 and 23 December 1981.692 On 23 

December 1982 Naude was told to go to Bronkhorspruit to interview Liz Floyd 

and work with her on her statement. Naude observed that she wasn’t coping well 

with detention and told her what she was up against.693  

 
686  2021 consolidated transcripts page 38 line 4 -20 
687  2021 consolidated transcripts page 39 line 1  
688  2021 consolidated transcripts page 39 line 14 
689  2021 consolidated transcripts page 42 line 1 
690  2021 consolidated transcripts page 46 line 20 
691  2021 consolidated transcripts page 45 line 3 
692  2021 consolidated transcripts page 69 line 9 
693  2021 consolidated transcripts page 56 line 10 
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268 Thereafter Naude went home to East London and returned on 4 January 1982.694 

When Naude went on leave other SB interrogators in Johannesburg continued 

with Aggett in his absence.695   

269 Only upon Naude's return to JVS on 4 January 1982 did he realise that the 

interrogation of Aggett had continued in his absence.696 Whitehead informed him 

that that they had completed the interrogation of Dr Aggett in my absence and 

once he had finalised the statement and he must go home.697  

270 When Naude returned from leave on 4 January 1982 he saw Aggett in an office 

on the 10th floor and he looked ‘verflentered’(tattered). Naude observed him to 

always be neat and tidy and someone who took pride in himself. Aggett was 

going to receive a visit from his parents and had attempted to cut his beard with 

a pair of small scissor.698  Despite this, Naude said Aggett had no injuries or 

complaints, and he did not notice anything out of the ordinary.699   

271 Upon his return Naude considered Aggett’s interrogation complete and wanted 

to have his statement typed. 700  Naude worked with Aggett on his statement from 

5 January 1982 until 9 January 1982. In the morning of 9 January 1982 

Whitehead told him to finalise it and return to East London. Naude indicated that 

he was not finished but Whitehead said he could go and so Naude left that 

 
694  2021 consolidated transcripts page 43 line 10 
695  2021 consolidated transcripts page 50 line 25 
696  2021 consolidated transcripts page 52 line 23 
697  2021 consolidated transcripts page 54 line 20 
698  2021 consolidated transcripts page 53-54 
699  2021 consolidated transcripts page 56 line 19 
700  2021 consolidated transcripts page 57 line 9 
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morning. Naude indicated that his relationship with Cronwright had soured and 

since he was not happy in Johannesburg, he was keen to leave.701  

272 Naude noted that he "could not find anything that gave me the slightest indication 

that we are proceeding or that we will ever get to a stage where this group if I 

can call it that will be charged for the biggest treason trial that this country has 

ever seen."702 

273 Importantly, in cross-examination Naude conceded that "they had a hidden 

agenda M’Lord. There is no doubt about that and I realised that yesterday for the 

first time when I looked at 10 the note when Advocate Varney was asking me 

about the dates and I saw for the first time ever that they shunted me off on the 

23r d to Bronkhorstspruit to Dr Floyd and on that day he was subjected. I can 

make no other conclusions, they did not want me there."703 

274 He testified that while at JVS, White head never have him any trump cards to 

assist with his interrogation of Aggett,704 and indicated under cross-examination 

that if it were up to him, he would have seriously considered Aggett’s release at 

the time.705 Naude admitted that Aggett made it clear he was not a supporter of 

the ANC706 and he did not think Aggett lied to him.707 Naude agreed under cross 

 
701  2021 consolidated transcripts page 62 line 24 to 64 line 6  
702  2021 consolidated transcripts page 63 line 22  
703  2021 consolidated transcripts page 309 line 8 
704  2021 consolidated transcripts page 221 line 1 
705  2021 consolidated transcripts page 234 line 20  
706  2021 consolidated transcripts page 265 line 24 
707  2021 consolidated transcripts page 277 line 2  
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examination that being a sympathiser of an organisation does not mean that one 

is a member, as was the case with Aggett and the ANC.708  

275  Naude agreed that the completion of a statement by a detainee was seen as a 

possible ‘passport to freedom’ but indicated that this was not his decision but that 

of Cronwright and others. Naude stated that If he had been able to complete 

Aggett’s statement, there would have been no need to move to the next phase 

of his interrogation and he might have still been alive.709 Naude conceded that to 

keep someone in detention without cause was a violation of rights.710  

276 Under cross examination, Naude was informed that the Inspector of Detainees 

visited JVS on 4 and 6 January 1982 and that Aggett was not available to see 

him. Naude responded that he was not notified beforehand about the visit and 

expressed surprise. He said had he known he would have made Aggett 

available.711 

277 Naude testified that he never assaulted Aggett712 and he did not witness Aggett 

being assaulted.713 Naude said that he never witnessed the torture of detainees 

but accepted that he was not at JVS for a long time and did not know the officers 

there very well.714 However, Naude conceded that sleep and food deprivation as 

well as prolonged standing were forms of torture.715 

 
708  2021 consolidated transcripts page 283 line 1 
709  2021 consolidated transcripts page 313 line 9  
710  2021 consolidated transcripts page 304 line 18  
711  2021 consolidated transcripts page239 line 8 
712  2021 consolidated transcripts page 164 line 5  
713  2021 consolidated transcripts page 227 line 20  
714  2021 consolidated transcripts page 169 line 5  
715  2021 consolidated transcripts page 166 line 5   
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278 In answer to Advocate Varney's submission that there was a pattern of abuse 

that took place at the time, Naude said that torture methods were not a recipe, 

but " they were part of the day and the incidents as such and the fact that the 

detainees were tortured etcetera, etcetera, the answer will be yes."716  

279 Naude was made aware of WO Deetlefs claim that Aggett made a 4-page 

confession to him, but the 4 pages were not disclosed at the 1982 inquest and 

have never seen the light of day. Advocate Varney put it to Naude that the 4 

pages were a fabrication of the SB.717 Naude commented that he was not in a 

position to comment on its existence as he never saw it but that if the pages did 

exist they should have been made available718  

280 Advocate Varney put to Naude that it was the approach of the security branch to 

cover up crimes that they and members were personally involved in and, where 

necessary, to manipulate and massage evidence and mislead courts of law. 

Naude conceded that this has now been proven and he was not able to dispute 

it.719   

 

Interrogation of Barbara Hogan 

281 Naude admitted to raising his voice at Barbara Hogan,720 attributing it to 

frustration,721 but claimed that he never assaulted her.722 

 
716  2021 consolidated transcripts page 244 line18 to 245 line 20 
717  2021 consolidate transcripts page 314 line 11  
718  2021 consolidated transcripts page 315 line 1 and 317 line 17  
719  2021 consolidated transcripts page 327 line 14 to page 328 
720  2021 consolidated transcripts page 342 line 15 
721  2021 consolidated transcripts page 343 to 344  
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282 Naude denied knowledge of the incident on 14 November 1981 where Hogan 

alleges that Struwig, Deetlefs, Olivier and Naude were in a bad mood and took 

her to Vanderbijlpark screaming and shouting at her and she was made to sit 

under the table and answer questions from there. She was also told her friend 

Alan Fine had died, which was false. 723 

283 Naude denied knowledge of Hogan’s complaint of being deprived of sleep and 

food, and denied that she was threatened with prolonged interrogation.724 He 

further denied that he abused her or threatened her with assault.725 He admitted 

that he would frequently shout at her.726 

 

TRC Application and Amnesty  

284 Naude applied for amnesty at the TRC for his part in a matter relating to the 

setting up of a so-called "DLB" ("Dead Letter Box") during March 1988 in or near 

Krugersdorp. This involved the planting of arms and ammunition on the premises 

of a disused mine. It was done to create the impression that it was an arms cache 

established by a liberation movement, to justify a planned cross-border raid into 

Botswana. The arms were transported from Pretoria to Krugersdorp by Naude 

and another.727  

285 His application for amnesty was successful. At the time of the incident he was 

the commander of C2, and he advised that his duties were mainly to carry out 
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research on members that left South Africa who were coming back into the 

country. He would then create a ‘terror album’ of these individuals.728  

286 Naude was adamant that he had not committed any other criminal acts for which 

amnesty was warranted, 729 but he was confronted him with the following in 

cross-examination: 

286.1 Extra judicial killings carried out by, inter alia, C2 operatives in areas 

adjacent to the borders of South Africa were the end result of  process 

of operationally directed intelligence collection on targeted individuals, 

all three primary Security Intelligence Arms, National Intelligence Service 

(NIS), Section C2 of the Security Branch.730 This was the work that 

Naude did in C2 (Exhibit G58 page 288). Naude responded that he found 

it difficult to understand how he could be found accountable for the 

providing of information (as head of the C2 research unit) on which the 

actions of C1 were based.731   

286.2 C2 was a subdivision of C1 and Brig. Schoon said at the TRC: “ 

Sometimes I would, Col, de Kock on short notice would approach me to 

accompany them and if I could not get hold of Naude, I would at a later 

stage inform him about it"732 It was put to Naude that he was aware, 

informed and okayed operations and therefore had knowledge of 

criminal activity perpetrated by C2.  Naude indicated that his view was 
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that there was a big difference between his involvement in Krugersdorp 

and these events as he was not involved and did not plan them – all he 

did was give information that superiors like de Kok would ask for.733 

286.3 Adv Varney gave further examples of the killings of Thami Zulu, the 

Chand family, and Glory Sedibe, which were before the TRC, and 

highlighted that C1 intelligence was used to commit extra judicial 

killings.734 

287 Naude's overall response in relation to his work at C2 was that he did not 

structure the operations himself. He gave a product to somebody and they then 

"executed the product in their wisdom."735 

288 Interaction with Advocate Torie Pretorius and Captain Ben Nel 

289 Naude indicated under cross-examination that Captain Nel contacted him on 7 

November 2017 and told him that the inquest had been re-opened and they 

wanted to meet with him.  Then on 11 April 2018 he received a call from Advocate 

Pretorius asking if he could consult with him. He was nearby so he went to see 

Pretorius and Nel.  

290 During this discussion he was advised that the Aggett docket had disappeared. 

Naude was surprised as all the dockets had been left with the NPA by the time 

he left their service in 2009. Nel indicated that he had to rebuild the docket with 
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WITS historical papers but that some pages were missing.  They asked if he was 

willing to speak to Webber Wentzel and he said he was. He did not hear from 

them again. He was next contacted by W/O Kgamanyane on 13 December 2019 

who said he had to serve the subpoena.736 

 

Joseph Petrus Woensdregt737 
 

Career  

291 Joseph Petrus Woensdregt joined the police in 1967 and was medically bordered 

in 1991 for PTSD.738 He was at JVS SB from 1978 to 1988739 and was a 

lieutenant in 1982 investigating cases and doing VIP protection.740 He was not a 

specialist in unions, but he claimed all SB members had expertise on the ANC.741 

292 He took an oath of secrecy when he began working for the SB at JVS and could 

not disclose matters relating to “sections 394 and 395”, and considers the oath 

still binding on him and cannot testify about certain sections of the SB.742 

293 He occupied office 1020 on the 10th floor of JVS and interrogated people in other 

offices sometimes.743 Aggett was interrogated in his office when he was on study 

 
736  2021 consolidated transcripts page 203 to 206 
737  1982 transcripts at A6.4, p 2089 – 2137; 1982 affidavit at L2, Exhibit B2(501); police personnel 

file at G63; Affidavit signed on 22 January 2021 at L1; 2021 consolidated transcript at p 572 – 
1094. He testified from 25 to 26 and 28 to 29 January 2021. 
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leave from 23 to 28 January 1982744 and at that point he did not know why Aggett 

was in detention.745  

294 Woensdregt was transferred from JVS to the Soweto SB in 1988 and claimed 

that he was not transferred because of any connection to the death of 

Dipale.746Woensdregt said further that he worked in many different sections 

within the SB in his career and cannot recall them all.747 When he left the force, 

his casebook stayed in the possession of the police and he did not take it with 

him.748 

295 Woensdregt's personnel file contained a statement he penned in support of an 

application for medical boarding due to PTSD (Exhibit G63). He was questioned 

about the following aspects of the statement: 

295.1 the violent way he affected his first arrest while stationed at Jeppe Police 

Station.749 

295.2 His claims that it felt good to be intimidating. Woensdregt said he could 

not answer to the question for fear of incriminating himself and relied on 

the fact that he did not sign the statement.750  
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295.3 His assault of a prosecutor, which he tried to claim as an accident when 

he tried to close the car door, and subsequent conviction for this 

assault.751 

295.4  That he claimed to have been involved in about 50 to 55 assaults in his 

career. Woensdregt invoked his right against self-incrimination and did 

not comment on this.752 

295.5 That Aggett was interrogated until 3am. However, Woensdregt claimed 

that he slept from 11pm and was woken up to take back to the cells from 

the interrogation room at 3am. 753 

295.6 That Aggett hung himself the night of the interrogation on 30 January 

1982. Woensdregt claimed that it is an error in the statement.754 When it 

was put to him that Deetlefs made the same mistake in his application 

for medical boarding, Woensdregt said he does not know why he made 

the same mistake and that he cannot talk on his behalf.755 

295.7 That he was a hardened police officer and Neil's death did not affect him. 

He responded by saying he was attempting to highlight how the stress 

of his job affected him. 756 

295.8 That he interrogated Dipale, again with Deetlefs, and he too died by 

allegedly hanging himself in his cell in August 1982.757 
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295.9 That he had to demonstrate his toughness to his colleagues. His 

response to this was that this was supposed to be a confidential 

statement to a psychologist to show his stress levels.758  

295.10 That to be a true policeman one had to drink and fight, to which he 

responded that it was all in the execution of his duties and it was to stop 

the guys that started the fights at the bars.759  

295.11 Colleagues at Jeppe police station were convicted of fraud, assault, and 

criminality and that at the time he appeared to be surrounded by a culture 

of violence and criminality. To this he agreed that there were criminals in 

the community and in the police.760 

295.12 He had to fit in with his colleagues by being stronger harder and reckless. 

Woensdregt said he had to assert his authority so they would do what he 

asked. To this he indicated that he had to show his authority to these 

types of rough policemen 761 

295.13 Aggression is easy but comes with other problems. Counsel put to him 

that they should be trained to manage their aggression, to which he 

replied that it is easier said than done.762 

296 Woensdregt claimed he did not employ a specific method of interrogation but 

mainly asked questions and listened to the detainee. If he was not happy with 

the answers given, he would ask other questions and would let the detainee know 
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they were not being truthful and implore them to tell the truth.763  At other times 

he would confront the detainee by telling them that there was information 

showing they were lying.764 

 

Interrogation of Aggett: 30 January 1982 

297 Woensdregt’s first and only interaction with Aggett was on 30 January 1982.765 

Cronwright told him to assist with Aggett’s interrogation from 6pm and that 

Whitehead would be in charge and he could find out more from him.766 

298  Woensdregt claimed that Aggett’s physical appearance was normal and there 

was nothing strange about him.  He was not tired and had no injuries. At that 

stage he didn’t know how long Aggett had been in interrogation. 767 He found him 

there with Visser. 768 

299 Woensdregt was briefed by Whitehead on the purpose of the interrogation, which 

was to secure information regarding Aggett’s involvement with trade unions.  He 

read statements and notes Aggett had written.769 

300 During the interrogation Aggett would write at times and at others would give 

answers verbally.770 Aggett was cooperative in certain instances and not co-
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operative in others but Woensdregt could not recall any specifics.771 He was with 

Aggett from 6pm until 03h30am the next morning, except when he went out to 

get coffee or went to the bathroom.772 

301  In response to Deetlefs claim that he and Whitehead left to attend a function 

shortly after 6pm and returned later that night, Woensdregt claimed he could not 

recall whether this happened or not.773  

302 Woensdregt was questioned about Deetlefs claims that he was alone with Aggett 

that night when he made a 4-page confession and betrayed his comrades. 

Woensdregt responded that he was not present when the confession was made 

as he and Whitehead were talking in the passage. Deetlefs approached them 

and said Aggett revealed something new and handed them the statement. 

Whitehead proceeded to question Aggett on the new information. Woensdregt 

claimed to look at the information at the time but cannot recall any of it.774 

303 Woensdregt denied under cross examination that the 4 pages was a cover-up to 

bolster the suicide theory or that he was persisting with same cover-up in 2021.775 

Under cross examination, Woensdregt denied that that SB had no incriminating 

evidence against Aggett and that it was up to them to extract a confession.776 

 
771  2021 consolidated transcripts page 609 line 1  
772  2021 consolidated transcripts page 609 line 11 
773  2021 consolidated transcripts page 619 line 1 and 1017 
774  2021 consolidated transcripts page 610- 612 
775  2021 consolidated transcripts page 969 - 970 
776  2021 consolidated transcripts page 942 line 16 to 944 line 4 



 125 

304 Woensdregt claimed that from 11pm Aggett was allowed to sleep on a camp-bed 

in office 1020, while Whitehead, Deetlefs and himself used an office across the 

passage to go over the information.777  

305 Woensdregt testified that it was easier to have Aggett on the 10th floor so that if 

they had questions on the notes, they could ask him. Aggett was woken up and 

escorted to the cells at around 03h30am by Woensdregt and Whitehead because 

they lived closer to JVS and Deetlefs went home.778 

306 It was put to Woensdregt that according to Deetlefs, Whitehead had instructed 

him not to disclose the fact that he and Woensdregt were not in the interrogation 

for most of the night. His response was that it ‘sounds like rubbish’.779 

307 It was put to Woensdregt that Deetlefs had concerns that Aggett was suicidal 

after the interrogation because he had betrayed his colleagues and said he could 

no longer live with himself. Deetlefs said he approached Whitehead and 

Cronwright with this concern. Woensdregt denied this happened and stated that 

he and Whitehead were close friends and Whitehead would have told him this 

information if it happened.780  

308 Woensdregt testified that he had no knowledge of Aggett being a suicide risk but 

if that was the case, he would have alerted the officers in the cells to observe 

him closely and monitor him every hour.781 
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309 In relation to Aggett’s suicide Woensdregt mentioned that Aggett had made 

questionable decisions in his life such as leaving a successful career in medicine 

to advocate for worker’s rights.782 

310 Woensdregt testified that he could not recall Aggett making a complaint to 

Sergeant Blom regarding his treatment over the long weekend but recalls that 

Capt. Victor took his statement on 26 March 1982.783 Woensdregt claimed to be 

surprised at the allegations against Whitehead.784 It was put to Woensdregt that 

it was unlikely he did not hear about the complaint because Whitehead was his 

friend and it was a serious accusation with the potential to derail his career.785 

311 Woensdregt testified that he did not understand why Aggett made the complaint 

since in the interrogation he was happy and had no complaints.  Indeed, he was 

probably happier in the office than his cell.  It was put to Woensdregt that this 

was a fabrication and he was perpetuating the coverup concocted in 1982, in 

order to demonstrate Aggett was treated well by the SB.786 Woensdregt persisted 

with the fabrication even when it was put to him that after Aggett did not take 

meals and was unable to get out of bed (as per exhibits B1.20 and B4.1.1).787 

 

Abuse of detainees  

 
782  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1046 - 1051 
783  2021 consolidated transcripts page 631 line 11  
784  2021 consolidated transcripts page 780 line 16  
785  2021 consolidated transcripts page 954 line 23 
786  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1001 line 7 
787  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1004 line 3  



 127 

312 Woensdregt testified that he did not assault, threaten, or intimidate Aggett and 

did not witness other officers abusing Aggett.788 He claimed that he played no 

role in Aggett’s death nor did he contribute to Aggett’s demise in any way. 789  

313 He learned of Aggett’s death when he got to work on 5 February 1982 and was 

shocked and surprised 790 

314 It was put to Woensdregt that he misled the 1982 inquest court and is misleading 

this court regarding assaults on detainees and subsequently covering it up, to 

which Woensdregt responded that he could not break the oath he took in 1982.791 

He heard about the Timol matter in the newspapers in 2017 but denied any 

knowledge of the following deaths at JVS: 

314.1 Elmon Malele in 1977, 

314.2 Mathews Mabelane in 1977, 

314.3 Ernest Dipale in 1981, 

314.4 Stanza Bopape in 1988, 

314.5 Sithole in 1990.792 

315 Woensdregt chose not to comment when asked about the SB culture where 

officers protected each other, but claimed he never had reason to report any of 
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his colleagues.793 He denied knowledge of any interception of post and phone 

calls and cannot recall planting listening bugs but heard about it occurring.794 He 

denied intercepting Aggett’s post and was not aware that the Aggett legal team 

phones had been bugged before he first inquest. 795 

316 Woensdregt denied verbally abusing detainees but chose to invoke his right 

against self-incrimination.796  He denied assaulting detainees or making them 

stand for long periods, do forced exercise or hold difficult body positions.797 He 

did however hear of assaults taking place but could not recall where he heard 

this.798 He claimed that was never involved in suffocation, strangulation, sleep 

deprivation, electric shocks, holding heavy objects for long periods, suspending 

detainees in the air, solitary confinement, threats, degrading treatment.799 

Woensdregt claimed he could not remember if there were any complaints filed 

against in him in his career and how many, but disputed the 50 or 55 assaults 

mentioned in his statement and it was put to him, that he was misleading the 

court. 800 

317 It was put to Woensdregt that he had not been a credible witness and had 

concocted a story in 1982 which was proving difficult to hold together evidenced 

by the fact that he provided this court with 4 different versions on his interrogation 

with Aggett:801  
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317.1 Woensdregt won Aggett’s trust and made a breakthrough.  

317.2 Woensdregt was not present when the breakthrough was made – he was 

in the corridor with Whitehead and Deetlefs informed them of the 

breakthrough. 

317.3 That whatever breakthroughs were made happened in subsequent 

interrogation.  

317.4 Woensdregt was out the office and arrived back very late.   

318 Woensdregt claimed he was being tricked.  It was put to Woensdregt by counsel 

for the family, that the versions put to him were from his own evidence before 

this Court as well as the first inquest Court; and that there was no attempt to trick 

him. 802 

319 It was put to him further that the reason why there were multiple versions and the 

reason why he is confused is because he and colleagues concocted a cover 

story. They fabricated a cover story in 1982 and it is always difficult to hold a 

cover story together.  Woensdregt claimed that there was an attempt to confuse 

him and again claimed his right against self-incrimination. 803    

 

Nicolaas Johannes Visser804   
 

Career 
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320 Nicolaas Johannes Visser (Visser) started his career with the SAP in 1952. He 

was medically bordered for a back condition in 1984.805. He was stationed at the 

JVS SB between 1974 and 1982806 but requested a transfer and left the SB in 

March 1982 and was placed near Oshakati in South West Africa, as it was then 

known.807 In 1982 Visser was a captain in the SB and later achieved the rank of 

major.808 

321 Visser had an office on the 9th floor of JVS and had a good relationship with his 

colleagues.809 His duties included the control of the non-white department810 and 

he dealt with matters related to the ANC,811 but did not have any interest in the 

unions and the labour movement.812  

322 Visser recalled attending courses regarding security and banned organisations, 

but claimed that the course content did not deal with interrogation.813 He did not 

follow a particular method of interrogation814 but a typical interrogation would 

entail asking a detainee if he was involved in any incidents.815 When a detainee 

did not want to answer a question he would be sent back to the cells and he 

claimed, unconvincingly, that “to his knowledge” no force was used by him during 

interrogations.816 
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Aggett Interrogation  

323 On 29 January 1982 Visser was requested by Major Cronwright to report to JVS 

on 30 January 1982 at 6am. No details were given.817 

324 Visser first became aware of Aggett’s detention on the morning of 30 January 

1982.818 He reported to Cronwright on the 10th floor at 6am on 30 January 1982 

and was instructed to interrogate Aggett and secure his cooperation.819 He did 

not get instructions on how to win Aggett’s trust.820 Captain Daniel Elhardus 

Swanepoel was assigned to assist him.821 Visser thinks Swanepoel was present 

when he spoke to Cronwright.822 He met with Lt Whitehead that morning as well 

on the 10th floor before the interrogation began.823  

325 Visser testified that he spoke to Whitehead about Aggett’s notes and Whitehead 

was not satisfied with them and asked Visser to follow up on them. Whitehead 

wanted more information. Visser claimed that Whitehead told him that he had 

other information, which led to his unhappiness with Aggett’s notes. Visser 

claimed he was not told specifically what Whitehead was unsatisfied about, nor 

did he seek clarification.824 

326 Thereafter Visser went to room 1020 and found Aggett there alone. He alleged 

that Aggett was calm and did not appear tired.  Visser claimed, unconvincingly, 
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that he was not aware how long Aggett had been under interrogation, and he did 

not make any enquiries in this regard with Whitehead.825 

327 Visser claimed that although he did not know about trade unions, he had Aggett’s 

written notes and he would get clarity from Aggett. He received the notes from 

Aggett himself.826   

328 Visser was not given the docket or file on Aggett in preparation for the 

interrogation. Aggett’s undated notes were on the table. He cannot recall how 

many pages it consisted but there were just “pieces of paper”. Visser could not 

recall how long it took him to peruse the notes.827 

329 Visser testified that he and Swanepoel spoke to Aggett about his notes and he 

said that what was contained in the notes was all he had to say. He was asked 

about his involvement with SACTU and whether he was a member, which he 

said he was not, and his relationship with other SACTU members. Visser could 

not recall if Aggett provided him with names of SACTU members but claimed 

later that he did.828 Aggett said during the interrogation that he was not a member 

of the ANC.829 

330 Visser testified that Aggett was cooperative, but he denied everything that he 

was asked. He claimed that the atmosphere was friendly, and Aggett was not 

cuffed. Aggett was sitting on a chair, and he would get up and walk around and 
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he smoked, ate, and drank cooldrink. Aggett was given breakfast as well as 

lunch.830 

331 Visser said that he and Swanepoel did not make any notes during the 

interrogation.  Aggett could write when he wanted to as he had a pen and paper. 

Visser could not recall if Aggett wrote any notes but he denied involvement with 

SACTU and the ANC. He testified also that Aggett did not make any admissions 

during the interrogation but shortly before the shift ended at 6pm, Aggett 

suddenly announced that he wanted to tell the whole truth to him and 

Swanepoel.831  

332 Visser claimed that this breakthrough was achieved through the manner he and 

Swanepoel treated Aggett.  He claimed that they treated Aggett well, and were 

friendly and that Aggett could sit, walk, and smoke in the interrogation room.  

Visser claimed that he and Swanepoel did not get to hear the truth or take a 

statement from Aggett because their shift was about to end.832 

333 Visser claimed he made no report to Whitehead at the end of the shift apart from 

saying that “this man wants to talk the truth”.  At 6pm, Deetlefs, Whitehead and 

Woensdregt took over the interrogation. According to Visser, at that stage Aggett 

appeared calm and was not tired.  Visser claimed that he did not assault, threaten 

or mistreat Aggett and that this was his only interaction with Aggett. 833 
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334 Visser doesn’t recall who told him about Aggett’s death, but he was shocked. He 

was not aware of Aggett’s complaint to Sergeant Blom on 4 February 1982. He 

never applied for amnesty to the TRC.834 

 

Treatment of other detainees 

335 Visser denied assaulting Auret van Heerden and being present while other 

officers assaulted and tortured him in Benoni police station on 19 November 

1982.835  Visser also denied assaulting and verbally abusing Ismail Momoniat836, 

Barbara Hogan837 and Samson Ndou.838 Visser said he interrogated Jabu 

Ngwenya but claimed that Ngwenya was not threatened in his presence.839  

336 Visser testified that he heard of assaults at JVS but did not assault any detainee 

at any point during his policing career.840 He agreed that sleep deprivation and 

electric shocks are forms of torture but, claimed incredulously no knowledge of 

that occurring while he was a police officer. He also denied any knowledge of 

detainees being made to stand for prolonged periods, forced exercise and body 

positions841 

 

Improbable or false evidence 
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337 Visser admitted under cross examination by the family’s legal counsel that he 

had no new information to confront Aggett with, but nonetheless Aggett decided 

to suddenly come clean because he was treated well: 

MR VARNEY: So, Mr Visser, please listen carefully, …. are you seriously 
suggesting that towards the end of your interrogation Dr Aggett said he 
was now willing to tell the whole truth simply because you were nice to 
him? 

MR VISSER: That is what happened, M'Lord. 

MR VARNEY: Well I must put it to you, Mr Visser, that again your 
evidence is simply stretching belief to breaking point, and we will be 
submitting it cannot be taken seriously. 

….. 

MR VARNEY: …. we will be submitting that you have fabricated that 
evidence before the 1982 court, and you are persisting with that 
fabrication before this court.  

MR VISSER: It is not fabricated, M'Lord, it’s what happened. 842 

338 Even though Visser did not get to hear the truth from Aggett as his shift ended, 

he claimed that Aggett disclosed names to him, but he cannot recall them.  He 

did hear of the four pages that Deetlefs claimed to extract from Aggett but 

claimed to be unaware that they had never been produced in any court.  He was 

also unaware that no action had been taken against the names put up by Deetlefs 

(Theron, Mpetha and Van Heerden).  It was put to Visser, that in the 

circumstances the so-called four pages had to be a fabrication, to which he 

responded, “I don’t know”. 843  

339 Visser claimed not to know that Security Branch officers, including the most 

senior officers, routinely perjured themselves before courts. 844 

 
842  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1218 line 9 to 1219 
843  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1220 onwards 
844  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1222 to 1223.  
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340 Visser claimed not to know that Aggett had been deprived of sleep for 

approximately 50 hours prior to the start of his session of interrogation, but even 

if he did know he would not have changed his approach in the interrogation: 

MR VARNEY: So, Mr Visser, if I am hearing you correctly, even if you 
had known that he had been kept awake for approximately two days, 
you would have done everything the same, you would have continued 
with his abusive treatment, you would have kept him awake for another 
12 hours, in other words, you would have continued to torture him by 
way of sleep deprivation? 

MR VISSER: I was also going to talk to him. 

MR VARNEY: Because this was your instruction, and so regardless of 
any knowledge of prior abuse and sleep deprivation, since you were 
instructed to carry on for 12 hours, you would have simply done that? 

….. 

MR VISSER: That is what I said, M'Lord. 

MR VARNEY: And the necessary implication that this court has to draw 
is that you would have been happy to continue torturing him with another 
12 hours of interrogation through sleep deprivation. 

MR VISSER: I did not interrogate him for most 10 of the time, we were 
talking also about his family, about his training and also about his life 
and his education. 

MR VARNEY: Mr Visser, in the first inquest you put it to the first inquest 
court that it was not the purpose of your interrogation to tire Aggett out, 
is that correct? 

MR VISSER: It was so, M'Lord. 

MR VARNEY: And now that you are aware that Mr Aggett had been 
under interrogation from 09:00 AM on the 28 January to approximately 
early morning, it could have been around 03:30 AM on the 31 January, 
you are now aware that, in fact, he was awake for approximately 62 
hours, with the benefit of hindsight and that knowledge, that in fact was 
the purpose – to tire him out . 

MR VISSER: No, [indistinct], I do not know the 31st, the 31st, I had 
nothing to do with him on the 31st  

MR VARNEY: Yes, let me rephrase the question, Mr Visser. If a detainee 
is kept awake for approximately three days in succession, would you not 
agree that the purpose of that interrogation is to tire him out and to break 
him down through sleep deprivation? 

…… 

MR VISSER: It was not my instruction, M'Lord. 

MR VARNEY: But , Mr Visser, if in fact, and let us just talk about any 
detainee who is kept awake under interrogation for approximately three 
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days, if that happens, then the purpose is clear, it is in fact to exhaust 
the detainee. 

MR VISSER: [Wel, as hy nie geslaap het vir drie dae nie, sou hy seker 
uitgeput gewees het, Edelagbare.] I do not know if the purpose thereof 
was to keep him tired, to tire him out, and I do not know of anyone who 
experienced that, even Aggett, I was not aware thereof. 

MR VARNEY: Mr Visser, why will you not simply admit, as any 
experienced police officer, or for that matter anyone else, why will you 
not simply admit that if you know that a detainee is being kept awake for 
close to three days in succession, that the purpose is obviously and 
clearly to exhaust him, why will you not admit that? 

MR VISSER: If I started to do something, as in this case, that I was asked 
to talk to him. I cannot ignore an instruction that I get from my senior. 

MR VARNEY: Yes, that is indeed apparent…... 845  

341 Even though Visser claimed not to have any new information to put to Aggett, his 

partner, Captain Swanepoel testified in the 1982 Inquest that he was in 

possession of “classified information” which he confronted Aggett with. After 

much obfuscation Visser suggested that Swanepoel may have been mistaken 

and that “he did not share the information he had with me.”  It was put to Visser 

that as the senior officer in that interrogation, Swanepoel must have shared the 

information with him, particularly if he was putting it to Aggett.  Visser claimed 

that he did not know if Swanepoel put the information to Aggett, but he certainly 

did not discuss the classified information with him.  Adv Varney put it to Visser 

that “in the circumstances the claim made by Captain Swanepoel that he had 

classified information was yet another fabrication put before the 1982 Court,” to 

which Visser replied “I don’t know”. 846    

342 Visser unconvincingly denied any knowledge of abuse against detainees 

perpetrated by himself or his colleagues, save that he had heard about assaults 

 
845  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1225 - 1228 
846  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1228 – 1231.  
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generally. Yet there was considerable evidence of complaints made by detainees 

against him, including:  

342.1 he smacked Ismail Momoniat, 847  

342.2 he threatened Barbara Hogan with violence,848 

342.3 Jabu Ngwenya was sworn at and threatened in his presence, 849  

342.4 he assaulted Auret van Heerden (including hitting him hard,850 

electrocuting him851 and strangling him with a wet towel852) and 

witnessed the assault and torture of him;853 and according to Van 

Heerden when Visser hit him it was so vicious that he momentarily lost 

consciousness, and he thought was going to die when Visser strangled 

him,854 

342.5 Van Heerden, Ndzanga and Ndou launched legal actions for damages 

against him, 855 

342.6 In Van Heerden’s legal papers,856 he complained that Visser and others: 

342.6.1 handcuffed his wrist to his ankle and made him remain on 

his feet in that position for hours, 

342.6.2 hit him over his ears with an open wound, 

 
847  Exhibit G18 para 33.  
848  Exhibit B4.2.1 para 10 
849  Exhibit A5.2 p 1643 to 1644 
850  Exhibit B4.1.1 para 26.11 
851  Exhibit B4.1.1 para 26.10 
852  Exhibit B4.1.1 para 26.11 
853  Exhibit B4.1.1 para 26.8 
854  Exhibit B4.1.1 para 26.11 
855  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1236 - 1238 
856  Exhibit G66 on page 27 
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342.6.3 electrocuted him, 

342.6.4 strangled him with a wet towel, 

342.6.5 pummelled his head with an open hand, 

342.6.6 whipped the soles of his feet with a sjambok, 

342.6.7 assaulted his testicles, 

342.6.8 struck him on various parts of his body with a closed fist 

342.6.9 kneed him in the face, 

342.6.10 slapped him on the face and pulled his beard, 

342.6.11 stomped his bare feet, 

342.6.12 threatened to kill him and break his fingers, 

342.6.13 pulled a tight-fitting bag over his head and poured water 

over him,  

342.6.14 pulled him around by his hair. 

343 Visser improbably denied all the assertions of assault and abuse and even went 

so far as to absurdly claim that Van Heerden’s injuries were sustained during 

“exercise.” 857 In respect of the brutality meted out to Van Heerden, Visser 

conceded under cross-examination that it could have happened when he was 

 
857  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1239 - 1241 
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not there, but he does not know anything about it. He then tries to backtrack on 

this statement 858  

344 Counsel for the family put various torture methods (to avoid leaving marks) and 

machinations employed by the SB to evade detection for their torture and assault, 

such as keeping them away from magistrates and district surgeons. Visser, 

unconvincingly, denied them all.  In particular it was put to Visser that detainees 

would be held for long periods to allow their injuries to heal before being released. 

This would then make it difficult for the detainees to prove their assaults: 

MR VARNEY: And, in fact, it is the case in point with Mr Auret Van 
Heerden, because he was viciously and brutally assaulted by you and 
others between 17 and 20 November 1981, but only released on the 9 
July 1982. 

MR VISSER: I am not aware of that, M'Lord. 859 

345  Given Visser’s derisory evidence it was put to him: 

MR VARNEY: Mr Visser, we will be submitting to this court that just as 
you covered up the real facts in 1982, you have persisted with the cover 
up of the real facts before this court in 2021, and we will be submitting 
that you have been an evasive witness, you have not been a credible 
witness, and indeed you have perjured yourself before this court. 860 

 

Roelof Jacobus Venter861 
 
Career  

 
858  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1243 - 1244 
859  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1250 
860  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1250 to 1251. 
861  1982 transcript at A7.2, p 2488 – 2566;1982 affidavit at B5.1.2; police personnel file at 

FGK17(1); application for amnesty at G70; affidavit signed on 11 February 2020 at K2; 2021 
consolidated transcript at p 1263 – 1431. He testified on 3 February 2021 
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346 After his police college training in 1966 Roelof Jacobus Venter (Venter) was 

posted to Bramley Police Station862 and then transferred to the SB in 

Johannesburg in 1968.863 Venter remained in the SB until 1995. For a period, he 

was transferred to headquarters in Pretoria where he served at the SB’s counter-

insurgency units C1 and later at C2.864 

347 At the time of the Hogan investigation he was Branch Commander of the SB in 

Thabazimbi. He was instructed to report to JVS for the Hogan inquiry.865 Venter 

and his team worked directly under the instructions of Cronwright.866  

Interactions with Aggett 

348 Venter claimed never to see or interrogate Aggett.867 He advised that he was 

involved with the Prema Naidoo, Monty Narsoo, Ndlovu and Sherise Nanabhai 

interrogations but he did not interrogate Barbara Hogan or Liz Floyd. He did not 

work with Lt Whitehead.868  

Interrogation methods and application for amnesty 

349 Venter confirmed he applied to the TRC for amnesty in respect of his conduct in 

the Barbara Hogan investigation.869 He interrogated detainees about their 

involvement in the ANC, Communist Party, other banned organisations and the 

 
862  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1267 
863  2021consolidated transcripts page 1267 
864  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1281 
865  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1268 
866  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1269 
867  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1269 
868  2021 consolidated transcripts pages 1270 and 1271  
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unions.870 During interrogations he would apply certain pressure to detainees.871 

Venter claimed that he was not trained in how to put pressure and he used his 

own experience.872  

350 Venter testified that he would apply the following pressure:  

350.1 interrogate for long hours, not always during the day,  

350.2  prolonged standing,  

350.3 tearing up statements after completion, 

350.4  push- ups, running and sit-ups,  

350.5 standing on a detainee’s knees 

350.6 insults.873  

351 Venter claimed, improbably, that he never physically assaulted any detainee.874 

He asserted that SB interrogators were under pressure to obtain information 

because of the threat posed by unions and banned organisations to the economy 

and the government. He said that these groups were training terrorists to attack 

people in South Africa.875 He claimed that he did not treat a political detainee 

differently to any other arrested person.876  

 
870  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1271 
871  2021 consolidated transcripts pages 1271 to 1272 
872  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1272 
873  2021 consolidated transcripts pages 1272 to 1273 
874  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1273 
875  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1273 
876  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1272 
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352 Venter did not disclose to the 1982 Inquest Court the pressure he applied to 

detainees because at that time he did not regard such pressure as physical 

assault.877 At the TRC he says his legal adviser advised him to apply for amnesty 

for assault in general because the pressure they applied was assault.878 He 

further noted that in 1982, SB officers would not have mentioned these assaults 

because they would not then have seen it as assault, but as part of their work.879 

He claimed to have no knowledge of the interrogation of Aggett.880 He claimed 

he was never consulted or briefed what to say at the 1982 inquest.881 

353 Venter admitted that the pressure applied to detainees amounted to torture 

saying it "comes to torture but there was no other way …".882  He admitted that 

the helicopter method of torture was used and that he used it.883 Venter admitted 

to the imaginary chair method of torture.884  

354 Adv Singh for the State examined him on the tearing up of witness statements. 

Venter claimed to have the truth from informants. He said he would make a 

detainee write a statement again and again until it conformed with the evidence 

of the informants.885  Adv Singh questioned Venter on paragraph 8 of his affidavit 

which reads: "Ons was daarop ingestel om geen wonde of letsels op die 

aangehoudenis te laat nie" (We were focussed on leaving any wounds or scars 

 
877  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1275 
878  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1276 
879  2021consolidated transcripts page 1276 
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882  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1300 ; page 99, lines 5 to 14; 2021 consolidated 

transcripts page 1302 
883  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1301 
884  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1305 
885  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1308 to 1309 
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on the detainee). He explained this to mean that he would carry out his own type 

of assault which would not leave injuries. 886 

355 Venter denied kicking Prema Naidoo or taking a statement from him in a naked 

state.887 He admitted that he made Prema Naidoo kneel for a long period but 

denied this caused bruises, as alleged by Naidoo.888 Venter cannot remember 

Naidoo testifying in 1982 that he took him to the spot where Timol fell saying: "in 

future, this is going to be known as Prima Heights."889 He denied having placed 

a bag over Naidoo's head as testified by Naidoo in 1982.890 Singh pointed out 

that his denials of abuse and torture were in conflict with the evidence of Naidoo, 

Nanabhai, Clive van Heerden and Jabu Ngwenya.891  

SB Culture 

356 Venter testified that top National Party politicians such as FW de Klerk and PW 

Botha abandoned the SB, 892 but that General Johann van der Merwe and 

Brigadier Jack Cronje stood up for the SB.893  

357 Counsel for the Aggett family put to him Deetlef's statement in Exhibit K1 para 

14: “...there was no space for split or accuse other members of irregularities. We 

had to stand together and cover each other in order to protect the security 
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branch." Venter could not dispute the statement but “could not say if it described 

the whole culture of everybody involved”.894  

358 Counsel put to him Deetlefs' statement: "I am aware that my statement before 

the inquest in 1982 was incorrect and not the truth. That my affidavit that served 

before the investigation in 1982 did not contain the correct facts. At the time that 

I testified before the first inquest senior officers of the security branch were 

present in court."895 Venter responded saying that SB members at JVS probably 

felt this way it did not apply to people like him from other places.896  

359 Venter claimed, most improbably, that assaults did not take place at JVS in his 

presence,897 and he never heard a detainee crying out in pain on the 10th floor.898 

360 Venter agreed it was highly unlikely an SB officer at JVS in the early 1980s would 

implicate his colleagues. He also agreed with counsel that the SB culture was an 

oppressive one because “you dare not step out of line”. 899  

Treatment of detainees 

361 Venter was reminded of his evidence in 1982 at page 2491 of first original inquest 

record. Bizos SC asked him if assaults occurred in his presence and his answer 

was no; whether detainees were threatened in his presence, and he answered 
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no; whether anyone was insulted in his presence and he answered no. He 

conceded that he did threaten and insult detainees. It was put to him that in this 

regard he perjured himself in 1982. He conceded he had perjured himself, and 

this is why he asked for amnesty. 

362 Venter denied that he assaulted Prema Naidoo (p1456 of the first inquest record) 

by bumping him on the head with a leg of a chair.900  He also denied that he 

pulled Naidoo’s ear, kicked him and shot at his penis with elastic bands (p 1461 

of the first inquest record).901 

363 The first inquest record disclosed that Venter reported to Cronwright that Prema 

Naidoo was a suicide risk, although he could not recall this.902 Cronwright 

apparently told him to stay with the detainee.  

364 Venter conceded he kept Prema Naidoo awake for a lengthy period, 903 and 

agreed that the purpose of sleep deprivation was to break a detainee and get 

him to answer questions.904 He further conceded that part of the breaking 

process included rough treatment such as pushing a detainee around.905  

365 Counsel referred Venter to Naidoo's 1982 affidavit in the B2 folder at page 1018. 

At paragraph 25 Naidoo records at the end of an interrogation session of being 

pulled by a policeman officer Booysen by his leg out of the office and down the 
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passage.  Naidoo indicated that it was Venter who told him to get up and return 

to the office. Venter claimed not to recall the incident.906 Venter denied 

knowledge of any assaults by the railway policeman, Van Schalkwyk, saying he 

was not part of his team. 907   

366 Venter denied various allegations made by Momoniat, including that Venter 

forced him to stand naked from the waste up, threatened him with electric shock 

treatment, and made as if to get the equipment, but did not administer shocks.908 

Venter, improbably denied the assertion of Momoniat that he and Swanepoel 

suggested he change his report to a district surgeon by retracting his complaint 

of assaults.909 

367 Counsel put to Venter the 1982 affidavit of Shirish Nanabhai (at page 1017 in the 

folder B2). According to Nanabhai, Venter was present with a group of SB officers 

when he was seriously assaulted and tortured. Venter denied that a plastic bag 

was placed over Nanabhai's head, before he was punched and kicked about and 

administered electric shocks.910 

368 Counsel then put the 1982 affidavit (page 1019 in the B2 folder) of Monty Narsoo 

to Venter. Narsoo alleged he was beaten on the penis by Venter. Venter denied 

this.911 He also stated that Venter held a lit cigarette under his arm. Venter denied 

this.912 

 
906  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1401 
907  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1402 
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369 Venter quite improbably, denied that not only was he never involved in electric 

shock treatment but he never heard of it being applied at JVS or indeed anywhere 

else in the country; and he most improbably even denied of physical assaults on 

detainees being carried out by other SB officers.913 

Amnesty application 

370 Adv Varney reminded Venter that he applied to the TRC for amnesty for the 

kidnapping of the Pebco 3 and murder in relation to Messrs Swartbooi and 

Ramakgoba. Varney put to him it was curious that assault was off the table, but 

that murder and kidnapping were not. Venter was unable to answer and 

attempted to claim a right against self- incrimination.914 

371 Adv Varney put to Venter that he applied to the TRC for amnesty for assault GBH 

in respect of Raegen Shope.915 He said he only did so on the advice of his lawyer: 

"You need to apply for assault everywhere, because they are going to say you 

assaulted them."916  It is of course wholly unlikely that Venter would have applied 

for amnesty and be granted amnesty for a crime he never committed.  

372 Counsel put to Venter the case of Samson Ndou and referred to his 1982 affidavit 

(exhibit B3.2.3). Ndou accused Venter of punching him on the chest. Venter at 

first claimed, quite improbably, that he could not remember if he punched Ndou 

or not, and then claimed that he had not done so.917 

 
913   2021 consolidated transcripts pages 1409 to 1412 
914  2021 consolidated transcripts pages 1413 to 1414 
915  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1415 
916  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1416 
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373 Counsel put to Venter that in respect of the Hogan investigations he sought 

amnesty for: "aanranding met die opset om ernstig te beseer" (assault with intent 

to do grievous bodily harm) in respect of various detainees.918 Again Venter, quite 

absurdly, denied he had assaulted anyone, suggesting that he simply followed 

the advice of his lawyer and applied for amnesty for crimes he did not commit.   

referred to the legal advice he obtained in this regard.919  This led Mr Varney to 

put the following to him: 

MR VARNEY: Alright we will be submitting to this Court that on the 
question of you not physically assaulting people, that you have misled 
the Court.  You have not been truthful with this Court.  And one of the 
grounds for making that representation will be that according to schedule 
3 of your application to the amnesty committee you did apply for assault 
GBH in relation to several interrogations, and you would not have applied 
for assault GBH if you had not physically assaulted these detainees. 920 

374 Counsel put to Venter his Amnesty application 99/0029, (the decision being 

AM2774/96), in particular page 56, para 11 (b): "the use of force in interrogations 

was generally sanctioned and approved." Counsel then put paragraph 11 of 

Venter's amnesty application to him, which dealt with interrogation techniques: 

"Enige metode wat effektief sou werk was aanvaarbaar in die knoteks van die 

oorlog en totale aanslag” (Any method that was effective and acceptable in the 

context of total war and onslaught).921  Venter responded that he stands by this 

statement and that General van der Merwe has also said this.922 

375 It was also put to Venter that at pages 49 – 50 in respect of injuries caused to 

persons during interrogations he applied for amnesty in respect of nine 
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detainees, including Neil Aggett.923 He admitted that he signed his amnesty 

application.  Counsel put it to Venter: 

MR VARNEY: But surely, you know, any normal person would have said, 
“No, excuse me, I had nothing to do Neil Aggett and do not suggest that 
I had something to do with him. Please take the name out”. Why did you 
not say that to your lawyers? 

376  Venter's extraordinary response was that this was “just a slip.”924 

 

Magezi Eddie Chauke925 
 

Career  

377 Magezi Eddie Chauke (Chauke) joined the police in January 1980.926 He 

attended police training college in 1981927 and worked as a recruit at 

Soshanguve police station.928  He later testified that he was one of three police 

students specifically selected at the college to work for the SB, and was stationed 

as a filing clerk at SB head office Pretoria.929  Chauke  requested a transfer to 

the JVS SB, which was granted.930 His duties at JVS included escorting 

detainees to and from the cells.931 He followed instructions given to him932 and 

never refused an instruction given to him. 933 
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378 Chauke was stationed at the JVS SB until 1985 when he was transferred to the 

motor car theft unit at JVS on the second floor.934 He requested the transfer as 

he felt he could learn more about being a police officer in another unit and was 

not taken seriously at the SB.935  Chauke left the police force in 2004 because of 

a motor car accident that resulted in spinal injury and he was declared medically 

unfit for duty.936  

 

Interactions with Aggett: 

379 Chauke testified that on occasion Aggett was interrogated in his presence.937 He 

was instructed to stay with Aggett when his interrogators left the interrogation 

room938, but he did not participate in the interrogations and denied his physical 

presence was necessary for the interrogations.939 He usually read the newspaper 

during interrogations.940 

380 He cannot recall if he was with Aggett on 4 January 1982, but recalls he was with 

Aggett on a few occasions941. He recalled being with Aggett the whole day in the 

presence of Whitehead and Van Schalkwyk.942 On that occasion he was asked 

by Capt. Magoro to be present during the interrogation. He did not collect Aggett 

from the cells that day but found him in the office.943 Chauke testified further that 

he did not participate in the interrogation and did not also follow the conversation 
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between Aggett and his interrogators. Aggett would type during interrogations, 

and he would escort him to the bathroom.944  

381 Chauke claimed to be shocked that there had been multiple allegations of assault 

against the railway policeman, Van Schalkwyk, given his peaceful manner. 945  

Chauke denied that Aggett was assaulted and given electric shocks by van 

Schalkwyk in his presence. 946  

382 Chauke, also improbably, claimed never to have witnessed forced exercising on 

the 10th floor. 947   He claimed only to learn of Aggett’s complaint of assaults when 

this was brought to his attention by Maj Cronwright.  He accepted that he took 

Aggett from the cells to the 10th floor on 4 January 1982 and was present in the 

interrogation room with Whitehead and Van Schalkwyk. 948 

383 He did not hear Whitehead call Aggett a liar during the interrogation.949 Chauke 

claimed that Aggett was lying when said that he was shouted at during the 

interrogation and that his interrogators were angry.950  He claimed that he 

witnessed no assault as described by Aggett in his complaint, implying that 

Aggett fabricated the complaint. 951   This led counsel for the family to put it to 

Chauke that he provided false evidence to the 1982 inquest and was persisting 

with the provision of false evidence to the reopened inquest. 952  Counsel also 
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put it to Chauke that his evidence that everything was “normal” during that 

interrogation was a fabrication and part of the cover-up he was colluding in. 953 

384 He further denied that he was protecting van Schalkwyk even though they were 

friends 954 or that he was told by Cronwright what the content of his statement 

regarding the events of that day should contain. Counsel for the family put it to 

Chauke that “the probabilities are overwhelming, that Major Cronwright told you 

what to put into that statement and told you to deny that any assaults had taken 

place in early January.” 955  Chauke’s denial was not convincing. 

385 Chauke testified that he had no problems with Aggett956 and would converse with 

him when escorting him and Aggett even encouraged him to further his 

studies.957 

386 Chauke testified that on 25 January 1982 he was called to Capt. Magoro’s office 

and Aggett was already there. Magoro instructed him to stay there with Aggett.958 

Chauke denied Smithers assertions that Aggett was assaulted on that day and 

forced to do exercises959. Chauke said that in fact he had never witnessed any 

detainee doing forced exercises at JVS.960 He also denied Jabu Ngwenya’s 

assertions that two SB officers stormed into the office he was in, which was 

across from the one Aggett was in, screaming “Waar is hy.” 961 He claimed to be 
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960  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1699 line 10 
961  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1661 line 11 



 154 

unaware that the detainees referred to him as the “Child of Cronwright” and 

denied he was close to Cronwright. 962 

387 Chauke also denied during questioning that the reason there was no signature 

in the occurrence book as to who brought Aggett back to the cells that day was 

because Aggett was injured and the officers did not want to take responsibility 

for that. 963 

388 Detainee Thabo Lerumo claimed he saw Aggett with Chauke on 4 February 

1982.964 Aggett was handcuffed and walking very slowly and stooped with tears 

in his eyes. Lerumo alleged that Aggett had blood on his forehead above his left 

eye.965 Chauke said that Aggett was not handcuffed or crying and he had no 

knowledge of blood on Aggett’s forehead. 966  

389 Detainee Eric Mntonga claimed that he came across Aggett at JVS and Aggett 

told him “Eric, these people are fucking me up”.967 Mntonga also said that 

Aggett’s appearance was not good and his cheeks were unnaturally red like he 

had been struck Mntonga said further that he was standing in the passage with 

Chauke on the second floor of JVS and they had a conversation. 968 Chauke was 

waiting for Aggett to finish his breakfast before taking up for interrogation. 

According to Mntonga, Chauke laughingly referred to Neil as a funny white man 

who thought he was smart. He said Neil was cheeky. Mntonga said that Chauke 

 
962  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1720, 
963  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1664 line 24 
964  Exhibit B2.16 (1015) para 6 
965  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1669 line 6 
966  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1671 line 1 to 21 
967  Exhibit B3.1.1 para 10.2 
968  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1733 line 18 onwards 



 155 

said that he was glad they had fixed him up yesterday and that Chauke remarked 

about the way Neil was walking because they had shocked his testicles. Mntonga 

said Chauke was the talkative type, not a reliable character, and not well 

disposed towards detainees.  Chauke responded to these allegations by denying 

any knowledge of them 969 

390 Ismail Momoniat alleged that while he was in detention at JVS during the same 

period as Aggett, Chauke remarked to him that they hit Aggett on his balls.970  

 

Treatment of detainees: 

391 Chauke conceded that sleep deprivation is a form of torture971 as well as forced 

exercise972 and admitted that some detainees were forced to confess973. 

However, he maintained that he had no knowledge of assault and torture inflicted 

on detainees at JVS and said he never given an instruction to assault a 

detainee.974  

 

SB Culture  

392 Chauke claimed, quite unconvincingly, that, if he had to, there would have been 

no issue or problem for him reporting to a higher authority that his white 

colleagues in the SB were assaulting detainees. He also claimed, that even as 
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black junior officer, he feared no pressure or intimidation from his superiors, in 

respect of the first inquest proceedings. 975   

393 He claimed to be unaware of the culture of the SB at the time, which meant that 

SB members did not spill the beans on each other. 976  Chauke did not find the 

SB culture at the time to be intimidating or oppressive. He had no fear of 

Cronwright, Whitehead, Van Schalkwyk, or anyone else.  He refused to concede 

that he was permitted into SB interrogation rooms because he was one of the 

more trusted black officers.977  

 

Meetings with Frank Dutton 

394 Chauke spoke to Frank Dutton in person978 on 4 November 2015 and 17 May 

2018 and Dutton said that Chauke told him that after his last interrogation on the 

day before his death Aggett was thoroughly downcast979 and that Whitehead was 

angry at Aggett for the complaint of assault against him.980 In anger Whitehead 

tore Aggett’s statement that he had been working on for weeks;981 and that 

Whitehead intended to resume Aggett’s interrogation later that night to get the 

truth out of him because his statement was all lies.982 Chauke responded by 

denying that he had said those things. He claimed that he told Dutton he had no 

information to give, but Dutton offered to compensate him for information. 

 
975  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1687 – 8.  
976  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1689 - 1690.  
977  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1690 – 1. 
978  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1724 line 25 
979  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1725 line 19 
980  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1726 line 11 and page 1727 line 18 
981  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1728 line 1 
982  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1729 line 3  



 157 

Counsel for the family put it to Chauke that he was fabricating a story and lying 

under oath.983    

 

Daniel Swanepoel984 
 
Career 

395 In 1982 Daniel Elardus Swanepoel (Swanepoel) was a member of the SB with 

the rank of Captain based in Benoni.  He was called in to assist with the 

interrogation of the Hogan detainees. As a young officer he went on a security 

course which focussed on banned organisations.985  

396 Swanepoel said he often handled informers.986 He claimed that intelligence 

gathering and investigation for purpose of building criminal cases was his 

forte.987 He testified that by 1982 he had accumulated 12 years’ experience in 

investigation and intelligence collection; and by the time he retired in 1997 that 

experience had accumulated to some 25 years?  He agreed that by 1982 he was 

a seasoned and experienced police officer, by the time he left the force was one 

of the most experienced members in investigations. 988   

Treatment of detainees 
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397 He claimed he used a soft approach in interrogation of detainees.989 His methods 

included: (1) threatening detainees with imprisonment; (2) making detainees 

stand for lengthy periods, (3) enforced exercises and (4) raising his voice.990  

398 He claimed that the JVS SB commanding officer, Cronwright, said there should 

be no assaults on detainees.991He confirmed that he and Venter interrogated 

Ismail Momoniat.992He also interrogated Cedric Mason and Firoz Cachalia.993  

399 His counsel, Ms Ramla, put to him paragraph 8 of Roelof Venter's affidavit 

describing the interrogation of Momoniat, which included threats of violence, 

insults, standing, exercises, tearing up & rewriting statements.994 Although 

present in this interrogation he claimed he did not use the methods described by 

Venter, but his own methods.995 Swanepoel admitted to making Momoniat stand 

for a long period, but denied his allegation that he slapped him.996 Momoniat said 

Swanepoel made him stand naked from the hip up. Swanepoel said he could not 

remember that but that it might have happened.997  

400 Swanepoel, claimed disingenuously, that if a detainee was assaulted in his 

presence he would report it to a senior officer.998 He claimed, also 

disingenuously, that he was not aware of any assaults taking place on the 10th 
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floor of JVS.999 He stated that he was only aware of insults, tearing of statements, 

slaps on the back of the head, forced exercises such as squatting and deprivation 

of sleep being inflicted on detainees.1000 He was asked whether he had 

knowledge of the use of electric shocks to extract information from detainees and 

he said he was aware of some officers who used it, but never in his presence. 

1001  

Interactions with Aggett 

401 He admitted that he was partnered with Visser on 30 January 1982 in the 

interrogation of Aggett.1002That morning Visser said they would interrogate 

Aggett about his union activities and possible involvement in the ANC.1003 Visser 

was the senior officer. Visser gave him a general briefing. Apart from this he had 

some knowledge given to him by informers but had no documents with him. 

1004Late in the day Aggett said he now wanted to tell the truth but did not indicate 

what he wanted to say. He and Visser left as it was the end of their shift. When 

asked by counsel what was the physical and mental condition of Aggett. He 

claimed that Aggett relaxed.  

402 Under cross examination by Adv Singh for the State, he claimed that he never 

seriously assaulted a detainee. When asked what a serious assault was he said 

this is when assault goes over to a level of violence resulting in injury.1005 He said 
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that as far as he can remember he never slapped a detainee.1006 He explained 

that if a detainee had no marks and he did not complain there was no need to 

refer him to a doctor.1007 He asked how in such circumstances would we know 

whether the person had been assaulted.1008 A mere complaint of assault by a 

member of the public would not cause a referral for a J88 if there were no visible 

injuries.1009 Although he found it difficult to accept that torture is a crime in a 

democratic South Africa, he did not subscribe to certain methods of 

interrogation.1010 Asked if he slapped a person 20 times and there was no serious 

injury if this would not be assault, he responded yes.1011  

403 Adv Singh read to him the common law definition of common assault and he 

agreed that even if there was no injury it could still be assault.1012 Swanepoel 

could not explain why during the 12 hours with Aggett he would not want to talk, 

and then suddenly as he and Visser were leaving Aggett, he wanted to talk at 

the end of the day. He claimed that he would like to believe it was because of 

how he and Visser treated him.1013 

404 Swanepoel claimed that the truth given by a detainee had to be measured 

against the information the SB had.1014 He said the detainee must make 

admissions in line with the intelligence the SB. 1015  
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405 Adv Singh asked Swanepoel whether he made detainees stand for periods of 

time and he agreed that he did for periods of one to one and a half hours. 1016 

Swanepoel could not explain why standing for long periods would help a person 

to tell the truth. All he can say was that it was "n kombinasie van druk…"1017  

406 Swanepoel stated thar he "would tell a person we had intelligence that showed 

he was not telling the truth; that it would be in his best interest to tell the truth; if 

he continued not to tell the truth we had other evidence on which he could be 

charged."1018 He did not regard this a threat.1019 Rather he was putting the 

detainee on his guard what could happen.1020 He stated thar he made some 

detainees run on the spot.1021 Swanepoel conceded that the statements he 

obtained from detainees were not made freely and voluntarily.1022 

407 Swanepoel agreed that he never admitted these acts of torture in the 1982 

Inquest and had denied any pressure in that inquest.1023 But remarkable he 

claimed that his 1982 evidence was correct as there was no physical torture.1024  

He even claimed that no pressure was placed on Aggett. 1025  He claimed that he 

did not follow the TRC process.1026 
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408 Adv Singh read extracts from Don Foster's book (exhibit FGK11 (2)). At P 84. 

Foster writes: "The methods were listed in the order of frequency. Beatings and 

general physical assaults including severe beatings with a range of implements. 

Kicking, pushing, slaps in the face. Heads knocked against the wall and other 

assaults."1027  Swanepoel agreed that some officers employed that kind of 

violence, but he did not know who they were.1028  

409 Swanepoel admitted he had no classified information with him on 30 January 

1982, as it was simply information he had got from his informers.1029 However, 

he claimed that any information he got from informers was classified.1030  

410 Swanepoel denied that on 29 January 1982 Cronwright sent him to tell Pitout that 

he would interrogate Aggett on Sunday 31 January 1982, and that Pitout said he 

had other plans for the Sunday; but he told Pitout that Aggett would not hold out 

that long.1031 Auret van Heerden, who was in Pitout’s office, gave this 

evidence.1032 Adv Singh put to Swanepoel that, contrary to his earlier claim, this 

meant he knew who he was going to interrogate over the weekend.1033  

Interrogation of Aggett 
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411 Swanepoel claimed that Aggett was relaxed.1034 Singh put it to him that in the 

1982 inquest Swanepoel he testified that it looked as though Aggett had not slept 

or had not been in in the cells on the morning of 30 January 1982 because his 

shirt was creased.  It looked as if he had slept in his shirt.1035 Swanepoel says he 

cannot remember saying this,1036 but he accepted that from the presence of 

Whitehead and de Bruyn that morning, that they must have been interrogating 

Aggett before him1037 and accepted that Aggett had not slept the previous 

night.1038  Swanepoel admitted that he had interrogated detainee Katala for more 

than 24 hours.1039 He admitted that sleep deprivation was in his repertoire of 

torture.1040  

412 Swanepoel stated that in the interrogation they wanted to know from Aggett about 

his trade union activities and his links to the ANC. Aggett told him he did not have 

anything further to say.1041 He claimed he had information that Aggett had links 

to SACTU and the ANC and the whole purpose of the Interrogation was to obtain 

his admission of that.1042  

413 Detainee Firoz Cachalia testified that Swanepoel oversaw his interrogation on 

an occasion at Benoni SAPS. 1043 Swanepoel was present during an assault on 

him and during the assault Swanepoel had helped hold him down.1044 Swanepoel 
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claimed he could not recall this.1045Singh read out paragraph 5.1 of exhibit B3.2.2 

in which Cachalia says Swanepoel assisted other interrogators hold him down to 

the floor while Prince squeezed his testicles. Swanepoel claimed that it was 

highly unlikely that he would do an act like that.1046 Singh read paragraph 5.3 in 

which Cachalia said that Swanepoel threatened him with electric shocks. 

Swanepoel claimed he could not remember.1047  

SB Culture 

414 Under cross examination by counsel for the family, Swanepoel declares that if 

he could do his time over in the SB, he would do nothing differently. He said he 

had no regrets about his role in the SB.1048 He claimed he acted strictly within 

the law and respected the human rights of detainees at all times, however he 

admitted that looking back his conduct is now seen as assaults, and the pressure 

he applied did violate the rights of detainees.1049 

415 Counsel referred Swanepoel to exhibits G711050 and G521051 in which senior 

police officers, including General Johann van der Merwe, Brigadier Jack Cronje 

and Colonel Roelof Venter, testified that the SB entered a realm of criminality, 

which included extra- judicial killings, false-flag bombings and coverups. 

Swanepoel claimed he could never agree with those activities and at that time 
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was not aware of such actions by the SB,1052 but he is now agreed that the SB 

conducted a reign of terror against its opponents.1053 He expressed regret that 

the SB engaged in murders, bombings and other crimes.1054 

416 Swanepoel disingenuously denied that there was a general SB culture or practice 

of covering for one’s colleagues. He claimed that if he knew of a serious crime 

by the SB, he would have reported it.1055 He agreed though that SB members 

were required to do everything within their ability to protect the country from 

communism and the ANC.1056 He disputed that Deetlefs could have been 

pressurised in the 1982 inquest. He felt no such pressure.1057 

417 Counsel for the family asked Swanepoel in his capacity as an experienced 

investigator, why the investigating officer saw fit to uplift a South African 

Communist Party (SACP) document from the SB files titled Inkululeko Freedom 

No.2, which contained a passage on the last page exhorting communists to 

commit suicide rather than betraying their comrades.1058  Swanepoel said that 

the document may have helped to prove the motivation behind Aggett’s suicide.  

It was put to Swanepoel that the same document had been put up by the SB in 

the first inquest into the death of the late Ahmed Timol, and relied upon by the 

Magistrate in his finding of suicide; but that in the reopened Timol Inquest in 2017 

it had been demonstrated that the “suicide passage” was a fabrication by the SB.  
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Counsel put it to him that the document appeared to be the “go-to” document for 

suicides and that it featured in both Timol and Aggett smacked of a cover-up.  

Swanepoel said he was unaware of the document but did not think there was a 

cover-up in the Aggett case. 1059 

418 Swanepoel admitted that some interrogators adopted the hard approach.1060 

Although he denied that the SB used the ‘good cop, bad cop’ approach. But then 

he claimed to be the “good cop” in this system.1061 He testified that he and Visser 

did not use the ‘good cop bad cop tactic on Neil Aggett.  He accepted that there 

could have been ‘bad cops’ dealing with Aggett the night before (29 January 

1982) when he was assaulted and tortured with electric shocks but claimed to be 

unaware of the torture.  He agreed he had no reason to dispute the truthfulness 

of Aggett’s complaints.1062  

Treatment of Aggett 

419 Swanepoel claimed, quite disingenuously that he had no idea that Aggett had 

been awake and under interrogation for some 44 hours by the time he 

commenced his interrogation. 1063   

420 On Swanepoel’s repeated claim that he was able to gain the trust of Aggett, 

counsel for the family put the following to him: 

MR VARNEY: But just as a matter of logic Mr Swanepoel, the detainee 
in question was treated like an animal the night before, he was 
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electrocuted. You might be aware that animals, livestock you know 
electric prods are used with them, so Dr Aggett was treated like an 
animal the night before. You are now aware of that, logically I put it to 
you that the prospects of gaining somebody's confidence and winning 
him over in those circumstances are not good, in fact they are probably 
close to zero. 

MR SWANEPOEL: I agree with that, M'Lord. 

MR VARNEY: So, then I want to put it you that, your claim in 1982 and 
before this Court that you had won over his trust and gained his 
confidence through your soft approach, cannot be correct. 1064 

421 It was put to Swanepoel that it was irresponsible of him not to be briefed before 

going into an interrogation. He claimed he was not briefed, and that Whitehead 

spoke only to Visser before the interrogation started on the morning of 30 

January 1982, and he did not know what was passed over to Visser.1065  

Venter Amnesty application 

422 Varney put it to Swanepoel that Roelof Venter, in his amnesty application, listed 

him as one of the officers involved in the Hogan investigation interrogations, and 

that serious assaults and degrading treatment had taken place in these 

interrogations. It was put to Swanepoel that Venter was saying that this was the 

practice for the Hogan interrogations, to which he responded by denying he was 

personally involved in such acts, but: “That could possibly have been, yes. I will 

not deny it.” 1066 

423  It was put to Swanepoel that at page 50 of Venter’s amnesty application he had 

set out the names of victims of such abuse and the names included Ismail 
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Momoniat and Neil Aggett.  He was reminded that he had interrogated both these 

detainees.1067 

Treatment of detainees 

424 Swanepoel claimed that he never ‘seriously assaulted’ detainees but when asked 

whether he assaulted detainees less seriously he claimed not to remember, but 

it could have happened.1068  Eventually he admitted he may very well have 

committed less serious assaults, like slapping the faces of detainees.1069 

425 Swanepoel professed no knowledge of the practices of keeping injured detainees 

away from inspectors, and not releasing detainees until their injuries had healed.  

He also professed ignorance of the practice of torture which did not leave visible 

injury.1070 Cases of forced prolonged standing leading to serious injury were put 

to Swanepoel Prema Naidoo, Auret van Heerden and Paul Langa.1071 

Swanepoel claimed he only made people stand for about one and a half hours. 

He admitted he might use this repeatedly and that this was abusive treatment.1072 

Swanepoel admitted that the physical exercise he forced detainees to do could 

constitute torture but claimed that what he imposed stopped short of torture1073 

Interrogation of Aggett 

 
1067  Oral testimony of DE Swanepoel, page 116, line 24, 2021 consolidated transcripts page 1987 
1068  Oral testimony of Swanepoel, page 118, lines 2 to 18, 2021 consolidated transcripts p 1989 
1069  Oral testimony of DE Swanepoel, page 119, lines 2 to 7 2021 consolidated transcripts p 1990 
1070  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1990 
1071  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1992 
1072  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1995 
1073  2021 transcripts page1999 
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426 Counsel put to Swanepoel the sleep deprivation suffered by Neil Aggett.1074. 

Swanepoel denied his 12-hour shift with Aggett was part of ensuring sleep 

deprivation. He did not know Aggett had been kept awake since Thursday 28 

February 1982.  In total this meant that Aggett was out of his cell and in the 

interrogation room for 65 hours before he was permitted to return.  Swanepoel’s 

response was, notwithstanding the proof in the Occurrence Book entries: “I 

cannot believe it”.  Swanepoel agreed that sleep deprivation was a cruel and 

useless form of interrogation and it was torture. He accepted that it was aimed at 

undermining the physical and mental health of detainees, disorienting them, and 

weakening their resistance to questions. 1075   

427 Counsel put it to Swanepoel that no less than 6 officers between Thursday 28 

January and Saturday 30 January claimed that they in fact had made 

breakthroughs with Doctor Aggett.  It was put to him that the evidence of the SB 

in this regard was not only ridiculous, it was comical.  Swanepoel claimed to be 

unaware of the other claims.1076   Counsel put it to him that the multiple claims of 

breakthroughs that Aggett was ready to betray his comrades was:  

“…in fact a cover-up that was concocted and agreed to and that is why 
it appears in so many places. Because after all, the police version was 
he committed suicide, because you know, he was so ashamed, following 
his betrayal of his comrades.” 1077 

 
1074  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1999 
1075  Oral testimony of DE Swanepoel, consolidated transcripts page 1999 – 2003.  See also Exhibit 

G69:  Ergün Cakal, Befogging reason, undermining will: Understanding sleep deprivation as 
torture and other ill-treatment in international law.   

1076  Oral testimony of DE Swanepoel, 2021 consolidated transcripts pages 2013 - 2016 
1077  Oral testimony of DE Swanepoel consolidated transcripts page 2016 
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428 Swanepoel did not agree that the multiple claims were a cover-up of the real facts 

behind Aggett’s death.1078  Swanepoel had no adequate answer when the 

following was put to him in relation to the step of arriving at a 12 hours 

interrogation session not even knowing who the suspect was: 

MR VARNEY: Because that is just simply hard to believe that you are 
involved in a sensitive investigation. You are asked to spend 12 hours 
with a detainee, a suspect and you pitch up at John Vorster Square 
utterly clueless. You simply do not know what you are going to be doing 
that day. You do not even know who you are going to be talking to. Is 
that... Must we take that evidence seriously, Mr Swanepoel? 1079 

429 Counsel put it to Swanepoel the monumental incompetence1080 of him 

conducting the 30 January 1982 interrogation without having been briefed at all 

and not ascertaining if he had made a previous statement. It becomes apparent 

Swanepoel had never seen and did not even know of Aggett's statement to 

Naude as the time of his evidence on 11 February 2021.1081 Swanepoel 

eventually admitted that he had no intelligence contradicting Aggett's explanation 

why he would not work with the ANC,1082 notwithstanding his claims that they 

were using intelligence of Aggett's connections to SACTU and the ANC.1083  

430 Swanepoel also admitted that he could not dispute Aggett’s explanation as to 

why he did not get involved with the ANC?  It was then put to Swanepoel that 

getting to the truth was not the aim, but simply to break him for purposes of a 

confession: 

MR VARNEY: Yes. So, you have to agree with me that you blundered in 
not inquiring about any earlier statements and the contents of the 

 
1078  Oral testimony of DE Swanepoel, page 7, line 3, 2021 consolidated transcripts page 2016 
1079  Oral testimony of DE Swanepoel consolidated transcripts page 2021 
1080  See also 2021 consolidated transcripts page 2036 - 2038 
1081  Oral testimony of DE Swanepoel, page 17, line 3, 2021 consolidated transcripts page 2026 
1082  Oral testimony of DE Swanepoel, 2021 consolidated transcripts page 2028 
1083  Oral testimony of DE Swanepoel, page 34, lines 11 to 19, 2021 consolidated transcripts p 2043 
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statements as they are related to his connection to these banned 
organisations. 

MR SWANEPOEL: At this stage I do see that it would possibly be a 
...[indistinct] on my side. 

MR VARNEY: Yes. Well perhaps, actually it was not your fault, Mr 
Swanepoel. Because that in fact was not the idea behind this long 
...[indistinct] interrogations. It was not in fact to engage in the scientific 
and methodical extraction of information. The main aim was to 
...[indistinct] to simply harass Doctor Aggett and keep him awake and 
break down his resistance to confess ...[indistinct]. 

MR SWANEPOEL: ...[indistinct] M'Lord when I was involved with him, 
we treated him well. 1084 

431 Swanepoel conceded that he never asked Whitehead or Visser how long Aggett 

had been awake and under interrogation; and never enquired this from Aggett 

himself.  It was put to him that this demonstrated that he was contemptuous of 

Agget’s rights.  Swanepoel unconvincing answer was that he disagreed. 1085   

432 It was put to Swanepoel that the reason he could not put up his intelligence 

before the 1982 Court and the reason he has no recollection of the contents of 

his files is because such intelligence never existed in the first place.  It was a 

fabrication. 1086  Swanepoel denied this but eventually conceded that he did not 

have any intelligence linking Aggett to SACTU or the ANC1087 and testified that 

he ultimately wanted a confession of Aggett's involvement with SACTU and the 

ANC.1088 

433 It was put to Swanepoel that:  

 
1084  Oral testimony of DE Swanepoel, 2021 consolidated transcripts page 2030 - 2031 
1085  Oral testimony of DE Swanepoel, 2021 consolidated transcripts page 2035 
1086  Oral testimony of DE Swanepoel, 2021 consolidated transcripts page 2049 
1087  Oral testimony of DE Swanepoel, page 50, lines 2 to 7, 2021 consolidated transcripts p 2059 
1088  Oral testimony of DE Swanepoel, page 65, line 10, 2021 consolidated transcripts page 2074 
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433.1 the supposedly sensitive information Aggett gave betraying his 

comrades resulted in no action being taken against them,  

433.2 that Deetlefs had told Whitehead and Cronwright that Aggett was a 

suicide risk, but no steps were taken to protect Aggett’s life – and 

433.3 then Deetlefs was instructed by Whitehead not to disclose this to the first 

inquest court, 

that none of this “added up”, to which Swanepoel responded: “I do agree 

M’Lord”. 1089   

434 It emerged that Swanepoel was never given sight of the Close Comrades list that 

reflected that Aggett was in a perfectly legal category (above ground reference 

group) and who was not even aware of the Hogan’s ANC status.  Swanepoel 

agreed that this was crucial information for the investigation, which could have 

changed the course of it, had he known.  He agreed that it was monumentally 

incompetent of the SB to withhold it from him.  It was put to him that this was 

probably by design since all his superiors wanted him to do was to help break 

Aggett to extract a confession.  His response was “It could possibly be…”. He 

agreed that he possibly was a cog in the machine aimed at breaking Aggett. 1090  

435 Ismail Momoniat's statement at paragraph 49 was put to Swanepoel that he and 

Venter tried to get him to change his statement to the district surgeon that they 

 
1089  Oral testimony of DE Swanepoel, 2021 consolidated transcripts page 2051 - 2055 
1090  Oral testimony of DE Swanepoel, 2021 consolidated transcripts page 2063 – 2066 and 2079 
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had assaulted him. Swanepoel claimed he could not recall said disingenuously 

that it is highly unlikely it was him.1091 

436 The various forms of torture employed by the SB were put to Swanepoel and he 

disingenuously stated that he was not aware of such torture or was aware (such 

as in respect of electric shocks) that other interrogators used them, but not 

himself. It was put to him that he had engaged in a cover-up before the first 

inquest court and he was persisting with that cover-up by misleading the 

reopened inquest court.  He denied this1092 claiming, incredulously, that he had 

been open and honest.1093 

 

Former SAP 
 

437 The evidence of former SAP officers (who were not members of the SB), who 

were called by the State to testify in the Reopened Inquest is considered in this 

section. 

 

Aletta Gertruida Visser (formerly Blom)1094 

438 In 1982 Aletta Gertruida Visser (formerly Blom) (Visser) was a Detective 

Sergeant stationed at JVS with the SAP Detective Branch.1095 She had about 5 

years’ experience as detective by the time of the Aggett case.1096 

 
1091  Oral testimony of DE Swanepoel, page 66, line 24, 2021 consolidated transcripts page 2075 
1092  Oral testimony of DE Swanepoel, page 73, line 13, 2021 consolidated transcripts page 2082 
1093  Oral testimony of DE Swanepoel, page 74, line 4, 2021 consolidated transcripts page 2083  
1094  1982 transcript at A2.5, p452 – 500 and A3.2, p 772 – 772 and A3.4, p 808 – 837; 1982 

affidavit at B8.50 and B8.71; personnel  file at G61; 2021 consolidated transcripts 422 – 569; 
no affidavit in 2021. She testified on 22 January 2021. 

1095  Oral testimony of AG Visser on 22 February 2021, page 13, lines 6 to 22, 2021 consolidated 
transcripts page 423. 

1096  Oral testimony of AG Visser on 22 February 2021, page 19, lines 10 to 12, 2021 consolidated 
transcripts page 429.  
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439 Visser claimed that she was only permitted to investigate a person of equal or 

lower rank than herself.1097 The Aggett docket was allocated to her on 4 February 

1982, exactly 4 weeks after the original assault complained of.1098 She was 

allocated the docket at the morning parade that day.1099  

440 Visser indicated that her procedure was to first get the complainant’s statement 

and then continue the investigation.1100 She phoned Major Cronwright to find out 

where Aggett was.1101 He told her Aggett was currently with them in an office on 

the 10th Floor and she should come there.1102  

441 Visser could not remember whether Aggett was her first political detainee case, 

but she was investigating cases of several detainees.1103 The 1982 Inquest 

record discloses that she took complaints from other detainees, including 

Momoniat, Nanabhai and Ngwenya. 1104 

442 It seemed correct to her that she would first contact Cronwright as branch 

commander of the SB.1105 She always spoke to Cronwright first in all her 

 
1097  Oral testimony of AG Visser on 22 February 2021, page 127, lines 7 to 9, 2021 consolidated 

transcripts page 437. 
1098  Oral testimony of AG Visser on 22 February 2021, page 31, line 20 to page 32 line 14, 2021 

consolidated transcripts page 441 to 442. 
1099  Oral testimony of AG Visser on 22 February 2021, page 33, line 24 to page 34, line 3; 2021 

consolidated transcripts page 443 to 444. 
1100  Oral testimony of AG Visser on 22 February 2021, page 36, line 2; 2021 consolidated 

transcripts page 446. 
1101  Oral testimony of AG Visser on 22 February 2021, page 37, line 4; 2021consolidated 

transcripts page 447. 
1102  Oral testimony of AG Visser on 22 February 2021, page 37, line 23; 2021 consolidated 

transcripts page 447. 
1103  Oral testimony of AG Visser on 22 February 2021, page 39, lines 4 to 25; 2021 consolidated 

transcripts page 449. 
1104  Complaint of assault by Momoniat to Blom at B3.3.2; Complaint of assault by Nanabhai to 

Blom at B3.3.4; Complaint of assault by Aggett at B3.4.1; Handwritten complaint of assault by 
Ngwenya at G62.1; Typed complaint of assault by Ngwenya at G62.2 

1105  Oral testimony of AG Visser on 22 February 2021, page 41, lines 13 to 20; 2021 consolidated 
transcripts page 451. 
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cases.1106 She cannot recall if this was the first time she went to the 10th floor as 

there were a series of cases she was dealing with.1107 She told Cronwright she 

was there to see Aggett in connection with a claim of assault. 1108 She claimed 

that Cronwright did not ask her, and she did not tell him who was implicated.1109 

She claimed to be ignorant of the work of the SB.1110  

443 Cronwright took her to the office where Aggett was and she was left alone with 

him.1111  She could not remember whether Aggett was unwilling or eager to make 

a statement, but he did make a statement.1112 Visser completed Aggett's 

statement by 10:45am.1113 Adv Singh put it to her that if Aggett had not wanted 

to make a statement she would have told the 1982 court that. Visser agreed that 

Aggett wanted to make a statement.1114  

444 Visser professed ignorance of the five SB detainees who had died at JVS during 

her employment there.1115  State prosecutor, Adv Singh, put to her exhibit E being 

her 1982 statement and referred her to exhibit B8.55 being Aggett's statement to 

her. She confirmed that she regarded Aggett’s complaint as a serious matter.  

After taking the statement she walked to Cronwright and told him she was 

finished and that she arranged for Aggett to be taken to a district surgeon, but 

that could only happen the next day as Cronwright said they were busy with 

 
1106  Oral testimony of AG Visser, page 46, lines 6 to 16; 2021 consolidated transcripts page 456 
1107  Oral testimony of AG Visser, page 53, line 10; 2021 consolidated transcripts page 463 
1108  Oral testimony of AG Visser, page 59, line 10; 2021 consolidated transcripts page 469 
1109  Oral testimony of AG Visser, page 62, lines 12 to 19; 2021 consolidated transcripts page 472 
1110  Oral testimony of AG Visser, page 65, lines 19 and 20; 2021 consolidated transcripts page 

475 
1111  Oral testimony of AG Visser, page 73, lines 18; 2021 consolidated transcripts page 483 
1112  Oral testimony of AG Visser, pages 81, line 25 to page 82, line 2; 2021 consolidated 

transcripts pages 491 and 492 
1113  Oral testimony of AG Visser, page 67, line 11; 2021 consolidated transcripts page 477 
1114  Oral testimony of AG Visser, page 82, lines 6 to 22; 2021 consolidated transcripts page 492. 
1115  Oral testimony of AG Visser, page 6, lines 18 to 22; 2021 consolidated transcripts page 511 
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Aggett.1116 Visser then withdrew her statement that she had made arrangements 

for Aggett to see a district surgeon: 

No arrangements were made. No, arrangements were made. Sorry. I am 
withdrawing what I said. With Aggett's investigation, my hands were tied, 
I could not do anything further. 1117  

445 Visser claimed that she to hand over her investigation to her branch commander 

as the investigation had implicated a person senior than herself.  That is where 

the matter ended for her.1118  

446 Counsel for the family, Adv Varney, put it to Visser that when a when a detainee 

alleges assault, he should be examined by a doctor and it is not his decision as 

to whether he gets examined or not, correct?  She agreed but noted that this did 

not happen because the Security Branch was busy with Aggett. Visser conceded 

that there was no reference in the 1982 record to her recommending to her 

superior (Col Ferreira) that Aggett see a district surgeon.  She accepted that 

Aggett’s complaint that he had been given electric shocks. 1119 

447 Visser maintained that simply completing the statement and handing it to her 

officer commander was sufficient protection for Dr Aggett, in circumstances 

where he was left in the custody of the very people he had accused of assaulting 

him, and where she believed that the assaults had taken place.  Visser 

responded that she felt that Colonel Cronwright was the person in charge and 

 
1116  Oral testimony of AG Visser on 22 February 2021, page 11, lines 14 to 22; 2021consolidated 

transcripts page 516 
1117   Ibid 
1118  Oral testimony of AG Visser on 22 February 2021, page 12, line11 to page 12, line 14; 2021 

consolidated transcripts page 517 to 518 
1119  Oral testimony of AG Visser, page 67, line 11; 2021 consolidated transcripts page 537 - 540. 
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who had to take the necessary decisions.  Varney put it to Visser that it was a 

dereliction of duty not to recommend to Cronwright and her commanding officer, 

Colonel Ferreira, that the persons implicated in the assault of Aggett be 

immediately removed from his interrogation.1120  

448 Adv Varney put it to Visser that instead of interviewing Aggett on 10th floor, where 

the SB were present and where the assaults had taken place, she should have 

taken his statement at the cell block consulting rooms on the 2nd or 3rd floors, 

which were routinely used by inspectors of detainees and magistrates. Visser 

claimed, unconvincingly, not to know of those consulting rooms, and indeed not 

even to know of the 2nd and 3rd floor cells.1121  

449 Visser claimed that she thought Aggett was the only one to complain of 

electrocution.1122 However, the case of Jabu Ngwenya was put to her, as in fact 

he made a report of electrocution to her. She did not remember discussing 

electric torture with him.1123 Visser admitted that she took a statement from 

Shirish Nanabhai who alleged electric shock torture.1124 She admitted to not 

knowing of any further investigations of electric shock torture beyond the 

statements of the detainees.1125  

450 It was put to Visser that she did not take any steps to locate the alleged electric 

torture device in the Nanabhai case, or indeed in any other case, as investigators 

 
1120  Oral testimony of AG Visser, page 36, line 21; 2021 consolidated transcripts page 541 
1121  Oral testimony of AG Visser, page 38, lines 5 to 20; 2021 consolidated transcripts page 543 
1122  Oral testimony of AG Visser, page 42, lines 15 to 20; 2021 consolidated transcripts page 547 
1123  Oral testimony of AG Visser, page 43, lines 3 to 21; 2021 consolidated transcripts page 548 
1124  Oral testimony of AG Visser, page 44, line 7; 2021 consolidated transcripts page 549 
1125  Oral testimony of AG Visser, page 44, line 21 to page 46, line 25; 2021 consolidated 

transcripts page 549 to 551 
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would normally do.  She responded: “Yes, I did not take any further steps. I 

cannot remember”. Visser admitted that she had never heard of any search for 

electric shock equipment ever taking place at JVS.  She ultimately agreed that 

there were no serious investigations into multiple allegations of electric shock 

treatment at JVS. 1126 

451 Visser agreed with the family counsel that the 15-day delay between Aggett's 

report to the Magistrate and the docket landing on her desk on 4 February 1982 

constituted gross negligence, indeed abuse:  

MR VARNEY: …..I wish to put the following to you, that what transpired, 
what you have set out in EXHIBIT 8.71 reflects on the part of the 
authorities, no sense of urgency, and in fact would you agree that taking 
15 days from a complaint made to a magistrate to the point where an 
investigator is assigned, constitutes at best gross neglect? 

MRS VISSER: I agree there is. 

MR VARNEY: In fact, one might even go further because it would appear 
that on the 19t h of January 1982 the authorities were aware of a 
vulnerable man in detention in distress. It is not just gross neglect, it 
constitutes abuse, it constitutes contempt for the welfare of that 
detainee, a complete and utter lack of compassion and care, would you 
agree? 

MRS VISSER: Yes, it gives such an impression, yes. 1127 

452 Visser accepted that since she used the office of SB interrogator WO K J de 

Bruyn, even though he vacated the room, he knew that Aggett was making a 

complaint. 

 
1126  Oral testimony of AG Visser, page 38, lines 5 to 20; 2021 consolidated transcripts page 549 – 

551.  
1127  Oral testimony of AG Visser, page 52, line 13 to page 53, line 2; 2021 consolidated transcripts 

p 557 to 558 
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453 Varney then put the version of Whitehead as to what transpired after she had 

completed her statement, as set out in the 1982 Inquest record: 

MR VARNEY: And then if we can turn to Lieutenant Whitehead himself, 
the evidence he gave, M'Lord that is at pages 2240 to 2241 [1982 
transcript]. He says that he left the room when Blom arrived, ….  He then 
said he remained in the corridors as well as the tearoom. Whitehead said 
he remained in the corridor and the tearoom while the interview 
proceeded. 

….. 

MR VARNEY: ….Mr Bizos asked him whether you had spoken to him 
when you were done with your statement with Dr Aggett, and you replied 
yes you did, and you found him in the tearoom. 

…. 

MR VARNEY: Yes, do you accept that or deny that? 

MRS VISSER: I deny, I never had anything to do with Whitehead in my 
life. 

MR VARNEY: … [Whitehead] then alleges that Blom came to tell him 
that there were allegations of assault against him, and that you were 
seeking an explanation from him. 

…... 

MR VARNEY: According to Whitehead he asked what the allegations 
were, and you told him what they were, and he said he would give an 
explanation. 

MRS VISSER: I deny that. 

MR VARNEY: Then according to Lieutenant Whitehead, when he was 
asked his reaction to what you told him, he said he was shocked 
because he and Dr Aggett have a very good relationship. 

…… 

MR VARNEY: Lieutenant Whitehead then goes further; he says he 
walked back into the office where Aggett was.  De Bruyn was already 
there, and he said to Dr Aggett is this how you treat people who have 
been good to you so far. 

MRS VISSER: What can I say, it is a lie. 1128 

 
1128  Oral testimony of AG Visser, page 38, lines 5 to 20; 2021 consolidated transcripts page 561 – 

563.  
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454 Counsel then put it to her that her conduct in informing Whitehead at that stage 

was not only improper but to defeating the ends of justice, which denied:1129  

MR VARNEY: Well Mrs Visser, I want to put the following to you, and 
this is from an affidavit on our private investigator Frank Dutton, who 
worked on behalf of the family ….  

"… The conduct of Blom in almost immediately informing the suspect 
before she was ready to take a warning statement is questionable to say 
the least."  …. "It leads me to the conclusion that she did so in order to 
tipoff the suspects at the earliest possible moment." 

MRS VISSER: What I would get for that? What would I gain doing that, 
to jeopardise my case ...? 

MR VARNEY: Well I suppose I need to put it to you Mrs Visser, that in 
the circumstances you were not serious about this investigation and you 
were happy for this case to be jeopardised. 

MRS VISSER: I deny that. 

MR VARNEY: Let me just conclude with what Mr Dutton will attest. 
Presumably, this was done in order to permit them, this being, them 
being security branch, time to deal with the situation before the normal 
procedures were followed. 

MRS VISSER: I was not involved in Aggett's investigation, and I did not 
need any delaying tactics to hand over the docket to the person who was 
the correct rank to deal with Whitehead and the others could handle the 
case. 

MR VARNEY: Mrs Visser, we will be submitting that on the balance of 
probabilities, following the interview with Dr Aggett, you did in fact inform 
other members of the security branch, including Lieutenant Whitehead, 
about the allegations against you, and that such conduct was grossly 
improper and amounted to conduct defeating the ends of justice. Your 
response? 

MRS VISSER: I deny that. ….1130 

It was then put to her that as a result of aforesaid conduct the writing was on the 

wall for Aggett and his “life became hell”: 

MR VARNEY: And in fact, we will submit Mrs Visser, that in that context 
in some respects the writing was on the wall for Dr Aggett, because now 
the interrogators, the very people who had been tormenting him were 
aware of his complaint almost immediately before he could be protected, 

 
1129  Oral testimony of AG Visser on 22 February 2021, page 61, lines 6 to 16; 2021 consolidated 

transcripts page 468 
1130  Oral testimony of AG Visser, page 38, lines 5 to 20; 2021 consolidated transcripts page 564 – 

565.  



 181 

and it is no coincidence that his life thereafter became even worse. It 
became hell.  

MRS VISSER: What I can say is that what made them to know about the 
case is because they were involved in the case. I did not inform them.1131 

455 Visser agreed that the conduct of Aggett in allegedly taking his life within 15 hours 

of making his statement to you was odd and strange, given that he was seeking 

a reckoning in making a detailed complaint: 

MR VARNEY: Now Mrs Visser, Dr Neil Aggett died within 15 hours of 
making this statement to you. Will you agree that it is a detailed 
statement? He names the perpetrators involved in the assault and that 
it is a kind of statement made by a smart medical doctor who in fact 
wishes to see justice done. He wanted a reckoning. Do you agree? 

MRS VISSER: I do agree. 

MR VARNEY: And do you also agree that it, in those circumstances, 
given 10 that he had made a detailed statement and given who he is, 
that him allegedly committing suicide some 15 hours later, after making 
a detailed statement in which it is clear the wishes a reckoning, is most 
strange and most odd? 

MRS VISSER: I was very shocked the next morning when I was informed 
that Aggett is deceased. 

MR VARNEY: So, you are agreeing that the suicide in those 
circumstances, within hours of making a detailed statement in which he 
wants a reckoning, is just very odd and very strange? 

MRS VISSER: I agree. 1132 

 
 

John Edward Lloyd1133 

456 John Edward Lloyd (Lloyd) joined the police force on 2 January 19791134 and left 

the force voluntarily at the end of January 1982 at the rank of constable.1135 He 

began service at JVS SB on 1 December 1981.1136  

 
1131  Oral testimony of AG Visser, page 38, lines 5 to 20; 2021 consolidated transcripts page 565.  
1132  Oral testimony of AG Visser, page 38, lines 5 to 20; 2021 consolidated transcripts page 565.  
1133  1982 transcripts at A1.1.1; 1982 affidavit at B8.2; 2021 consolidated transcript at page 1436 

to 1495. He did not submit an affidavit in 2021. He testified on 4 February 2021 
1134  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1436 line 22 
1135  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1437 line 6 
1136  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1437 line 22 
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457 Lloyd came to work at JVS temporarily for a month from Diepkloof.1137 His duties 

were to accept parcels from the families and friends of detainees, document the 

receipt of the parcels in a register and hand it over to the investigating officers.1138 

He occupied an office on the 10th floor. He recalls that he worked with another 

officer named Zeelie, whose rank he cannot remember.1139  Parcels for detainees 

were received by 2 officers in a designated area on the ground floor of JVS.1140  

458 On 4 December 1981 he took receipt of a parcel, including a multi coloured 

cloth1141 for Aggett from S Kaplan at JVS.1142  He does not know what happened 

to the parcel once it was received and it was kept in the office he shared with 

Zeelie on the 10th floor.1143 Aggett received it on 11 December 1981.1144 

459 At the time Lloyd did not consider the cloth (kikoi) to be a dangerous item that 

Aggett could have used to harm himself. The food items were wrapped in the 

cloth and the whole parcel was delivered to Aggett. With hindsight he accepts it 

was a dangerous item1145 given its size of approximately 160cm x 100cm.1146  

460 He testified further that it was routine practice to remove dangerous items like 

detainee shoelaces1147 and that cells were visited by officers regularly.1148 

 
1137  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1448 line 8  
1138  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1449 line 5 
1139  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1450 line 1; exhibit A1.1.1 page 9 line20 
1140  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1451 line 10  
1141  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1454 line 6; Exhibit B8.10 
1142  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1456 line 2 
1143  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1456 line 23 
1144  Exhibit B8.10; 2021 consolidated transcripts page 1456 line 17 
1145  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1493 line 14 
1146  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1494 line 4 
1147  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1443 line 21 and page 1479 line 1 
1148  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1444 line 10 
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461 Lloyd was shown exhibit B8.25, the inventory of items found in Aggetts cell at the 

time of his death, which included cigarettes, plastic bags, matches, numerous 

pieces of clothing, books and food items such as sweets and a meal of mince 

and rice.1149 He commented that this was strange and that those items would not 

ordinarily be allowed in cells.1150 He agreed with the description of Constable Joe 

Nyampule who said that it sounded like a “5-star hotel.”1151  

462 Lloyd further testified that the contents allowed in Aggetts cell were in direct 

contraction to the conditions of detention set by the Commissioner of Police.1152 

Lloyd was made aware of exhibit G111 and G11.2, being a circular for the 

treatment of detainees in security detention dated March 1978. He said that if the 

inventory of items were a true account of what Aggett had in his cell during his 

time at JVS, the circular was ignored in his case. 1153 

463 It was put to Lloyd that the alleged contents of the cell at the time of Aggett’s 

death contrasted sharply with the description of other detainee cells.  Frank 

Chikane, Ismail Momoniat, Parmananthan Naidoo and Maurice Smithers testified 

that their cells only contained a sleeping mat, bible, and blanket and that their 

shoelaces and belts were removed. 1154  Their towels used for bathing were not 

kept in the cell but in the detainee property room on the same floor.1155  

 

 
1149  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1465 line 18 onwards 
1150  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1473 
1151  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1480 line 8  
1152  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1474 line 4 
1153  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1481 line 6 to page 1485 line 7 
1154  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1485 line 24 to page 1487 line 13 
1155  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1485 line 8 
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Daniel Hendrik Zeelie1156 

464 Constable Daniel Hendrik Zeelie (Zeelie) joined the SAP in 19761157 and was 

seconded to Sandton police station SB in 1982 and thereafter was transferred to 

the video unit which was a new unit and placed in Soweto.1158  

465 He was seconded to the SB at JVS around October 19821159 by his commanding 

officer for an undetermined period and reported to SB a day after being informed 

by his commanding officer.1160 On the day he arrived at JVS he reported to Major 

Cronwright.1161  Zeelie signed an oath of secrecy when he started at JVS SB 

where he undertook an oath to not inform anyone, including family members, 

what the investigations were about.1162  

466 His duties at JVS did not involve interaction with detainees but were mainly 

administrative, such as keeping ledgers and files and work assigned by the 

investigators.1163 He only interacted with detainees when taking or removing 

parcels from them.1164 People brought parcels for detainees and came to an 

office in the basement of JVS near the lifts and two officers would be stationed 

in this office to receive the parcels.1165 

 
1156  1982 transcripts at A1.1.2; 1982 affidavit at B8.9; 2021 consolidated transcript at page 1499 

to 1598. He did not submit an affidavit in 2021. He testified on 5 February 2021 
1157  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1508 line 3 
1158  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1518 line 11 to 25 
1159  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1519 line 16 
1160  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1513 to 1514. 
1161  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1515  
1162  2021 consolidated transcripts page1516 line 4 

1163  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1517 line 8 
1164  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1517 line 16 
1165  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1520 line 12 
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467 The personnel at this basement office would call up to Constable Zeelie, Lloyd 

or Richards in the charge office to say a parcel was received and either one of 

them would collect the parcel from the basement and would go through the 

contents. Anything that was not allowed to the detainee was given back to the 

person who brought it.1166  If there was an item they were not sure about they 

asked Capt. Carel Petrus Frederick van Rensburg, who was a member of the 

Security Branch, and he would make a final decision.1167 Details of parcels 

received were documented in a register.1168 Zeelie was the senior officer to 

Officers Richards and Lloyd 1169 and reported to Capt. Van Rensburg. 1170 

468 Zeelie would take parcels to the detainees wherever they were held, such as at 

other police stations and the second-floor cells at JVS.1171  

469 He testified that it was normal procedure to remove belts, shoelaces and anything 

a detainee could use to harm himself1172 or others.1173 

470 Parcels received were closely inspected for letters, notes, sharp objects, nail file 

and blades.1174 Matches and cigarettes brought for detainees were taken to W/O 

Macpherson and if a detainee wanted to smoke Macpherson would give them 

matches during exercise time. Cigarettes were allowed in the cell but not 

 
1166  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1520 line 17 
1167  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1520 line 24 
1168  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1522 line 11  
1169  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1519 line 20 
1170  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1519 line 23 
1171  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1517 line 24 
1172  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1510 line 13 
1173  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1511 line 4 
1174  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1524 line 19 
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matches.1175 W/O Macpherson was in charge of the detainees and had an office 

on the second floor,1176 where he kept the detainees’ possessions.1177 

471 In his experience, no beverages, cold-drinks, or matches and clothing were 

allowed in the cells.1178 There was a property register to account for detainee 

belongings and the register indicated when items were given to and taken from 

a detainee.1179  Zeelie testified that this procedure for detainee belongings, and 

what they could and could not have in their cells, was taught across the board to 

officers irrespective of whether they worked in the uniform branch or the SB.1180 

472 On 4 December 1981, Neil Aggett’s parcel from S Kaplan was received by 

Constable Lloyd and Zeelie and Richards were in the charge office at JVS.1181  

At the time Aggett was being held at Pretoria prison and Zeelie went there on the 

same day to deliver Aggett’s parcel to him. However, at Pretoria prison he was 

told that detainees were not allowed parcels, so Zeelie returned to JVS with the 

parcel and kept it in his office until Aggett was transferred to JVS on 11 December 

1982.1182  

473 On 11 December 1982, Zeelie went to the cells to give the parcel to Aggett. This 

was the only occasion he visited the cell block at JVS.1183 Macpherson did not 

 
1175  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1525 line 25 to page 1526 line 6 
1176  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1526 line 10  
1177  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1526 line 19 to 1527 line 2  
1178  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1512 line 6 
1179  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1511 line 16; the schedule of returned articles signed by 

Aggett are attached as Exhibits B8.11, B8.15 and B8.17 
1180  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1512 line 16 to 1513 line 7. 
1181  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1519 line3  
1182  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1530 line 1  
1183  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1527 line 10 
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check the parcel when Zeelie brought it for Aggett at the cells. Zeelie indicated 

that this could have been because he trusted his judgment.1184  Zeelie went to 

Aggett’s cell and gave him the parcel, which he signed for.1185 Aggett was alone 

in his cell at the time and Zeelie did not observe anything specific therein.1186  

474 Zeelie could not recall what items were handed to Aggett, but thinks there were 

raisins and sweets but no perishables.1187 Zeelie confirmed that he would have 

given a cloth to a detainee if it looked like a tablecloth, which the Kikoi did, so 

they gave it to Aggett.1188 At that point he did not think Aggett could use a 

tablecloth to harm himself.1189 If they believed that it was a dangerous item 

Macpherson would have removed it from Aggett’s cell.1190 Also, even though the 

cloth was given to Aggett without Capt. van Rensburg’s permission, he would 

read all the receipts of items given to the detainees so would have been aware. 

1191  

475 Zeelie was made aware of Exhibit B 8.25 being the inventory of the contents of 

Aggett’s cell at the time of his death. Zeelie laughed when he heard what the list 

comprised and commented that he had never come across a detainee who was 

permitted to keep all his items and clothing in his cell. This did not make sense 

 
1184  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1527 line 17  
1185  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1527 line 14  
1186  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1527 23 to 1528 line 8  
1187  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1531 line 12 
1188  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1540 line 1  
1189  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1540 line 18  
1190  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1586 line 1 to line 22 
1191  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1556 line 3  
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to him.1192 He commented that Macpherson would remove clothing and items 

until it was needed by the detainee.1193   

476 Zeelie agreed with the assertion made by Joe Nyampule that the inventory of 

Aggett’s cell post his death sounded like he was living in a ‘5-star hotel,’1194 

commenting, "yeah I concur. Yeah, it is unbelievable for me. I could not believe 

it when the prosecutor told me about that. It is not just right a prisoner to have so 

many items of clothing and other stuff in his cell. It does not sound right. It does 

not sound right."1195 

477 Zeelie testified that detainees was not allowed to have ties in their cells and was 

shocked to find out that the inventory drawn up by Capt. Victor showed that 

Aggett had a tie in his cell.1196 He was further shocked to discover that there was 

no receipt for the tie: 

"MR ZEELEY: Oh my word. Yeah, sir. Well, then anybody 
could have given him the tie. Maybe ask the investigating 
officer if he did not borrow him or lend him a tie? 

MR VARNEY: But for what possible purpose could a detainee 
want a tie in security detention? 

MR ZEELEY: I do not know. Maybe-. Did he not, at some 
stage, have to go to court or something like that? 

MR VARNEY: No. …. 

MR ZEELEY: Oh my word. Then, sir, I must, I do not know. I 
do not what to tell you, sir." 1197 

 
1192  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1545 line 19 to 1546 line 23 
1193  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1542 line 2  
1194  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1569 line 1  
1195  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1569 line 5 to 9 
1196  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1571 line 16 
1197  2021 consolidated transcripts 1572 line 16 to 25 
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478 After being shown the circular for the handling of detainees (exhibit G11), Zeelie 

said that it seemed the section relating to items which can be used for suicides 

(page 3, section b of Exhibit G11) was ignored in relation to Aggett. 1198 

479 Zeelie agreed with the testimony of Joe Nyampule who said that detainees were 

given items they needed, such as towel for bathing, and only at shower time, 

after which they were locked up again in the control room.1199   

480 Zeelie also agreed with Joe Nyampule’s evidence that cells were inspected 

regularly.1200  With the benefit of hindsight he agreed that the cloth was a 

dangerous item that should never have been allowed in Aggett’s cell.1201    

481 Zeelie testified that in the circumstances, all of Aggett’s items may have been 

used to dress up the cell to create the impression that he was treated well.1202 

He said that sometimes detainees were given certain privileges, such as extra 

items in the cells, but to his understanding, privileges did not include contraband 

items.1203 

 

Other witnesses  

482 The evidence of other witnesses who were called by the State to testify in the 

Reopened Inquest is considered in this section. 

 

 
1198  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1565 line 10  
1199  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1566 line 23  
1200  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1567 line 17 to page 1568 line 19 
1201  2021 consolidated transcripts page 1567-line page 1597 line 8 
1202 2021 consolidated transcripts page 1573 line 13 to line 20 
1203 2021 consolidated transcripts page 1595 line 13  
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Jan Theron1204 

483 Jan Pierre Theron (Theron) was the general secretary of the Food and Canning 

Workers Union and the African Food and Canning Workers, which was the trade 

union that Aggett worked for until his death.1205 He and Aggett were good friends. 

Theron testified to Aggett's character. He stated that Aggett was an extremely 

strong and serious person.1206 

484 An allegation was made by former SB officer Nicolaas Deetlefs that Aggett gave 

up Theron’s name, amongst others, during the course of his interrogation and 

that this caused him to commit suicide.1207 Theron confirmed that he would never 

had, and never did inform Aggett of his links to the ANC and that these links were 

not known within the union. He testified that he did not tell anyone, except for his 

first wife, about his links to the ANC, until after the ANC was unbanned.1208 

Accordingly, there was no disclosure Aggett could have made about Theron that 

would have made him feel he had betrayed Theron.1209 Moreover, had Aggett 

disclosed material information about Theron and his links to the ANC in 1982 

then Theron would most likely have been arrested and charged, but this did not 

happen.1210 Indeed after Aggett’s death Theron was not detained or 

harassed.1211  

 
1204  2021 consolidated transcript bundle from pages 2198 to 2227. Affidavit of Jan Theron signed 

17 February 2020 at J35; supplementary affidavit dated 10 February 2021 at J6. 
1205  Exhibit G35, para 3. 
1206  Oral testimony of Jan Theron on 12 February 2021, page 47, line 10; 2021 consolidated 

transcript bundle page 2214. 
1207  Exhibit G35, para 5. 
1208  Exhibit J6, para 11. 
1209  Exhibit G35, para 6. 
1210  Exhibit G35, para 7. 
1211   Oral testimony of Jan Theron on 12 February 2021, page 46, line 18; 2021 consolidated 

transcript bundle page 2213. 
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485 In addition, in Theron’s view, it would have been ludicrous for Aggett to tell 

Deetlefs that Theron was an underground leader of the South African Congress 

of Trade Unions (SACTU) when Aggett was acutely aware that organising the 

workers had to have been done above ground and on the shopfloor. He added 

that it would be entirely out of character for Aggett to make such a statement, 

given how careful he was in his use of language, as evidenced in his letters, and 

how carefully reasoned his statements always were.1212 

486 Regarding the alleged four-page document in which Deetlefs claimed that Aggett 

incriminated various comrades, Theron testified that he believed that the 

document was nothing more than a fabrication of the SB to justify the death of 

Aggett and exculpate themselves of wrongdoing.1213 

 

Carl Niehaus1214   

487 Carl Gerhardus Niehaus (Niehaus) was a former detainee, who was tortured and 

interrogated by the SB at JVS.1215 He is now a Senior Manager in the Office of 

the Secretary General of the ANC at Luthuli house.1216  He requested to testify 

in these proceedings and was called to give evidence by the State. 

488 Niehaus' period of detention did not overlap with Aggett's as he was detained in 

August 1983.1217 Niehaus was subjected to intense interrogation and severe 

 
1212  Exhibit J6, para 34. 
1213  Oral testimony of Jan Theron on 12 February 2021, page 51, line 10; 2021 consolidated 

transcript bundle page 2218 
1214  2021 testimony is in the 2021 consolidated transcript bundle from pages 2265 to 2324; 

affidavit signed on 11 February 2020 at J1. 
1215  Exhibit J1, para 4. 
1216  Exhibit J1, para 2. 
1217  Exhibit J1, para 9. 
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torture during his detention. This included being beaten and subjected to sleep 

deprivation and psychological torture.1218 He was beaten up by Deetlefs and 

Captain Van Niekerk to the point where he had to be hospitalised. His eardrums 

perforated and he lost hearing in both ears. He currently lives as a hearing-

impaired person.1219  

489 Niehaus stated that he believes that Aggett was tortured to death and did not 

commit suicide, since he also experienced close to death events during 

torture.1220 

490 Niehaus indicated that he sought to testify in this reopened inquest to debunk a 

claim he believed former SB officer Joe Nyampule made to the court, that 

detainees were prone to suicide. 1221  

491 Under cross examination by counsel for the family admitted he was not aware 

that Nyampule was a witness for the family and had provided important evidence 

of torture on the 10th floor of JVS as well as conditions at the 2nd floor cells.  

Niehaus also admitted that he never sought to study the evidence Nyampule 

gave before making public accusations against him.  Nyampule’s evidence was 

accessible in publicly available transcripts as well as his affidavit.  Niehaus simply 

relied on what he had read in a newspaper.1222  This was all the more remarkable 

 
1218  Oral testimony of Carl Niehaus on 15 February 2021, page 43, line 15; 2021 consolidated 

transcript bundle page 2272 
1219  Exhibit J1, para 10 to 100. 
1220  Exhibit J1, para 13. 
1221  Exhibit J1, conclusion; Oral testimony of Carl Niehaus on 15 February 2021, page 2, line 7; 

2021 consolidated transcript bundle page 2292 
1222  Oral testimony of Carl Niehaus on 15 February 2021, page 8, line 12; 2021 consolidated 

transcript bundle page 2298. 
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given that Niehaus was represented by an attorney and had been called to testify 

by the State.   

492 Advocate Varney read extracts from Nyampule's transcript in 2020 to Niehaus 

that demonstrated that Nyampule did not suggest that the detentions of Aggett 

and Niehaus overlapped.1223 Upon hearing this, Niehaus retracted his statement 

in this regard.1224 Advocate Varney also put it to Niehaus that there was not the 

slightest suggestion in Nyampule's evidence that political detainees were prone 

to committing suicide.1225 Niehaus also retracted this statement.1226  

 

 
1223  Oral testimony of Carl Niehaus, page 62, line 9; 2021 consolidated transcript bundle p 2301. 
1224  Oral testimony of Carl Niehaus, page 63, line 1; 2021 consolidated transcript bundle p 2302. 
1225  Oral testimony of Carl Niehaus, page 65, line 17; 2021 consolidated transcript bundle p 2304. 
1226  Oral testimony of Carl Niehaus, page 70, line 5; 2021 consolidated transcript bundle p 2309.  


