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PROCEEDINGS HELD ON 20 FEBRUARY 2026   

CHAIRPERSON :    Good morning,  Ms Hassim.   Good 

morning,  Ms Ki l ian.   Good morning,  General .  

ADV HASSIM SC :    Morning,  Chai r .   Chai r ,  before we begin 

wi th the rest  of  the evidence cont inu ing f rom yesterday,  we 

have received a fur ther  statement  that  i s  re levant  for  th is  

wi tness 's ev idence.   You should have i t  in  f ront  of  you.   I t  is 

marked f i le  10C,  and i t  is  a lso marked CJC81.   So i t  is  

handed in  as an exhib i t .     

CHAIRPERSON :    I t  is  a  f i le?  10 

ADV HASSIM SC :    I t  is  l ike th is .     

CHAIRPERSON :    I  am looking fo r  –  thank you,  thank you.  

Yes,  we a l l  do see i t .   Thank you.   And has i t  been shared 

wi th …[intervenes] .  

ADV HASSIM SC :    I t  has been shared wi th General  

S ib iya 's  legal  team, and we only received i t  la te,  and we 

forwarded i t  on to  the legal  team at  our  ear l iest  opportuni ty .    

CHAIRPERSON :    But  I  assume we should put  i t  away so 

long.  

ADV HASSIM SC :    That  is  r ight .   I  th ink that  they would 20 

need to use the lunch adjournment  to  go th rough i t .   They 

have not  had an opportuni ty ,  suf f i c ient  opportuni ty  to  read 

th is  document .  

CHAIRPERSON :    Do you th ink you wi l l  be reaching i t  th is  

af ternoon?  I  am asking because that  wi l l  eat  in to the i r  
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luncht ime,  unless you th ink you wi l l  be using  i t  th is  

af ternoon a l ready.    

ADV HASSIM SC :    Can I  get  back to you on that ,  Chai r?   

CHAIRPERSON :    A l l  r ight ,  thank you.   That  wi l l  depend on 

what  Ms Ki l l ian says.  

ADV KILLIAN SC :    Thank you,  Chai r .   Good morning.   We 

d id receive i t  approximate ly 10 minutes ago.   We have had 

no opportuni ty  apart  f rom just  establ ish ing who the 

opponent  is ,  and we wi l l  assess our  posi t ion  dur ing  

luncht ime.   Thank you.    10 

CHAIRPERSON :    Thank you,  Ms Ki l l ian.   Are we ready to  

star t ,  Ms Hassim?   

ADV HASSIM SC :    Yes.    

CHAIRPERSON :    Thank you.    

EXAMINATION BY ADV HASSIM SC 

(CONTINUES) :    Thanks,  Chai r .   General ,  yesterday,  just  

before we adjourned,  we had,  at  least  f rom my s ide,  I  had 

concluded,  I  th ink,  my quest ion ing  on the le t te r  of  the 17 t h  

o f  January.   But  before I  move on f rom that ,  Chai r ,  i f  there  

are any other  quest ions on the 17 t h  o f  January le t te r?   20 

CHAIRPERSON :    Okay.   Is  that  le t ter ,  le t  me just  f ind out  

f rom the General ,  is  that  le t te r  what  you refer  to  as the 

d isbandment  p lan  or  not  real l y?   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Good morning,  Chai r  and Commiss ioners.   

I  was st i l l  t ry ing to f igure out  whether  I  need th is  statement ,  
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my statement  in  f ront  of  me.   Now,  I  was looking at  th is  one 

and see where is  my statement  in  case any quest ion comes.    

CHAIRPERSON :    I  th ink you do.  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  thought  she was st i l l  ta lk ing to the  

Chai r .    

CHAIRPERSON :    Yes.    

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    When the Chai r  asked me a quest ion,  I  

d id  not  p ick i t  up.  

CHAIRPERSON :    I  th ink you do need your sta tement  

throughout  because f rom t ime to t ime the evidence leader,  10 

the Commissioners are l i ke ly to  take you to your  statement .   

So I  th ink i t  shou ld be somewhere  c lose throughout .   Yes.   

And the le t ter  SS13 in  Fi le  2,  General ,  is  that  what  you 

refer  to  in  your  statement  as the implementat ion p lan?   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  just  want  to  get  to  the le t te r .    

CHAIRPERSON :    Yes,  yes,  SS13.   Chai r ,  th is  is  not  what  I  

re fer  to  the implementat ion p lan because th is  p lan was not  

fo l lowed.   The one that  was fo l lowed is  the act ion p lan as 

was submit ted by General  Khumalo.    

CHAIRPERSON :    So,  a l l  r ight ,  le t  me  –  I  just  asked you to 20 

have the statement  c lose by and I  do not  have mine c lose 

by,  but  I  found i t .   The page I  want  to  go to  –  I  just  want  my 

–  in  a few paragraphs in  your  statement ,  le t  me fo r  example  

take you to  paragraph 84.   There you refer  to  the 

implementat ion p lan and you say provided as fo l lows  and 
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you l i s t  a  lo t  o f  th ings there.   Which  one are you referr ing  

to,  SS13 or  the one that  you say was prepared by General  

Khumalo?   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Paragraph 84?   

CHAIRPERSON :    A t  paragraph 81 as wel l .   You say:  

“Consequent ly ,  I  change the name on the 

implementat ion p lan to my own  and on 17 

January 2025,  I  s igned the 

implementat ion p lan. ”  

So you refer  to  that  at  81,  you refer  to  that  at  84,  possib ly  10 

you refer  to  i t  e lsewhere as wel l .  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  re fer  to  th is  one that  has got  my in i t ia ls  

on the body of  the  –  th is  is  the one on 80,  i t  is  SS13.    

CHAIRPERSON :    That  i s  SS13? 

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    13.  

CHAIRPERSON :    So anywhere where you refer  to  the 

implementat ion p lan  in  your  statement ,  you are refer r ing to  

SS13? 

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    That  i s  cor rect ,  Chai r .    

CHAIRPERSON :    A l l  r ight ,  a l l  r ight .   So before you step of f  20 

the le t te r  then,  i f  i t  is  the implementat ion p lan,  I  would l i ke  

to  deal  wi th  some aspect  of  that  implementat ion p lan .    

ADV HASSIM SC :    Absolute ly ,  Cha i r .    

CHAIRPERSON :    Yes.   Now,  General ,  do you accept  that  a 

reposi tory is  a p lace of  s torage?   
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LT-GEN SIBIYA :    That  i s  cor rect ,  Chai r .    

CHAIRPERSON :    You say that  in  accordance wi th the  

implementat ion p lan,  I  may just  as wel l  ca l l  i t  the 

d isbandment  p lan,  the dockets were to be stored in  a  

reposi tory that  was to be establ ished by General  

Senthumule.    

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    That  i s  cor rect ,  Chai r .  

CHAIRPERSON :    Yes.   And yesterday you said the p lan 

a l lowed General  Senthumule  to establ ish th is  reposi to ry  

anywhere in  the count ry,  meaning i t  could be at  head of f ice  10 

or  anywhere e lse in  the count ry .   Cor rect?    

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    That  i s  cor rect ,  Chai r .    

CHAIRPERSON :    I t  is  only  log ica l  then that  fo r  as long as 

the dockets were  stored in  the reposi to ry,  detect ives could 

not  access them as and when they wanted to .   Cor rect?    

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    May I  understand the quest ion again,  

Chai r?   

CHAIRPERSON :    I t  is  only log ica l  that  for  as long as 

dockets were in  the reposi tory,  detect ives could not  access 

them as and when they wanted to .   Is  that  correct?   20 

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I t  is  cor rect ,  Cha i r .  

CHAIRPERSON :    Yes.   That  must  mean dur ing the  per iod 

of  s to rage,  however short  o r  long,  invest igat ions would be 

hal ted.   Correct?    

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I t  is  cor rect ,  Cha i r .    



    20 FEBRUARY 2026 – DAY 64 
 

Page 6  o f  181  

 

 

CHAIRPERSON :    In  paragraph 84.2 of  your  statement ,  you 

say that  the d isbandment  p lan out l ined measures to  ensure 

that  invest igat ions would not  be d isrupted .   Correct?    

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Correct ,  Chai r .  

CHAIRPERSON :    Do you accept  that  th is  was meaningless 

because storage of  the dockets automat ica l l y  meant  that  

invest igat ions had to come to a  hal t?   Put  d i f ferent ly ,  

d is rupt ion of  invest igat ions was inevi tab le.   Do you accept  

that?   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    No,  Chai r .    10 

CHAIRPERSON :    Yes,  p lease expla in.  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Chai r ,  consider ing the  fact  that  these 

dockets were not  meant  to  be wi thdrawn and be stored and 

noth ing should happen,  i t  was meant  for  a  handing over  and 

when the handing over  i s  happening,  those dockets that  a re  

in  the process o f  being handed over are kept  in  a safe  

space where no one can say I  do  not  know what  happened 

to that  docket  o r  that  docket .    

 Now,  as General  Senthumule said,  they were meant  

to  be in  t ransi t  back to KZ N and wi thout  any waste of  t ime,  20 

they were meant  to  go back.   Now,  I  am giv ing th is  example  

in  a sense that  when we conduct  an inspect ion,  we are able  

to  ca l l  fo r  a  docket .   We are doing docket  inspect ion .   For  

that  week,  the of f ic ia ls  f rom head o f f ice are at  the par t icu la r  

province.   They are doing docket  inspect ion.  
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 In  other  words,  when they do docket  inspect ion is  

when they come and the dockets have been put  in  f ront  of  

them and they go through the dockets.   At  that  point  in  t ime,  

the invest igat ion  is  hal ted because dockets are  being 

inspected or  audi ted.    

 The idea here  was just  to  make sure that  noth ing 

fa l ls  in  between the cracks and i t  does not  happen that  we 

do not  know where is  the other  docket ,  but  a lso to account ,  

proper account  of  the docket  in  such a way that  when you 

receive a docket ,  you go through the docket ,  you make sure 10 

that  as you inspect  what  you are being g iven and you read 

the invest igat ion d ia ry,  you can account  for  each and every  

statement  that  is  accord ing to the d iary should be in  the  

docket  in  such a  way that  you do not  f ind yoursel f  now 

being g iven a docket  that  you th ink  th is  docket  was actual ly  

fu l ly  invest igated  and in  the meant ime,  some statements are  

missing.   And th is  is  what  was found to be the case.   So 

that  is  why I  had to say just  make sure that  whi ls t  these 

dockets are in  your  hands,  they are safe ly stored where 

they need to be sa fe.    20 

CHAIRPERSON :    General ,  you have a l ready accepted and I  

de l iberate ly made you say cor rec t ,  correct ,  correc t  a l l  the 

way down.   You have a l ready sa id that  i t  is  cor rect  that  

dur ing the t ime of  s to rage,  detect ives would not  have 

access to the dockets.   Is  that  cor rect?   
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LT-GEN SIBIYA :    That  i s  cor rect .  

CHAIRPERSON :    Now,  i f  that  be  so,  that  must  resul t  in  

d is rupt ion.   However long or  shor t ,  i t  must  resul t  in  

d is rupt ion of  the invest igat ive process.   Not  so?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I t  is  cor rect .   Unfor tunate ly,  i t  is  par t  o f  

the process.  

CHAIRPERSON :    I t  must  be so.   Now,  d id you at  the t ime 

of  put t ing  together  your  implementat ion p lan know how long 

i t  would take between the t ime of  the storage and the t ime 

of  the return of  the dockets?  Did you have any idea at  that  10 

stage?   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    We had an idea and the  idea was that  i t  

must  move f rom th is  s ignature to th is  s ignature  and be 

redist r ibuted immediate ly,  not  for  the dockets to  be stored.    

CHAIRPERSON :    But  d id you have any idea how long the 

process would take?  Bear in  mind we are ta lk ing 121 

dockets.   Did you have any idea how long the process would 

take?   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    A t  the t ime,  the process could take three 

days to a week,  Chai r ,  because th is  is  what  we do every 20 

day,  inspect ion of  dockets.   And when you g ive me now 120 

dockets to  inspect ,  I  can inspect  the 120 dockets in  three 

days or  in  two days.   That  is  doable.   And then for  the 

dockets to  be sent  back to KZN or  as i t  was in tended to be.    

CHAIRPERSON :    General ,  you say you do inspect ions of  
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dockets every day.   You have never ca l led for  181 dockets 

at  the same t ime for  inspect ions,  have you?  Remember a 

few answers back,  you said that  I  can cal l  for  a  docket  to  

inspect  i t .   I  wou ld imagine you have never ca l led for  121 

dockets fo r  inspect ion a l l  a t  the same t ime,  have you?   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  want  to  respond to the Chai r .   Let  us  

take i t  that ,  Chai r ,  when I  say I ,  I  mean my team.  Now,  they 

have inspected more than  –  remember ,  Chai r ,  a  person wi l l  

have 200 dockets  or  300 dockets  to  inspect .   So we have 

cal led more than 121 dockets before to inspect .   When we 10 

go out  there inspect ing dockets,  there are people who  has 

got  600 dockets on hand,  500 dockets on hand.   And as we 

normal ly  send team out  to  go and inspect ,  these are the 

dockets they are inspect ing on a da i ly  basis.   So i t  does not  

necessar i ly  mean that  when I  inspect  400 dockets,  i t  means 

that  I  say I  wi l l  complete the whole 400 today.   But  as I  am 

here,  because we send them for  them to be there and they 

wi l l  be there for  three weeks somet imes inspect ing dockets  

per  p rovince.    

CHAIRPERSON :    But  the crucia l  th ing though is  your  20 

admission that  dur ing the t ime o f  s torage,  invest igat ions 

would be d isrupted.   You have accepted that .    

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  do,  I  do.    

CHAIRPERSON :    Thank you.   That  is  a l l  that  I  wanted to  

establ ish.   I  am going to move to  a second point ,  which I  
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a lso th ink would  have d isrupted the invest igat ions.   Now 

you say in  paragraph 84.3.8 :  

“PKTT members would be reassigned to  

other  uni ts  wi th in SAPS in consul tat ion 

wi th General  Senthumule. ”  

I  understand tha t  to  mean,  you wi l l  cor rect  me i f  I  am 

wrong,  I  understand that  to  mean that  they would no longer 

necessar i ly  be a l located the dockets that  they were  

invest igat ing wi th in the PKTT .   Correct?    

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    That  i s  cor rect ,  Chai r .    10 

CHAIRPERSON :    So that  must  mean that  new invest igators 

would now be ass igned to those dockets or  new detect ives .   

Cor rect?    

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I t  may mean tha t ,  but  on the other  hand,  

Chai r ,  when we are ta lk ing about  cour t -going  cases 

…[intervenes] .  

CHAIRPERSON :    No,  no,  no,  le t  us  leave out  cour t -going  

cases.   Let  us  ta lk  about  those that  s t i l l  requi re the  

invest igat ion before they go to cour t .    

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    They wi l l  be reassigned.  20 

CHAIRPERSON :    They wi l l  be reassigned ?   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    That  i s  cor rect ,  Chai r .    

CHAIRPERSON :    Do you accept  that  a  new detect ive would 

f i rs t  have to take t ime to get  used to the content  of  the 

docket  before they actual ly  s tar t  invest igat ing?  Is  that  
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correct?   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I t  is  cor rect ,  Cha i r .  

CHAIRPERSON :    And some of  the  dockets could easi l y  not  

have been as f l imsy as that ,  but  qui te  th ick and complex in  

terms of  content .   Correct?    

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I t  is  cor rect ,  Cha i r .    

CHAIRPERSON :    So i t  would have taken qui te  a b i t  o f  t ime 

for  a new detect ive to accl imat ise themselves w i th the 

content  of  the docket .   And i t  d id  not  just  the content ,  a lso  

broadly what  the invest igat ion was about .   Correct?    10 

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I t  is  cor rect ,  Chai r .   However,  Chai r ,  I  

just  want  to  say the three quest ions that  the Chai r  asked,  I  

sa id and I  kept  them short  to  say cor rect ,  cor rect ,  correct .    

CHAIRPERSON :    Because you had to,  you had to.    

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    But  there is  explanat ion to that ,  Chai r .  

CHAIRPERSON :    I  have not  one-stopped you f rom giv ing 

explanat ions.    

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  am t ry ing not  to ,  I  have been advised to 

keep i t  shor t  and respond to the Chai r  immediate ly.    

CHAIRPERSON :    Let  me ask the  quest ion again.   I  am 20 

saying some dockets,  I  am sure,  would have been qui te  

complex in  te rms of  content  and in  terms of  the 

invest igat ion requi red  and that  would have taken the  

detect ive qui te  some t ime to get  used to that  content  and to 

know what  next  s teps to take in  the invest igat ive process.   
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Is  that  correct?   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    No,  Chai r .  

CHAIRPERSON :    Yes,  what  is  cor rect?   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Why I  am saying no,  Chai r ,  i s  that  in  the 

pol ice,  we lose members every day,  every month,  in  terms 

of  the  at t r i t ion,  in i t ia l  a t t r i t ion.   I t  is  a  standard pract ice,  i t  

is  a  wel l -known fact  that  members get  t ransfer red.   

Members,  some of  them, they leave thei r  dockets because 

they are sent  to  the task teams.   And you wi l l  have number 

of  dockets.    10 

 I t  is  just  l i ke when you just  get  appointed today,  

they load wi th 120 dockets.   Or what  wi l l  happen,  Chai r ,  is  

that  to  get  the f i rs t  docket ,  you read the A1.   A1 statement  

is  the compla inant  s tatement .   I t  g ives you the  whole 

background of  the case.   Now you see the case.   And then 

af ter  that ,  in  A1,  then you can see what  was the d i rect ive of  

the commander in  red pen ,  and then other  statements that  

were at tached.    

 So i t  is  a  normal  pract ice,  Chai r ,  that  i t  is  not  

real ly ,  i t  is  unfor tunates the system and how the system is  20 

bui l t  and how i t  works.   I t  does not  necessar i l y  mean that  

only the PKTT.   The last  example that  I  am going to g ive the  

Chai r  is  th is  one.   Remember,  Cha i r ,  in  December they took 

the dockets that  were being invest igated by team f rom head 

of f ice.    
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 They took a l l  those dockets,  the PKTT.   They took 

a l l  those dockets  and themselves they d id  not  cons ider  the 

fact  that  what  d id they expect  to  have been done in  the i r  

own docket .   They d id not  consider  having to speak to the  

stakeholders or  going through those dockets themselves.   

They even returned them wi thout  having wr i t ten any 

inst ruct ion on them or  having done anyth ing on them.    

 So what  I  am saying is  that  i t  is  a  standard  

pract ice.   I t  may be some of  the  weaknesses wi th in the 

system,  but  i t  i s  exact ly  l i ke at  cour t  and the prosecutor .   10 

There are instances where,  fo r  instance,  the prosecutor  i s  

running wi th a case.   A l l  o f  a  sudden e i ther  the  prosecutor  

d ies or  t ransfer red or  fee l  that  I  am conf l i c ted and th is  

docket  now get  a l located to a  new prosecutor ,  and i t  

happens on a dai ly  basis,  Chai r .    

CHAIRPERSON :    General ,  unfor tunate ly that  does not  

answer my quest ion.    

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Okay.  

CHAIRPERSON :    A l l  i t  does is  to  say that  th is  happens and 

then you have to br ing in  a new detect ive  and then the new 20 

detect ive has to  then look at  the content .   I t  does not  

answer my quest ion.   My quest ion  is ,  when you br ing  in  that  

new detect ive,  even in  the  c i rcumstances that  you 

descr ibed,  which are that  th is  happens a l l  the t ime.   When 

you br ing in  that  detect ive,  they have to get  used to the 
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content  of  the docket .    

 And i f  the content  is  complex and what  needs to be  

done by way of  an invest igat ive process is  a lso complex,  

that  new invest igator  wi l l  take a b i t  o f  t ime to get  used to 

that  docket  and a lso  to know what  needs to be done.   Even 

in  the c i rcumstances that  you refer  to ,  which you say 

happen a l l  the t ime,  sure ly that  must  be the posi t ion.   You 

cannot  walk in  and wi th in two hours you know what  you 

need to do,  not  in  respect  of  a  complex docket  and complex 

invest igat ion.   This is  only log ica l .   Do you agree?   10 

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  fu l ly  agree.  

CHAIRPERSON :    Yes.   Now,  do you agree that  these two,  

in  addi t ion to the ear l ie r  d is rupt ion which you have 

accepted,  do you agree that  these two would be d isrupt ive 

to the invest igat ive process?  The fact  that  in  c i rcumstances 

where you a l ready had PKTT invest igators,  you hal t  

everyth ing and you br ing in  new invest igators,  that  too was 

going to be d isrupt ive to the invest igat ive process.    

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    That  i s  cor rect .  

CHAIRPERSON :    Yes.   So again,  I  make my ear l ier  point  20 

that  your  84.2 was meaningless.   Disrupt ion was s imply 

inevi tab le.   You must  agree .   Based on the other  

agreements you have a l ready g iven,  i t  must  s imply be so .   

Cor rect?    

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  choose not  to  agree wi th the Chai r  on 
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th is  one.    

CHAIRPERSON :    Yes?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Chai r ,  in  any normal  process of  exchange 

or  handing over ,  th is  out l ine measures necessary  to  ensure  

that  ongoing invest igat ions were not  d is rupted.   At  least ,  i t  

should be a p lus on my s ide,  Chai r ,  f rom the Chai r  to  say I  

agree wi th you and you d id very wel l  here.   And deal t  wi th  

t ransi t ional  a rrangement  re lat ing to the d isbandment  of  the  

PKTT.   In  other  words,  I  am t ry ing to at  a l l  t imes be mindfu l  

that  we should not  lose the fact  that  docket  must  be 10 

at tended to.  

CHAIRPERSON :    Okay,  perhaps le t  me leave out  the 

meaningless because i t  seems that  that  d is tu rbs you.   Let  

me leave i t  a t  the  two concessions you have a l ready made, 

which is  the storage of  the dockets would resul t  in  

d is rupt ion.   The change of  invest igators would resul t  in  

d is rupt ion.   I  wi l l  leave i t  a t  that .   Thank you,  Genera l .    

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Thank you,  Chai r .  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Sor ry,  can I  ask two quest ions?  

General ,  I  am worr ied that  you have cont radicted yoursel f  or  20 

I  misunderstood you.   Remember on the f i rs t  day when you 

came here,  I  asked you a quest ion.   Was your inst ruct ion to 

General  Kumano that  the PKTT dockets must  be t ransfer red 

to . . . [ ind ist inct ] ?   And your answer was yes.   Do you 

remember that?   
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LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  do.    

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Yes.   So there was no inst ruct ion that  

General  Senthumule must  go to KZN and s imply  inspect  

dockets.   Do you accept  that?   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  do.    

ADV KHUMALO SC :    The inst ruct ion was that  they must  be  

taken away f rom PKTT and be g iven to Detect ive and 

Forensic Serv ices .   Cor rect?    

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    That  i s  cor rect .    

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Yes.   So when you now say to the 10 

Chai r  a l l  that  needed to happen was that  they needed to go  

to KZN and s imply inspect  the dockets and not  br ing them 

to Pretor ia ,  that  was not  the inst ruct ion that  you gave.   

Unless you can show us in  the documents that  are  in  our  

possession where your inst ruct ion was c lear  that  the  

dockets are not  to  leave KZN.   Are you able to  show us a 

document  that  you have penned or  wr i t ten that  says the 

dockets are not  to  leave KZN?   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Just  to  quick ly  answer on saying no,  

there is  no such inst ruct ion where  i t  says the dockets are  20 

not  to  leave KZN.    

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Now pause there.   Where is  General  

Senthumule based?  Where is  her  of f ice?   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    She is  based at  head of f ice.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    In?   
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LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Head of f ice.    

ADV KHUMALO SC :    In?   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    In  Pretor ia .    

ADV KHUMALO SC :    In  Pretor ia .   So i f  dockets are to  be  

t ransfer red to her ,  where would they natura l l y  go?   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    The same appl ies  to  General  Khumalo  

and …[ intervenes] .   

ADV KHUMALO SC :    No,  no,  I  am not  asking about  

General  Khumalo .   I  am saying i f  PKTT dockets  are to  be  

t ransfer red to General  Senthumule,  who is  based in  10 

Pretor ia ,  where would they natura l l y  go?   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Where they would natura l ly  go is  to  go to  

the Deputy Prov incia l  Commissioner Cr ime Detect ion in  

KZN.    

ADV KHUMALO SC :    But  Genera l  Senthumule is  not  in  

KZN.   You have just  sa id yoursel f  that  dockets were to be  

t ransfer red to General  Senthumule.   That  was your 

inst ruct ion.    

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    You see,  in  a l l  fa i rness,  Chai r ,  in  a l l  

fa i rness,  what  under normal  c i rcumstances should have 20 

happened was for  General  Senthumule and General  

Khumalo to f l y  down to KZN,  do the handing over  among 

themselves,  and for  General  Senthumule to hand over  the 

dockets to  the Provincia l  Commissioner or  to  the Deputy  

Provincia l  Commissioner responsib le for  c r ime detect ion,  
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under whose command to Murder and Robbery  fa l l s .   She 

d id not ,  and she  is  not  the one basica l l y  who a lso brought  

the dockets to  head of f ice.   They were brought  by Cr ime 

Inte l l igence by General  Khumalo  h imsel f  to  head of f i ce  

…[intervenes] .  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    No,  Genera l .   General  Senthumule  

and Br igadier  Kgobodi  Thata  went  to  KZN.   We have had 

that  ev idence a l ready.   My s imple quest ion is  th is .   Is  there  

an inst ruct ion by  you that  Genera l  Senthumule must  hand 

those dockets to  the Provincia l  Detect ive Serv ices?   10 

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    May I  cor rect  the Commissioner?  The 

f i les were brought  by a Colonel  Khumalo f rom KZN to 

General  Khumalo ,  the Pro ject  Coordinator  at  head of f i ce.   

This was not  supposed to be the case.   So General  

Senthumule never  went  to  KZN.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    General ,  remember my quest ion was,  

can you show us your inst ruct ion?  Remember in  SAPS we 

work wi th inst ruct ions.   So they report  to  you,  you g ive them 

inst ruct ions.   And you have accepted that  your  inst ruct ion 

was that  General  Khumalo  must  hand over  the dockets to  20 

General  Senthumule.   Now you are saying to us General  

Senthumule shou ld have handed them to the head of  the 

detect ives in  the province.   That  i s  what  you say.   Can you 

show us your inst ruct ion where you say to General  

Senthumule she must  hand them to the head of  provinc ia l  
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detect ives?  I t  e i ther  ex ists or  i t  does not .   And i f  i t  ex is ts,  

can you p lease show i t  to  us?   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Commissioner,  in  a normal  work ing  

envi ronment ,  I  understand I  am now in the commission or  

before the Commission.   Just  l ike  when I  am in court ,  

maybe the prosecutor  or  the magist rate or  the judge wi l l  say 

show us th is .   But  what  happened is  that  General  

Senthumule cal led General  Mkoposi  [? ]  to  say now we need 

to take over  th is  docket .   And then General  Mkoposi  sa id 

you must  p lease speak to the PC before I  s ign for  th is  10 

docket .   That  i s  when General  Senthumule cal led the PC 

and the PC said I  do not  want  th is  docket  here.   That  is  how 

i t  happened.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    So can we leave i t  a t  there is  no such 

inst ruct ion?  Because i t  is  e i ther  there or  i t  is  not .   General ,  

e i ther  the inst ruct ion exists or  i t  does not  ex ist .    

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    The inst ruct ion that  the docket  must  not  

leave KZN?  I  just  want  to  understand that  quest ion.    

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Yes.    

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    For  the docket  to  be brought  to  KZN  20 

…[intervenes] .  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    General ,  the inst ruct ion exis ts or  i t  

does not  ex ist .    

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I t  does not  ex ist .    

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Yes,  thank you.  
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LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Chai r?   

CHAIRPERSON :    Yes,  General?   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    May I  ra ise a concern?   

CHAIRPERSON :    Yes,  General .  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    You know,  Chai r ,  there is  no  wrongdoing 

whatsoever that  happened in  the process.   But  the way I  am 

being pushed in to a cer ta in corner  that  says is  there an 

inst ruct ion that  says the docket  must  go to head o f f ice or  

not ,  I  have never g iven such an inst ruct ion.   I t  never 

happened that  I  sa id take the docket  f rom head of f ice to  –  10 

now,  General ,  i t  was p lanned maybe.   They decided to  take 

the docket  themselves to head of f ice.   Now i t  is  on my 

shoulder  and I  am the one who must  now bear responsib i l i t y  

why they went ,  they le f t  KZN to head of f ice when in  fact  I  

d id  not  g ive  such inst ruct ion.   That  i s  the only concern I  

wanted to ra ise,  Chai r .    

CHAIRPERSON :    Thank you.   Thank you,  General .   We wi l l  

assess the test imony at  the appropr ia te stage and see what  

we th ink happened or  d id not  happen.   Thank you,  General .  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Thank you,  Chai r .    20 

ADV HASSIM SC :    Thank you,  Chai r .   On th is  same topic,  

the le t te r  we were going to move to may make th is  

d iscussion even more c lear .   Cou ld I  ask you,  General ,  to  

have a look at  your  le t te r  of  the 4 t h  o f  February ,  and that  is  

SS17?   
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LT-GEN SIBIYA :    SS17.    

ADV BALOYI SC :    Ms Hassim,  can I  just  check something?  

You are not  s tar t ing a new topic.  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  have got  SS17.    

ADV HASSIM SC :    I t  is  s t i l l  re la ted to the dockets and the  

implementat ion,  Commissioner Ba loyi .   So SS17 ,  is  th is  

le t ter  f rom you to the Div is ional  Commissioner  Detect ive  

and Forensic Serv ices?  Did you g ive th is  inst ruct ion,  was 

th is  le t ter  sent ,  th is  inst ruct ion issued at  your  own instance 

or  was th is  f rom the Nat ional  Commissioner?   10 

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    This was f rom me.    

ADV HASSIM SC :    Yes,  but  what  made you do th is?  Was i t  

because you had been inst ructed by the Nat ional  

Commissioner or  were you act ing on your own?   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  have never ac ted on my own.   This is  

par t  o f  the implementat ion of  the decis ion that  has a l ready 

been taken.   Now,  having been assigned to conduct  a  

par t icu lar  exerc ise,  I  do not  a lways have to receive  a le t ter  

f rom the Nat ional  Commissioner.   So th is  was now my own 

instance fo l lowing up or  g iv ing orders in  terms of  what  20 

needs to happen.    

ADV HASSIM SC :    Okay,  so th is  was at  your  own instance,  

th is  le t ter?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    That  i s  cor rect .    
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ADV HASSIM SC :    And i f  you see paragraph 5  of  th is  

le t ter ,  you d i rect  the Div is ional  Commissioner Detect ive and 

Forensic Serv ices,  which is  General  Senthumule .   Cor rect?    

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    That  i s  cor rect .    

ADV HASSIM SC :    You d i rect  her  to  engage wi th General  

Khumalo .   Cor rect?    

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Correct .  

ADV HASSIM SC :    Wi th a v iew to do a proper  handing 

over ,  do you see that?   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    That  i s  cor rect .    10 

ADV HASSIM SC :    And then you say what  that  handover 

should inc lude.   And in  paragraph 5.3,  you say a l l  cases or  

pro jects,  documentat ion re levant  to  the Pol i t i ca l  K i l l ings 

Task Team.  So i t  is  c lear  f rom th is  le t te r  that  you are 

saying to her  that  she should engage wi th General  Khumalo  

to hand over  to  you a l l  cases or  pro jects,  documentat ion 

re levant  to  the Pol i t ica l  K i l l ings Task Team .  And then just  

to  be complete,  you say in  the concluding paragraph that  

she is  requi red to ensure that  th is  is  done wi th in  seven 

days.    20 

 So what  I  am say ing to you is  that  cont rary to  what  

you are saying now that  there was no inst ruct ion to do i t ,  

there does appear to  be an ins t ruct ion for  the dockets  

amongst  other  th ings.   Because i t  says cases or  p ro jects,  

documentat ion,  a l l  mater ia l ,  e lect ronic record ings,  a l l  
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ev ident ia l  mater ia l  to  be handed over.    

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    That  i s  the inst ruct ion.    

ADV HASSIM SC :    That  is  the inst ruct ion,  you agree?   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Yes.  

ADV HASSIM SC :    So i t  is  c lear  then that  General  

Senthumule  was going to take possession of  the dockets  

and a l l  o f  the evident iary mater ia l .    

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    That  i s  cor rect .    

ADV HASSIM SC :    Okay,  and that  i s  at  your  inst ruct ion?   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Yes.    10 

ADV HASSIM SC :    Thank you.    

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    May I  c la r i fy  something?   

ADV HASSIM SC :    Yes.  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    But  tak ing possession by General  

Senthumule  does not  physica l l y  mean that  s he is  the one 

who is  going to go there,  get  the docket ,  get  everyth ing,  put  

in  the car  and br ing to head of f ice.   I t  means that  now i t  is 

under her  d i rect  cont ro l .    

ADV HASSIM SC :    Wel l ,  I  agree wi th you.   I t  does not  say 

that  she should go and col lect  i t .   What  you say is  that  she 20 

should engage wi th General  Khumalo  to hand i t  over  to  her .    

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    That  i s  cor rect .  

ADV HASSIM SC :    Right .   And she is ,  as  Commissioner  

Khumalo  put  to  you,  and you have accepted,  is  based in  

Pretor ia .   So the only p lace where she could rece ive i t  is  
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Pretor ia .  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    No.    

ADV HASSIM SC :    You say no?   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Yes.    

ADV HASSIM SC :    How else would  she receive i t  then?   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I f  the PKTT is  based in  Durban and i t  i s  

about  the i r  work in  KZN,  s implest  th ing to do was General  

Senthumule  and General  Khumalo  to f ly  down to KZN,  meet ,  

even i f  they went  wi th a team, meet ,  do the handing over  in  

KZN,  and then they f l y  back.   I t  is  done.    10 

ADV HASSIM SC :    I  do not  understand how that  would work  

in  pract ice.   Where would the dockets go?   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Exact ly  what  I  d i rected to say,  le t  them 

go to Murder and Robbery Uni t .  

ADV HASSIM SC :    Where?   

CHAIRPERSON :    No,  you said to  a reposi to ry,  p lease.   I  

am sorry,  Ms Hassim.   You said to  a reposi tory to  be 

establ ished by General  Senthumule .   I  am sor ry,  Ms 

Hassim.   And you a lso agreed that  that  could have been 

Pretor ia .   You may cont inue,  Ms Hassim.  20 

ADV HASSIM SC :    Thank you,  Chai r .   Your message and 

your inst ruct ion  has been consistent  in  a l l  o f  these 

implementat ions.   Your SS13,  the 4  February le t te r .   Let  me 

take you to one more le t ter  then.   I t  is  SS21.   I t  is  the le t ter  

22 Apr i l .  
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LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  have got  i t ,  Cha i r .    

ADV HASSIM SC :    So I  th ink that  th is  makes i t ,  the 

in terpretat ion that  we are proposing to you is  made 

abundant ly  c lear .   Here,  i f  you look in  paragraph 2 of  th is  

le t ter ,  the last  sentence says,  okay,  le t  me read the whole 

paragraph:  

“ In  compl iance w i th the d i rect ive of  the 

Min ister  of  Pol ice  on 31 December  2024 

and subsequent  d i rect ives on the mat ter ,  

you are advised that  th is  process should  10 

be f ina l ised by Thursday 24 Apr i l  2024.   

This inc ludes the  t ransfer  of  a l l  dockets ,  

c losed,  cur rent ly  under invest igat ion ,  and 

in  cour t ,  to  the Div is ion Detect ive and 

Forensic Serv ices. ”  

There is  noth ing ambiguous about  th is  d i rect ive.  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  agree.    

ADV HASSIM SC :    A l l  o f  th is  was to be t ransferred to 

General  Senthumule.    

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    That  i s  cor rect .  20 

ADV HASSIM SC :    So do you st i l l  s tand by that  

in terpretat ion tha t  you are t ry ing to contend fo r  today,  that  

i t  was not  that  i t  should be g iven to General  Senthumule to 

be held in  one reposi to ry,  but  that  she should rather  have 

gone to KZN to inspect  the dockets?   
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LT-GEN SIBIYA :    You see,  Chai r ,  I  th ink we are tak ing one 

and the same th ing.   In  a sense that  when I  say do a  

handing over ,  ge t  the dockets,  make sure that  as  you do 

your handing over ,  and whatever exhib i t ,  whatever  that  is  

there that  goes wi th th is  docket ,  make sure that  they are 

kept  safe in  the recip rocal .    

 I t  is  a  log ica l ,  formal  way of  doing a handing over  in  

such a way that  you do not  lose any mater ia l  or  you do not  

lose any exhib i t  and that  you can account  for  every exhib i t  

that  goes wi th  a par t icu la r  docket .   I t  was just  a  10 

precaut ionary measure that  says make sure that  th is  th ing,  

these dockets,  a l l  o f  them, i f  there are any exhib i t s  

anywhere,  make sure that  they are a lso kept  safe.    

 And there is  not  any other  way i t  could have been 

done other  than to say,  i f  I  am to say you are the Div is ion of  

Cr iminal  Cr ime Inte l l igence and you are a lso doing 

invest igat ions tha t  fa l ls  under the Murder and Robbery Uni t ,  

take those dockets to  the Murder and Robbery Uni t .   Now,  

in  between the process,  le t  us make sure that  we do not  

lose exhib i ts ,  we do not  lose dockets,  and we do not  have 20 

any dockets fa i l ing to go to court  because of  the process.   I t  

is  just  a  s imple administ rat i ve process.    

ADV HASSIM SC :    Yes,  but  you see the d i f ference between 

what  you are say ing now and what  you say in  th is  le t ter  is  

that  you do not  say in  th is  le t ter  that  the dockets should go 
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to  Murder and Robbery.   You say the t ransfer  of  a l l  dockets ,  

c losed,  current ly  under invest igat ion ,  and in  cour t  must  go 

to Div is ion Detect ive and Forensic Serv ices.  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Murder and Robbery Uni t  fa l l s  under that .    

ADV HASSIM SC :    So you are saying what  you actual ly  

meant  was that  i t  should go to Murder and Robbery.    

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Yes.  

ADV HASSIM SC :    That  i s  what  you meant  when you wrote 

th is?   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    That  i s  General  Senthumule.    10 

ADV HASSIM SC :    General  Senthumule has g iven evidence 

to th is  Commission and test i f ied that  she was p laced under 

pressure to co l lec t  the dockets,  p laced under  pressure f rom 

you to take possession  of  the dockets.   What  is  your  

response to that?    

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  would agree.    

ADV HASSIM SC :    Okay.   And General  Khumalo  has a lso 

test i f ied and speaks speci f ica l l y  to  th is  per iod af te r  the 4 t h  

o f  February,  the le t ter ,  and he said  that  between 4 Feb and 

par t icu lar ly  af ter  4 Feb,  he said i t  was dur ing that  per iod  20 

that  the Div is iona l  Commission er ,  that  General  Senthumule  

was pressing h im to hand over  the  dockets to  her .   So you 

agree that  her  understanding was that  she must  take 

possession of  i t .    

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Can I  expla in something,  Chai r?   P lease 
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do take in to account  the fact  that  there was a l ready a  

presentat ion made in  Par l iament  and an act ion p lan was 

made by Genera l  Khumalo  h imse l f  that  says th is  is  the  

act ion p lan,  th is  is  what  we are going to do.  

ADV HASSIM SC :    I t  was not  yet .   There was no such th ing  

at  th is  point  in  February.   This per iod between,  I  sa id,  a f ter  

the 4 February le t ter .  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    No,  we are in  the  22 n d  o f  Apr i l  now.    

ADV HASSIM SC :    No,  I  was referr ing you to the pressure  

that  was being appl ied on Genera l  Senthumule  in  February  10 

to take,  as you agreed,  to  take possession of  the dockets.    

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  just  fee l  that  I  am being punished for  

being ef fect ive.   In  a sense that ,  i f  I  t ry  to  say,  le t  us move 

and le t  us make sure that  we do not  keep th ings ly ing  

around,  le t  th is  handing over  be f ina l i sed,  i t  is  a  problem 

because now someone was being pressured in to  br ing ing  

the docket .   We were work ing wi th in the of f i c ia l  inst ruct ion 

coming f rom the Min ister  to  the Nat ional  Commissioner  to  

us.   And we are  at  a l l  mater ia l  t imes comply ing wi th the  

Nat ional  Commissioner 's  inst ruct ion to make sure  that  we 20 

push the handing over  process.    

ADV HASSIM SC :    So now you are saying i t  was the  

Nat ional  Commissioner who gave the inst ruct ion to push 

th is  p rocess?  Because ear l ie r  when I  asked you about  

these le t te rs you said no,  th is  was your responsib i l i ty .   You 
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took in i t ia t i ve on th is .    

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    But  the le t ter ,  or  the emai l  that  was 

wr i t ten to me on the 3 r d  o f  January was d i rect ing me to get  

involved,  communicate the Min ister 's  d i rect ive to  the  

re levant  team, and then the subsequent  meet ings that  took 

p lace,  those subsequent  meet ings were in  re lat ion  to the  

d isbandment  i tse l f  and making sure that  the Min ister 's  

inst ruct ion is  adhered to ,  and that  was what  was happening.   

Now,  everyth ing was happening in  the normal  course of  

duty,  in  the same spi r i t  o f  we are comply ing wi th the  10 

inst ruct ions.   So even i f  I  was act ing mysel f ,  act ing 

whatever le t te r  that  I  wrote,  i t  was st i l l  w i th in the ins t ruct ion 

that  I  received to say th is  i s  where we are going.  

ADV HASSIM SC :    Would you agree then,  I  mean ,  I  th ink 

what  you are say ing is  no,  you d id  not  g ive th is  inst ruct ion 

that  i t  should be t ransfer red to the  head of f ice.   And what  

d id you do then when i t  was t ransferred to the head o f f ice?   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    General  Senthumule  in formed me that  

General  Khumalo  came,  brought  the docket ,  and then she 

put  the team together  to  do a handover.   And then that  i s  20 

when I  s tar ted saying,  hey,  le t  now th is  docket .   That  is  

when I  wrote th is  le t te r  that  says now,  because I  d id  not  

want  i t  to  waste t ime,  I  sa id le t  i t  go,  le t  th is  process be 

f ina l i sed wi th in seven days.    

 Because I  was t ry ing to shorten even the date,  the  
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t ime in  between,  to  say th is  docket  must  now reach where 

they must  be invest igated wi th in a very short  space of  t ime.   

Now you can see that  t ime fo r  me,  t ime was of  essence  and 

so that  we do th is  p rocess and f ina l ise i t  wi thout  any delay,  

fur ther  d isrupt ing the fu r ther  invest igat ion of  the docket .    

ADV HASSIM SC :    That  is  not  qu i te  what  is  sa id in  your  

le t ter  of  22 Apr i l ,  because i t  says you are ca l l ing  for  the  

t ransfer  of  a l l  dockets,  again ,  c losed,  current ly  under  

invest igat ion ,  and in  cour t ,  to  General  Senthumule.   That  is  

what  you are ca l l ing fo r?   10 

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Yes,  yes,  yes.    

ADV HASSIM SC :    So the point  i s ,  i f  the dockets are wi th 

General  Senthumule and a l l  o f  the evidence wi th General  

Senthumule,  they are not  being invest igated.   They are in  a  

reposi tory.    

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    That  i s  not  cor rect .    

ADV HASSIM SC :    And that  i s  in  fact  what  happened.  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    No.   I t  is  not  what  was supposed to  

happen.   We are doing th is  ignor ing or  leaving out  the fact  

that  what  caused to these dockets being kept  at  head of f i ce  20 

for  a par t icu la r  per iod of  t ime had i t  not  been the fact  that  

General  Mkhwanazi  re jected the  docket ,  we would  not  be 

s i t t ing here.  

ADV HASSIM SC :    Can you just  be  speci f ic?  When he 

re jected the dockets,  when?   
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LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Immediate ly af ter  these dockets ,  there 

was a handing over .   And they then cal led h im and said we 

are br ing ing the dockets,  and he re jected them.  That  is  the 

beginning of  the problem.  

ADV HASSIM SC :    You mean af te r  they were taken to the  

head of f ice?   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Yes.    

ADV HASSIM SC :    Okay,  and we wi l l  come there.   For  now,  

what  I  am t ry ing to establ ish  wi th you is  that  your  

inst ruct ions are repeatedly,  de l i ver  a l l  o f  the evidence in  10 

these cases under the cont ro l  o f  the PKTT,  del iver  i t  to  

General  Senthumule.    

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Let  us not  use the word del iver  i t  to 

General  Senthumule.  

ADV HASSIM SC :    Or  t ransfer .   Sor ry,  you used the word 

t ransfer .    

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Yes.   Transfer  to  General  Senthumule.   

This th ing is  very s imple,  Chai r .   I f  th is  author i ty  is  no  

longer wi th th is  Min ister  but  must  go to th is  other  Min ister ,  

now what  happens is  that  the dockets that  were  under 20 

General  Khumalo  must  be  under General  Senthumule.   I t  is  

just  a  word of  mouth,  and the dockets have been taken to  

now the Murder and Robbery Uni t .    

 I t  is  not  something that  real ly  should be 

compl icated or  take too long or  af fect  any serv ice del ivery,  
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even though in  between th is  delay ,  serv ice del ivery  was,  of  

course,  af fected.   But  wi th in the  short  per iod  that  I  

speci f ica l l y  gave,  i t  was not  supposed to be a  major  

in ter rupt ion or  an in ter rupt ion at  a l l ,  because a week or  

seven days should not  be regarded as an in terrupt ion  

because i t  does happen that  a docket  goes by for  more than 

a week wi thout  be ing invest igated.  

ADV HASSIM SC :    Have you had any exper ience in  

d isbanding a task  team?   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Yes.    10 

ADV HASSIM SC :    And have you previously removed 

dockets f rom a task team and d ist r ibuted i t?    

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Not  necessar i l y  because they d id not  

need me speci f ica l ly ,  and there was never such an outcry  

for  a task team to be d isbanded because i t  is  just  a  task  

team.  For  i t  to  be d isbanded is  just  a  word of ,  e i ther  i t  is 

done in  wr i t ing and then the members come back,  the local  

cont inue wi th the invest igat ion,  so i t  is  not  something  major ,  

something huge,  something b ig.   Not  at  a l l .    

ADV HASSIM SC :    Right .   I  was not  asking about  whether  20 

there was an outcry.   I  am asking about  the removal  of  

dockets f rom a task team and real locat ing them to other  

invest igators.   We were ta lk ing about  121 dockets .   They 

were qui te  vo luminous,  those dockets.  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    But  i t  is  a  smal l  number.   121 dockets is  
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a  very smal l  number.   I  am s i t t ing wi th more than 6  000 

people who are car ry ing between 200 and 500 dockets.  

ADV HASSIM SC :    So you say i t  could have been done 

quick ly,  but  the inspect ion,  and you refer red ear l ie r  to  the 

inspect ion that  was done by General  Motsepe.   General  

Motsepe says tha t  the t ime i t  took just  to  do an inspect ion  

was f rom 19 May to 30 May.   That  is  the t ime per iod  dur ing 

the inspect ion.   Do you recal l  that?    

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  do not ,  but  I  wi l l  take i t .    

ADV HASSIM SC :    And you would agree that  there is  a 10 

d i f ference between inspect ion and invest igat ion .   Cor rect?    

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Yes.    

ADV HASSIM SC :    So in  that  per iod of  t ime,  a l l  they were 

doing was …[intervenes] .   

CHAIRPERSON :    Was your answer  yes,  General?   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  d id  say yes,  Chai r .   I  am sorry.  

CHAIRPERSON :    Thank you.    

ADV HASSIM SC :    And in  that  per iod of  t ime,  the  

inspect ion,  accord ing to –  in  fact ,  i f  I  wi l l  just  re fer  you to  

what  General  Motsepe said i t  might  be easier .    20 

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Paragraph 20 of  her  statement .  

ADV HASSIM SC :    Thank you,  Commissioner Khumalo .   

That  is  qui te  r igh t ,  i t  is  paragraph 20.   Fi rs t  o f  a l l ,  le t  me 

te l l  you which f i le  i t  is  a t .   F i le  4 of  10.    

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    F i le  4 of  10.   I  am on i t ,  Chai r .  
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ADV HASSIM SC :    Paragraph 20,  she says :  

“ I  inst ructed my team to conduct  an 

analys is of  the dockets and to prepare a  

deta i led report  on thei r  f ind ings.   This  

exerc ise commenced on 19 May 2025 

unt i l  30 May 2025. ”  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Paragraph 20,  I  am at  paragraph 20.   I t  

says pr ior  to  the meet ing of  6  March.   Is  i t  the one?   

ADV HASSIM SC :    Are you on page 251?   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    251.   I  have got  i t .   Paragraph 20 ,  must  I  10 

read i t?    

ADV HASSIM SC :    Yes,  i t  is  just  –  I  am just  referr ing you 

to where Genera l  Motsepe says the inspect ion exerc ise  

commenced on 19 May 2025 unt i l  30 May 2025.   Okay?  So 

that  is  11 days just  to  do an inspect ion report .   No 

invest igat ion could be done whi le  the inspect ion was tak ing 

p lace,  r ight?   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Yes.    

ADV HASSIM SC :    And what  was your expectat ion then 

once the inspect ion was done?  What  was to be done wi th  20 

i t?   Did you g ive any fu r ther  inst ruct ion?   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Before I  respond to that ,  Chai r ,  the 11 

days that  we are ta lk ing about  that  took to do the 

inspect ion,  there  is  noth ing untoward in  that  per iod in  doing 

the inspect ion.   The inspect ion is  par t  o f  a t tending to the  
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dockets themselves.   I t  is  work on i ts  own.   The inspect ion  

of  the dockets,  and i t  takes that  per iod,  which means the  

dockets are receiv ing at tent ion.    

ADV HASSIM SC :    Yes.   You see,  you said  there is  noth ing 

compl icated in  th is .   I t  could have been done.   You gave an 

inst ruct ion that  the whole process must  be done wi th in  

seven days,  meaning i t  must  be back wi th invest igators,  

r ight?   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    The dockets?  

ADV HASSIM SC :    Yes.  10 

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Yes,  af ter  they receive them for  the 

dockets,  yes.    

ADV HASSIM SC :    Yes.   And what  I  am saying is  that  just  

the inspect ion process a lone took 11 days.    

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Yes.  

ADV HASSIM SC :    So i t  was not  qui te  as s imple as,  wel l ,  i t  

can a l l  be inspected,  assessed,  determined which stat ion or  

which Murder and Robbery Uni t  th is  should go to  wi th in 

seven days.   That  was impossib le.    

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I t  is  possib le,  Chai r ,  in  th is  sense.   In 20 

th is  sense.   The team is doing inspect ion,  but  ensure that  

th is  whole process is  f ina l i sed of  handing over  and 

whatever that  needed to be done is  done wi th in these seven 

days.   I  do not  necessar i l y  mean that  i t  is  very d i f f icu l t  to  

conduct  an inspect ion.   I  do not  know how they got  to  n ine  
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days,  how many people were involved.    

CHAIRPERSON :    11,  not  n ine.   11,  not  n ine.  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Yes,  yes,  Chai r .   But  what  I  mean is  that ,  

Chai r ,  somet imes when we conduct  invest igat ion or ,  le t  us 

say,  inspect ion,  I  can be a lone,  s i t  here as a commander 

doing an inspect ion,  but  there can be four  of  us or  f ive of  us  

and then we share th is  docket .   Then i t  can be done wi th in  

a day or  two.   So i f  i t  is  done wi th in 11 days,  i t  means that  

maybe one or  two of f ic ia ls  were the ones now doing these 

inspect ions.   I  do  not  know how they d id i t  that  led them to 10 

tak ing n ine days.   But  what  is  very much crucia l  to  note,  

Chai r ,  that  I  a lways do …[intervenes] .  

ADV KHUMALO SC :     I t  was e ight  people.    

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I t  was? 

ADV KHUMALO SC :    E ight  people.    

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Yes,  yes.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    You see that  in  paragraph 28 of  the  

same statement .     

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  know i t  was e ight  people,  Chai r ,  but  i t  

does not  necessar i l y  mean that  a l l  o f  them were  actual ly  20 

going th rough the  dockets.   But  what  is  very much crucia l  in  

th is  regard is  the fact  that  we are ta lk ing about  do rmant  

cases here that  were not  being at tended to by themselves.   

So,  i t  is  not  l ike the 10 days that  we spent  versus the three,  

four  years they never at tended to those dockets.  
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ADV HASSIM SC :    But ,  General ,  whether  or  not  what  you 

are c la iming is  correct  or  not ,  and we can get  there,  you d id  

not  know that  at  th is  point  in  t ime in  any event .    

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Yes.    

ADV HASSIM SC :    You d id not  know that .  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Yes.    

ADV HASSIM SC :    What  you c la im now,  that  in  fact  there 

was no work being done on these dockets.    

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  have demonst ra ted i t  a l ready.  

ADV HASSIM SC :    You d id not  know that  in  February.   You 10 

d id not  know that  in  March.   You d id not  know that  in  Apr i l .  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  d id .    

ADV HASSIM SC :    How did you come to know that?   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Remember tha t  the docket  came and 

there was a comment  made that  they gave us dockets that  

are actual ly  not ,  that  have not  been at tended in  a long t ime.    

ADV HASSIM SC :    Where was that  comment?   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Come again?   

ADV HASSIM SC :    Where was that  comment?   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Where was that  comment?   20 

ADV HASSIM SC :    Yes.  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I t  wi l l  not  be in  wr i t ing.    

ADV HASSIM SC :    Okay.  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    But  the docket  was handed over on the  –  

they were col lected f rom KZN,  I  th ink  on the 27 t h  by Colonel  
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Khumalo f rom PKTT to General  Khumalo who handed i t  over  

to  General  Senthumule the 28 t h  o f  March.   Now f rom the 

28 t h  o f  March,  General  Senthumule  a l ready ind icated to me 

that  we have received 118 dockets.   Now those 118 

dockets,  the team is af te r  –  she says I  have inst ructed the  

team to just  conduct  an inspect ion on those dockets so that  

we must  check under ,  le t  us say what  c i rcumstances or  

under ,  or  le t  us say for  instance how far  were they 

invest igated those dockets.    

 So i t  is  the  normal  course of  duty  or  how we do i t  10 

when you do a  handing over .   You have got  to  be  able to  

know that  th is  docket  I  found i t  under th is  condi t ion ,  th is  i s  

how i t  was.   Now,  they said th is  docket ,  i f  you can look at  i t ,  

many of  these dockets are not  pol i t ica l l y  re lated cases.    

ADV HASSIM SC :    Who said that?   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    General  Senthumule and General  

Motsepe.    

ADV HASSIM SC :    And when d id she say that?  And when?   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I t  was af ter  the handing over .  

ADV HASSIM SC :    How long af ter?    20 

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I t  is  not  a d i f f icu l t  quest ion,  i t  is  just  that  

I  am l i s tening  to  th is  quest ion,  how long af ter?  I  mean 

…[intervenes] .   

ADV HASSIM SC :    I  asked you a quest ion because you 

said look,  the fac t  that  i t  took so long and the inspect ion i t  
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takes,  whatever  i t  is ,  that  per iod of  t ime,  you ant ic ipa ted me 

where I  am going,  I  th ink.   You t r ied to ant ic ipate my 

quest ion by saying,  you know,  there was no work being 

done on these dockets in  any event .   So what  does i t  mat ter  

i f  an inspect ion per iod was 11 days,  which is  a long t ime?   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    To me,  I  was g iven the inspect ion report  

that  demonst rated that  these dockets are very o ld cases.  

ADV HASSIM SC :    When were you g iven that  inspect ion 

report?   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Unfor tunate ly,  a t  th is  point  in  t ime, 10 

Chai r ,  I  am sure,  Chai r ,  I  have ment ioned i t  before .   I  am 

not  in  of f ice,  I  do  not  have gadgets,  I  do not  have anyth ing 

that  can remind me or  assist  me to remember anyth ing,  

everyth ing.   But  the bot tom l ine is  that  I  do have the  report ,  

and th is  report  I  read.   And what  I  unfor tunate ly even fa i led  

to do as I  was reading that  repor t  was to a lso see which  

ones are pol i t i ca l ,  which ones are not  pol i t i ca l l y  re lated.  

CHAIRPERSON :    Just  an approximat ion then perhaps,  

General ,  i t  was May,  i t  was Apr i l ,  i t  was June ? 

ADV HASSIM SC :    And,  to  be c lear ,  you are refer r ing to 20 

the inspect ion report  by General  Motsepe?   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    By the team …[in tervenes] .  

ADV HASSIM SC :    Led by Genera l  Motsepe,  because you 

referred to Motsepe report .  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Chai r ,  can we re fer  to  the le t te r  that  was,  
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or  report  that  was draf ted by General  Motsepe because i t  

conta ins the date?   

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Let  me help you,  General .   General  

Motsepe says in  paragraph 24 of  her  statement :  

“Thereaf ter ,  on or  about  6 June 2025,  I  

compi led a draf t  unsigned report  in  the 

form of  an execut ive summary of  the  

inspect ion exerc ise undertaken.   The 

purpose of  the  draf t  report  was to 

mot ivate for  a budget  a l locat ion fo r  th ese 10 

dockets  to  be invest igated and to get  

d i rect ion f rom General  S ib iya and 

General  Senthumule. ”  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Yes,  so when is  the date?   

ADV HASSIM SC :    The date is  on or  about  6 June.  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    6  June.    

ADV HASSIM SC :    Is  when she compi led the draf t  report .    

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Yes.  

ADV HASSIM SC :    So,  then she says on 7 June,  le t  me just  

read i t  to  you :  20 

“On 7 June,  I  met  General  S ib iya and 

Senthumule to g ive them feedback about  

our  in tent ion and readiness to go to KZN 

and Eastern Cape to star t  the 

invest igat ion of  these 121 dockets. ”  
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So i t  was on 7 June that  she met  wi th you.   I  assume that  

she would have g iven you the draf t  report  then.  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I t  is  not  the report  I  am ta lk ing about .   I t  

is  not  the report  I  am ta lk ing about .   I  am taking the one 

that  is  on the th i rd of ,  we cal l  i t  the Motsepe report .   That  is  

what  I  want  to  check.   We do have i t .    

CHAIRPERSON :    Are we not  able  to  locate that?  So that  

should mean,  General ,  then i t  wou ld have been la ter .   I f  th is  

one was,  what  is  the word she uses?   

ADV HASSIM SC :    6  June.    10 

CHAIRPERSON :    No,  I  am saying the word she uses to 

descr ibe that  one.    

ADV HASSIM SC :    Draf t .  

CHAIRPERSON :    Draf t .   So i f  th is  one was a draf t  and i ts  

date was about  6 June 2025,  so  the  f ina l ,  the  Motsepe 

report  that  you are refer r ing to would obviously have been 

la ter  than the 6 t h  o f  June,  I  would imagine.    

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    What  I  wanted to read out  of  that  

Motsepe report ,  Chai r ,  is  because i t  g ives a background.   

Out  of  the background,  I  was going to get  the sentence that  20 

I  th ink I  need.   That  te l ls  me that  th is  is  what  happened.    

CHAIRPERSON :    Are we not  able  to  locate the Motsepe 

report?   

ADV HASSIM SC :    I t  is  in  Fi le  6,  which we just  found.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    I t  is  272,  General ,  in  Fi le  6.   You wi l l  
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see the bot tom page number ing in  red because the top one 

wi l l  say MCM1A2.   The very,  I  th ink i t  is  the very f i rs t  

document ,  i f  not  the second.    

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  th ink that  is  the  one,  Chai r .  

ADV HASSIM SC :    Do you have i t?    

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  have got  i t ,  Cha i r .    

ADV HASSIM SC :    And what  sentence d id you want  to  take 

us to?   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    May I  read i t?   May I  read :  

“On 31 December 2024,  the Min ister 's  10 

Of f ice issued an inst ruct ion. ”  

I  wi l l  leave th is  paragraph.   And,  okay,  i t  says,  I  wi l l  leave 

th is  paragraph :  

“Discussion.   On 28 March 2025,  a t  about  

10 o 'c lock,  a meet ing was held a t  Head 

Of f ice Cr ime Inte l l igence between the  

Div is ional  Commissioner of  Cr ime 

Inte l l igence and Lt -Gen Khumalo and the  

Div is ional  Commissioner Detect ive and 

Forensic Serv ice Lt -Gen Senthumule ,  and 20 

proof  of  her  acknowledgement  i s  

avai lab le. ”  

Now,  th is  i s  now 28 March :  

“A tota l  o f  118 dockets  under 

invest igat ion were handed over to  
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Div is ional  Commissioner of  Detect ive and 

Forensic Serv ice by Div is ional  

Commissioner  of  Cr ime Inte l l igence.   The 

agreement  between both Div is ional  

Commissioners is  that  the docket  

management  and administ rat ion of  the 

dockets wi l l  be in  three phases,  namely 

docket  under  invest igat ion,  docket  

pending decis ion  f rom court ,  docket ,  to  

which are present ly  wi th  the former  10 

pol i t i ca l  task team. ”  

But  now:  

“On 2025-04-23,  three dockets  under 

invest igat ion f rom Eastern Cape were  

handed to the D iv is ional  Commissioner ,  

L t -Gen Senthumule . ”  

And then,  dur ing the inspect ion,  I  am now going to 3.2 :  

“During the inspect ion,  Capta in Van der  

Berg establ ished,  accord ing to the 

SAPS5 ent r ies,  the last  work done on the  20 

invest igat ion and inst ruct ions g iven in  

th is  speci f ic  docket  was on 6 January 

2024,  and the inspect ion of f i cer  was Lt -

Gen Khumalo.   This docket  was 

invest igated together  wi th Mthatha…”  
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Now,  th is  one is  on the Namh la mat ter .   But  what  I  wanted 

to just  say is  that  when I  read the 3 .5 :  

“Lt -Gen Khumalo  responded by wr i t ing  

in format ion note  s igned on 2025 -05,  

ind icat ing that  in  October 2023,  the task  

team commenced wi th a comprehensive 

analys is of  both  case dockets.   Dur ing  

th is  rev iew,  i t  was d iscovered that  the …”   

No,  i t  is  okay.   I t  is  i r re levant .   What  I  was just  t ry ing to –  

what  I  wanted to show here,  I  thought  I  would come across ,  10 

where a c lear  background is  provided as to what  happened 

in  terms of  the t imel ines.    

ADV HASSIM SC :    Okay.   So,  i t  was not  of  any ass istance 

to you?   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Not  much.    

ADV HASSIM SC :    Okay.   So,  tha t  report ,  however ,  was –  

and I  th ink –  yes ,  th is  is  MCM1.   So,  th is  is  the Motsepe 

report ,  which we know at  least  the draf t  was only ready on 6  

June.   So,  you would have only received the  report  

somet ime af ter  6 June .   Cor rect?    20 

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    No.   I  th ink when they have done –  i t  was 

just  before they wrote  a le t ter  request ing for  the budget ,  I  

guess,  because I  remember at  tha t  point  in  t ime I  was st i l l  

be ing g iven the document ,  the th ick document  tha t  shows 

the one that  I  presented in  te rms of  a l l  the dockets that  
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were inspected and the l i s t  o f  case dockets.   So,  i t  is  

around about  that  t ime,  maybe.    

ADV KHUMALO SC :    But  then to  Chai r 's  point ,  that  would 

be much la ter ,  because the le t te r  request ing the budget ,  

General  Motsepe s igns i t  on the 23 r d  o f  June 2025.   I t  is  

MCM2.   I t  fo l lows that  one that  you were looking at .    

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Ja.   Let  me concede in  that  regard  and 

…[intervenes] .  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Maybe you can look at  i t  and conf i rm 

on page 287,  that  is  her  s ignature.   I t  is  23 June 2025.    10 

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Same f i le  as …[intervenes] .   

ADV KHUMALO SC :    You were looking at  the same 

document  as MCM1.   The one that  fo l lows i t  i s  MCM2.   I  do 

not  want  you to  concede th ings that  are not  there.   So,  

maybe look at  i t  and conf i rm that  that  is  her  s ignature on 

287.   I t  is  the same f i le ,  F i le  6.    

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Yes,  th is  i s  her  s ignature on the  23 r d  o f  

June.    

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Okay.    

ADV HASSIM SC :    Okay.   So,  that  conf i rms  Why do you 20 

not  f in ish what  you were saying?  You are conf i rming that  

you only received th is  report  somet ime af ter  the  6 t h  o f  

June?   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Yes.  

ADV HASSIM SC :    Okay.   So,  you had no idea in  February 
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or  March or  Apr i l ,  any t ime before ,  what  the status  of  the 

dockets were,  the  121 dockets,  the  status of  invest igat ions.   

You had no idea because there had been no inspect ion 

done.  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    No,  i t  was being done in  between,  s ince 

they received.   I t  was being done.   Remember,  they 

received the dockets and the inspect ion star ted.  

ADV HASSIM SC :    Wel l ,  the inspect ion team has a l ready 

put  the evidence before us and they said they star ted on the  

19 t h .   I t  took a team of  people.   They star ted on the 19 t h .   10 

They f in ished on the 30 t h .   They compi led a report .   Draf t  

report  was done on the 6 t h  o f  June.   At  some poin t  a f ter  

that ,  you were provided wi th the report .   Right?   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Yes.  

ADV HASSIM SC :    So,  to  go back to my quest ion,  you,  

therefore,  could not  have known what  the status  of  the  

invest igat ions were of  those dockets pr io r  to  receiv ing  th is  

report .    

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Yes.  

ADV HASSIM SC :    Okay.   So,  you d id not  know what  the  20 

status of  those dockets were in  February,  March,  Apr i l ,  e t  

cetera,  when you were issuing these inst ruct ions.    

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    No,  no.   I t  does not  mean that  when I  say 

yes,  I  d id  not  know because I  d id  not  have the report .   But  

what  is  important  is  that ,  remember,  in  between th is  per iod,  
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Chai r ,  we have management  meet ings.   We are  meet ing 

every day.   We d iscuss these th ings.   I  know where they are  

wi th what .   So,  i t  does not  necessar i l y  mean that  the fact  

that  there was no physica l  f ina l i sed report  g iven ,  I  d id  not  

exact ly  know what  was going on in  my house.   I  get  updated 

on a dai ly  basis what  i s  going on.    

 So,  I  knew that  we have been g iven f i les  and the  

in format ion that  was g iven to me is  that  in  some f i les,  

cer ta in statements have been removed.   In  some f i les,  in  

terms of  the number of  years they have not  been a t tended 10 

to.   So,  to  me,  I  was in terested to have that  f ina l  report  

then.  

ADV HASSIM SC :    Okay.   So,  you wai t  for  the f ina l  report .   

Those dockets now have been there s ince the 28 t h  o f  March.   

In  a l l  o f  that  t ime,  unt i l  i t  was returned,  u l t imate ly in  August ,  

I  be l ieve,  2025,  you would agree that  no invest igat ion was 

done on those dockets .   Cor rect?    

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  agree no invest igat ion was done.   

Chai r ,  may I  add?  I  do not  want  i t  to  look l ike I  am just  

being asked one quest ion and I  want  to  st i l l  go to 20 

Polokwane and come back.   But  there was no invest igat ion  

done,  I  agree .  but  had i t  not  been the fact  that  when the 

docket  was supposed to have been taken same t ime to KZN,  

the invest igat ion would not  have been st a l led.  

ADV HASSIM SC :    Okay.   So,  you said you were in  
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constant  superv is ion of  your  team.  What  d id  you do?  What  

d id you do before the inspect ion report?  In  fact ,  why d id 

you ins ist  on the inspect ion report?  Why d id you not  

inst ruct  that  the dockets go back to KZN?  And I  am not 

saying back to PKTT on your vers ion,  to  the  Murder and 

Robbery Uni t ,  so that  i t  can go in to the hands of  

invest igators.  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  th ink we a l ready passed th is  stage.   I  

a l ready said tha t  I  gave that  inst ruct ion and General  

Senthumule  spoke to General  Mkhwanazi .   General  10 

Mkhwanazi  re jected and then we had to then speak to the 

Nat ional  Commissioner,  who then said,  okay,  make a p lan.   

I  wi l l  a t tend to i t ,  but  make a p lan.   In  the meant ime,  for  the  

dockets now to receive at tent ion,  we were not  now in a  

posi t ion to send invest igators to  KZN to just  go invest igate.    

 To put  the task team together ,  now we have to take 

people who are carry ing  dockets f rom somewhere  and put  

them together  here.   And then to say no ,  we have to go to 

KZN,  now we need a budget .   And now we had to  wr i te  to  

the Nat ional  Commissioner to  say,  Nat ional  Commissioner,  20 

the KZN PC does not  want  to  accept  the docket  back.   Now,  

what  must  we do?  We are going to appoint  a  team to go 

and invest igate.    

 Then he advised that ,  okay,  now put  together  a  

team so that  the work must  cont inue.   Then we had to do a 
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budget  for  the members and the number of  teams that  we 

are recommending.   I t  was not  our  in tent ion to  d isband a  

task team and fo rm another  task team.   But  we are now 

caught  up in  the  middle of  a  s i tuat ion where the KZN  PC 

said,  no,  I  do not  want  th is  docket  in  my province.   Let  them 

see what  they are  doing wi th i t .    

 Now,  i f  that  i s  the case,  what  other  opt ions d id I  

have as the head of  invest igat ions was to make sure that  

work cont inues.   And for  the  work to  be cont inued,  i t  needed 

a budget .   And i t  was sent  to  the Nat ional  Commissioner  10 

and i t  s tayed fo r  qui te  some days  and he only s igned i t  a f ter  

I  was suspended and he s igned i t  and actual ly  sa id,  no,  the  

docket  must  go back to KZN.   That  is  when the docket  went  

to  KZN.   Someth ing that  the Nat ional  Commissioner could 

have actual ly  g iven that  inst ruct ion long t ime ago and said  

th is  docket  must  go to KZN by tomorrow.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Wel l ,  General ,  I  th ink i t  is  important  how 

you expla in th ings.   You say the Nat ional  Commissioner  

sa id to  you,  wel l ,  then make a p lan.   That  i s  not  what  he  

said.   That  i s  not  the evidence.   The evidence f rom you,  but  20 

a lso f rom the Nat ional  Commissioner h imsel f ,  is  that  he  said  

General  S ib iya is  the one that  o rdered that  these dockets 

should be removed.   He should see to f in ish,  basica l ly .   He 

must  sor t  th is  out .    

 And that  is  complete ly d i f ferent  f rom the impression  
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that  you are now creat ing  that  when General  Mkhwanazi  

refused to accept  the docket ,  the  Nat ional  Commissioner 

sa id to  you,  wel l ,  make a p lan.   And i t  is  important  that  you 

express i t  accura te ly.   He d id not  g ive you inst ruc t ions to 

make a p lan.   Even on your own vers ion,  he said to  you,  he  

wi l l  see to  f in ish.   Let  S ib iya decide what  to  do.   Is  that  not  

what  happened?   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    May I  respond,  Commissioner?   

ADV BALOYI SC :    Yes.  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I t  is  not  t rue that  the Nat ional  10 

Commissioner sa id I  hear  rumours that  the dockets are here 

at  the head of f ice ,  what  a re the dockets doing here at  the  

head of f i ce when they must  be at  the stat ions,  as  was 

d iscussed?  I t  is  not  what  happened.   The Nat ional  

Commissioner would not  even say that  and say,  le t  General  

S ib iya see what  to  do because he is  the one who gave 

inst ruct ions that  the docket  must  come to head of f ice.   I  

have never g iven that  inst ruct ion that  the docket  must  come 

to head of f ice.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    I  am not  d iscussing wi th you now 20 

whether  or  not  you gave that  inst ruct ion.   I  am not  saying 

that .   I  am saying your character isat ion of  the Nat ional  

Commissioner 's  response when he was in formed or  when he 

came to know tha t  General  Mk hwanazi  refuses to accept  the 

dockets,  h is  response was not  a commander or  a super ior  to  
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you saying,  wel l ,  we have a problem,  come up wi th a p lan.   

That  is  not  the ev idence that  we have had and that  was not  

your  account .    

 When you cr i t i c ised h im,  remember in  your  

ev idence you cr i t ic ised how the  Nat ional  Commissioner 

deal t  wi th  th is?  The account  we have f rom him and f rom 

you,  at  least  I  thought  you agree wi th that  account ,  that  he 

said le t  General  S ib iya deal  wi th  th is  because he created 

th is .    

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Not  because he created th is .   He said le t  10 

General  S ib iya use h is d iscret ion.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Yes,  absolute ly .    

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Yes,  he must  at tend to i t .    

ADV BALOYI SC :    Let  h im use h is d iscret ion how to deal  

wi th  th is .  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Yes.    

ADV BALOYI SC :    Yes,  thank you.    

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    And that  was in  a posi t ive way,  not  in  a 

negat ive way,  because we are wi th h im.  

ADV HASSIM SC :    Let  me g ive you my understanding of  20 

th is ,  the way i t  appears,  and then you can comment .   Is  that  

a very ser ious d isrupt ion wi th the  administ rat ion of  just ice 

occur red in  the handl ing of  these dockets.   I  th ink  you  

would agree wi th that .  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  rea l l y  do not  agree wi th that ,  Cha i r .    
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ADV HASSIM SC :    I  do not  understand why,  i f  dockets are 

not  invest igated for  months,  tha t  is  in te r fer ing wi th the  

administ rat ion of  just ice.   And I  am not  saying,  I  am not  

ta lk ing about  you personal ly  r ight  now,  I  am just  saying as  

an object ive fact ,  what  happened here was very ser ious  and 

i t  const i tu ted in ter ference wi th the invest igat ion o f  act ive  

cases.    

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  fa i l  to  reconci le  the fact  that  the  

evidence leader ignores the fact  that  these dockets were  

not  being invest igated s ince 2018.   For  a very long t ime,  10 

they were not .   But  even when you compare th ree to f ive 

years to  three months,  and you f ind three months to  be the 

t ravesty of  just ice,  compared to  the f i ve months where  

those dockets  were s i t t ing  gathered somewhere  

…[intervenes] .  

ADV HASSIM SC :    General ,  even i f  i t  were t rue ,  which 

there is  a d i f ferent  vers ion,  le t  me just  say,  about  whether  

they were being invest igated by the PKTT,  even i f  i t  were 

t rue,  that  is  no answer to  what  I  am put t ing to you.    

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Chai r ,  I  wi l l  s imply not  agree tha t  there 20 

was a t ravesty o f  just ice over  the  three months per iod or  

f ive months per iod,  compared to  the f ive years per iod.   And 

I  s t i l l  be l ieve that  i t  was a lso not  by our  own making,  or  my 

own making,  because le t  us accept  the fact  that  someone 

refused to accept  i t ,  to  receive the docket  or  re jec ted the  
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docket .   That  par t  on i ts  own was not  a smart  move e i ther  

f rom the prov inc ia l  Commissioner to  re jec t  the 

…[intervenes] .   

ADV HASSIM SC :    That  is  why when I  began,  I  sa id I  am 

not  speaking,  I  am not  assigning responsib i l i ty  anywhere.   I  

am just  saying as an object ive,  f rom an object ive point  o f  

v iew,  dockets s i t t ing in  head of f ice for  that  length of  t ime 

not  being invest igated is  an  in ter fe rence wi th the 

administ rat ion of  just ice.   And you said you would not  agree 

wi th that .    10 

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    From the neut ra l  perspect ive,  I  agree 

wi th i t .   From a person who is  neut ra l  watching,  not  

apport ion ing any b lame to whoever ,  I  would say i t  is  t rue.   I t  

is  cor rect .    

ADV HASSIM SC :    I t  was very  ser ious in ter fe rence wi th the 

administ rat ion of  just ice.  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  do accept  that  one.    

ADV HASSIM SC :    What  I  would l ike to  next  say to you,  

and th is  you can comment  on,  is  that  i f  you had not  issued,  

what  star ted th is  problem is  you are issuing  these 20 

inst ruct ions for  the t ransfer  of  a l l  o f  the dockets  to  General  

Senthumule.   That  is  what  star ted th is  problem.  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  do not  agree.    

ADV HASSIM SC :    I  am saying  to you that  tha t  is  my 

observat ion on i t ,  and you are f ree  to d isagree wi th i t .   Why 
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is  i t ,  why d id  you inst ruct  that  a l l  o f  the dockets should be 

t ransfer red,  inc luding the court -going dockets,  when you 

knew that  that  was not  par t  o f  the  p lan?  I  mean,  that  was 

not  the,  what  was under d iscussion  in  your  meet ings.   Why 

d id you inst ruct  that  even court -going dockets should be 

t ransfer red?   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Just  to  remind mysel f ,  Chai r ,  may I  go to  

the act ion p lan that  was suggested by  –  s ta r t ing f rom what  

was said in  Par l iament  by Genera l  Khumalo,  and a lso the  

meet ing of  the 6 t h  where he came up wi th the act ion p lan on 10 

what  must  happen.    

ADV HASSIM SC :    Yes,  yes,  cer ta in ly ,  we can go there.   I t  

is  Fi le  6,  and i t  is  HKS2.  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    F i le  6.    

ADV HASSIM SC :    Page 368.    

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Advocate Hassim,  just  check i f  the 

act ion p lan he is  not  refer r ing to is  the one in  Fi le  2 ,  page 

271.   Do you remember there was the br ie f ing and the  

act ion p lan?   

ADV HASSIM SC :    I  thought  he  refer red to the  6 t h  o f  20 

March.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Yes,  i t  wou ld have been the  same,  

but  there is  the act ion p lan,  which is  the steps that  needed 

to be fo l lowed.   I t  may be that  i t  a lso appears in  the same 

document .    
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LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I t  is  page 10?   

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Ja,  i t  is  the  same on page 10,  page 

375.  

ADV HASSIM SC :    Sorry,  Commissioner Khumalo,  I  need 

your assistance.   I t  is  f i le?  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    The one he is  looking at  is  the act ion  

p lan in  Fi le  6,  on page 375.    

ADV HASSIM SC :    Yes,  yes,  yes,  okay.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    But  you wi l l  see that  i t  is  a  much la ter  

vers ion.   The ear l ier  vers ion that  I  th ink he wanted to refer  10 

to is  the one in  Fi le  2 on page 271.   Because the  one we 

are looking at  now,  General ,  you see i t  even has dates of  

Ju ly 2025.   Just  look at  the last  i tem there and the due date  

where you were on page 10.   Do you see that  the last  ent ry 

there is  for  Ju ly 2025 ?   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Yes,  that  is  the one that  I  want  to  read.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Yes,  but  th is  is  the much la ter  

vers ion,  because the ear l ier  vers ion had the act ion p lan that  

you said was presented on the 6 t h  o f  March.    

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Chai r ,  le t  me just  have i t  on the s ide.    20 

ADV KHUMALO SC :    F i le  2,  Advocate Hassim,  on page –  i t  

has two page numbers.   The other  page number is  271,  the  

other  one is  337.    

CHAIRPERSON :    337,  i t  is  337.   I t  is  the same.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Yes,  i t  is  SS19,  I  th ink.   SS18.    
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CHAIRPERSON :    18.  

ADV HASSIM SC :    Sorry,  General ,  so is  th is  the p lan that  

you are looking a t?  Is  th is  the document  you wanted us to  

refer  to?   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    That  is  cor rect ,  Chai r .   Now 

…[intervenes] .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Maybe before you speak to i t ,  General ,  

th is  p lan,  who  has prepared th is  p lan?   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I t  is  Cr ime Inte l l igence,  the  pro ject  

coord inator ,  General  Khumalo.    10 

ADV BALOYI SC :    And is  your  ev idence in  what  you are 

going to be say ing that  you then star ted implement ing 

General  Khumalo 's  p lan?   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Yes.    

ADV BALOYI SC :    I  see.   Okay.    

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Now,  I  am looking speci f ica l l y  at  th is  one 

act ion p lan on page 10.    

ADV HASSIM SC :    On page 10?   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Wel l ,  th is  one ,  I  see i t  i s  a  new one that  I  

am not  aware of .   You can see th is  one,  i t  has got  2025 -07-20 

04.   No,  I  am going back to my or ig inal  one.    

ADV KHUMALO SC :    That  is  why I  sa id do not  look a t  page 

10,  because page 10 is  much la ter .  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Yes.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    That  is  why i t  has ent r ies for  Ju ly.   
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Go to the actual  one that  was presented in  March.    

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Yes.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    That  one you f ind  in  F i le  2,  i t  is  

SS18.  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  have got  i t ,  Cha i r .    

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Yes.  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  have got  i t ,  Commissioner.   Approval  o f  

d isbandment  p lan  by Min ister  of  Po l ice  on 06-03-2025.   And 

then stakeholder  engagement  wi th NPA   

CHAIRPERSON :    Which page are you reading at ,  General?   10 

ADV HASSIM SC :    I  th ink i t  is  337.    

CHAIRPERSON :    Ja.   P lease,  p lease le t  us know where 

you are reading  and p lease go by  the page number in  top 

r ight -hand corner ,  p lease,  p lease.   So as to guide us .    

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Thank you,  Chai r .  

CHAIRPERSON :    Thank you.    

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    May I  apologise,  Chai r?   

CHAIRPERSON :    No,  no need.   Thank you.  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  am reading a t  page 271,  the  act ion 

p lan.    20 

ADV KHUMALO SC :    No,  Genera l ,  Chai r  sa id the  r ight -

hand corner .   So that  would be 337,  not  the  le f t -hand 

corner .  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    337.    

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Do you see that  there are two page 
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numbers on that  page?   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  see.   They are confusing,  Chai r .  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Yes.   So look at  the one on the r ight  

and just  put  i t  on the record.    

CHAIRPERSON :    337.   Thank you,  General .    

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Thank you,  Chai r .   This act ion p lan is  the  

one that  was presented on the 6 t h  o f  March to the Min ister .   

That  says approval  o f  d isbandment  p lan ,  and the  

responsib le person is  the Min ister  on the 6 t h  o f  March.   This  

is  in  other  words,  by the 6 t h  o f  March,  th is  was the due date  10 

set  by themselves.   Stakeholder  engagement  wi th NPA,  

inc luding pr io r i t isat ion of  the 114 cases.   Nat ional  

Commissioner on the 17 t h  o f  March.    

 Approval  o f  the new cal l -up  inst ruct ion and 

f inancia l  author i t y ,  2025 /2026,  Nat ional  Commissioner on  

the 17 t h  o f  March.   Reta in ing the docket  under invest igat ion 

to the KZN/Eastern Cape is  the NPKTT Project  Manager and 

Div is ion Commissioner Detect ive  . . . [ ind ist inct ]  Forensic,  

both of  them, 17 t h  o f  March.   Provide progress to the 

Min ister ,  Nat ional  Commissioner ,  and Deputy Nat ional  20 

Commissioner Cr ime Detect ion  and submit  the f ina l  

. . . [ ind ist inct ]  o f  report ,  Pro ject  Manager,  D iv is ional  

Commissioner,  Detect ive Forensic  Serv ice on the  25 t h  o f  

March.    

 And in  fact ,  the very f i rs t  one d id not  even have 
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provide progress to the Min ister ,  Nat ional  Commissioner,  

and Deputy Nat ional  Commissioner.   They took me out  of  

that  l is t ,  the in i t ia l ,  the very in i t ia l  one.   And then I  th ink I  

asked a quest ion to General  Senthumule and said,  why am I  

not  par t  o f  th is  but  yet  I  am the  one account ing?  Then 

General  Khumalo  responded by saying that ,  no,  we thought  

because we account  to  you and we are the one do ing the 

job,  we wi l l  not  put  you here.   But  then they put  me here  as  

wel l  as the implementat ion.    

 Now,  on the 28 t h  o f  March,  that  is  when the handing 10 

over  was done.   Now,  I  rea l i sed that  they have done the 

handing over  and now the dockets  are here.   They must  go  

to where they need to,  where i t  needs to star t  to  be 

invest igated.   I  accept  that  I  a lso  then inc luded the court  

dockets and any other  invest igat ion that  i s  runn ing to 

complete the process of ,  because I  d id  not  want  th is  th ing 

to pro long of  d isbandment .   I t  jus t  had to be done i f  i t  had 

to be done.   E i ther  we do i t  or  we do not  do i t .   So i t  had to 

be done.   And tha t  is  what  happened.    

ADV HASSIM SC :    But  that  was not  par t  o f  the  20 

d isbandment  p lan  that  was d iscussed on the 6 t h  o f  March.   

I t  d id  not  inc lude cases on the cour t  ro l l .   Is  that  not  so?   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I t  is  cor rect .    

ADV HASSIM SC :    So there was a d i f ference of  v iew 

between you and General  Khumalo  and the others who 
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prepared th is  p lan.    

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Yes.  

ADV HASSIM SC :    Yes.   So why d id you ins ist  that  even 

those on the cour t  ro l l ,  that  i s  what  I  asked you is ,  why d id 

you ins ist  that  those on the court  ro l l  should a lso be 

t ransfer red when i t  was not  par t  o f  the p lan as you agree?  

You have taken us now to 6 t h  o f  March.   And perhaps,  you 

know,  Chai r ,  just  to  be complete on th is  point ,  in  the same 

document ,  i f  you turn back a few pages to page 334,  the  

last  bul le t  po int .    10 

CHAIRPERSON :    Are you there,  General?  334.    

ADV HASSIM SC :    The last  bul le t  po int  says the 114 

dockets,  and then i t  is  b roken down,  that  a re on the court  

ro l l  wi l l  remain wi th the team that  wi l l  be scaled down.   That  

is  the PKTT tha t  wi l l  be scaled down both in  KZN and 

Eastern Cape unt i l  the f ina l isat ion of  the prosecut ion  

processes.   So th is  was envisaging that  those on the court  

ro l l  would remain  wi th the team unt i l  they are f ina l ised.   So 

why d id you act  on your own and say,  despi te  the p lan,  

even those on the  court  ro l l  should be t ransfer red?   20 

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  d id  not  act  on  my own.   We were wi th 

the Min ister ,  together  wi th the Nat ional  Commissioner,  when 

th is  p lan was presented before the  Min ister .   The Min ister ,  

when i t  comes to ,  because there was one where they say 

return ing the docket  under invest igat ion to KZN ,  they gave 
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the date,  and then there was one that  spoke about  the court  

docket .    

 Then the  Min ister  sa id th is  is  par t ia l ly ,  he said,  th is  

is  par t ia l l y  approved,  but  I  am concerned about  the court  

cases because they could take f ive to  10 years to  come.   

And as a resul t ,  go and revis i t  th is .   So the  Min ister ,  I  th ink  

he even test i f ied,  I  am not  sure,  there was th is ,  i t  was not  

whol ly  approved by the  Min ister  as  is .   He said I  am worr ied 

about  the court  cases because they may take 10 years to  be 

f ina l i sed,  which means the PKTT must  st i l l  cont inue fo r  the 10 

next  10 years.    

 Now,  Commissioners,  you must  have h eard a lso  

General  Khumalo  ta lk ing in  Par l iament ,  saying that  i t  takes,  

i f  i t  took seven years to  establ ish a task team, i t  must  take 

seven years to  d isestabl ish task  team.   I t  is  no t  how i t  

works.   I f  a  task team was establ ished for  a par t i cu lar  

purpose,  to  go and ext inguish the f i re  there,  once the f i re  i s  

ext inguished,  i t  can be d isbanded.   You do not  need the  

same number of  years.  

 Now,  as we speak,  in  the i r  own vers ion,  the cases 20 

that  were star ted  in  2018 /2019,  they said are going to be  

f ina l i sed now in 2025.   And they sa id,  in  Par l iament  as they 

presented,  they said that  they expect  that  a l l  the cases wi l l  

be f ina l i sed in  2025.   Themselves saying a l l  the  cases wi l l  

be f ina l i sed in  2025.  
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 To date,  I  do not  th ink that  i s  the case because i t  is  

not  how i t  works at  cour t .   So which means,  when we say 

d isbandment ,  and then we say the court  cases,  the team 

wi l l  remain wi th the court  cases fo r  the next  per iod of  t ime ,  

i t  may be 10 to 15 years to  come.   Now,  as fa r  as I  am 

concerned,  to  as far  as we are concerned as the detect ives,  

is  that  i f  cases are t ransferred,  even the invest igat ing  

of f icer  who invest igated th is  case can st i l l  go  wi th h is  own 

invest igat ion.   The ru les are not  s t r ic t  or  hard enough,  fast  

and st r i c t  say that  …[intervenes] .  10 

ADV BALOYI SC :    General ,  I  th ink  the quest ion,  you have 

gone far  away f rom the quest ion that  is  been asked of  you.   

You referred  to page 334 of  th is  p lan,  which you refer red us 

to,  the 6 t h  o f  March presentat ion to the  Min ister .   And 334 

says that ,  in  that  last  bu l le t  po int ,  that  cases that  are,  o r  

dockets that  are on the ro l l  wi l l  remain wi th a team that  wi l l  

be scaled down.   So th is  is  on the 6 t h  o f  March.  

 Your le t ter  of  Apr i l ,  so you were in  a  meet ing and 

you seem to  now be reconci l ing wi th th is  p lan on the 6 t h  o f  

March,  but  that  report  or  that  p lan  on the 6 t h  o f  March says 20 

the mat ters on the ro l l  o r  the dockets on the ro l l  wi l l  remain  

wi th a team.  They wi l l  not  be taken away f rom the team.  

But  you,  in  Apr i l ,  even an ear l ie r  date,  but  in  Apr i l ,  you say 

a l l  dockets must  go to General  Senthumule.  

 So your inst ruct ion in  Apr i l  cont radicts what  i s  
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conta ined in  334.   So you have to have an explanat ion.   And 

that  is  why I  asked you ear l ier ,  my quest ion,  i f  you 

remember,  I  asked you ear l ie r ,  i s  your  ev idence that  you 

then star ted implement ing General  Khumalo 's ,  I  ca l l  i t  

General  Khumalo 's  p lan,  but  I  am speaking to  th is  p lan.   I s  

your  ev idence that ,  and you say,  yes,  I  s ta r ted  

implement ing thei r  p lan.   That  is  what  I  was act ing on.   But  

that  is  not  what  you are doing in  Apr i l .  

 In  Apr i l  you g ive  a cont rary inst ruct ion to what  is  

conta ined in  334.   I t  is  one or  the other .   You e i ther  carr ied  10 

on implement ing your p lan,  which is  what  SS21,  the le t ter  of  

Apr i l ,  i s  about .   I t  is  your  p lan.   You car r ied on wi th that .   

Because then i t  does not  make sense that  you would g ive 

the inst ruct ion you g ive in  Apr i l  and st i l l  say,  wel l ,  I  was 

implement ing thei r  p lan.   P lease expla in that .    

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    What  I  am exp la in ing,  Chai r ,  is  that  I  

th ink i t  is  important  to  conf i rm,  and I  do have some,  I  do not  

know i f  i t  is  a lso in  my statement ,  that  the  Min ister  par t ia l l y  

approved th is  p lan,  th is  act ion p lan,  not  whol ly ,  not  as a  

whole.   He ra ised concerns when i t  comes to the  court  20 

docket  and say,  i f  you say the cour t  docket  wi l l  remain wi th 

the task team, i t  should not  be the  case because i t  wi l l  take  

too long.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    So can we then agree that  in  Apr i l ,  when 

you gave th is  inst ruct ion in  Apr i l ,  you were not  execut ing 



    20 FEBRUARY 2026 – DAY 64 
 

Page 64  o f  181  

 

 

th is  p lan?  You were execut ing  a  complete ly  d i f fe rent  p lan 

as re lates,  at  least  fo r  present  purposes,  as re lates to 

dockets that  a re going to court .   You were not  implement ing 

th is  p lan.   You were implement ing your p lan,  tak ing in to  

account  what  you say,  the  Min is ter  expressed concerns 

about  dockets that  are going to court .   Can we at  least  

agree that?   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  want  to  say,  Chai r ,  I  was implement ing 

th is  p lan,  but  I  was pushing for  complet ion of  th is  process.    

ADV BALOYI SC :    Yes,  that  is  your  just i f icat ion.   That  is  10 

your just i f icat ion for  what  you d id,  that  I  was pushing.   I  am 

not  there.   I  am t ry ing to establ ish  a factual  enqui ry  to  get  

an answer to  i t .   I t  is ,  334 says the dockets that  a re on the  

court  ro l l  wi l l  remain wi th the team.   That  is  what  i t  says,  

334.   That  is  General  Khumalo 's  p lan.   Your le t ter  of  Apr i l  

says d i f ferent ly .   I t  says even those dockets must  go to 

General  Senthumule.   Can we agree that  i t  is  a  fact  that  

comes out  of  these documents?  Forget  why you d id i t .   I  

just  want  us to  agree on the fact .  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    We do,  Chai r .    20 

ADV BALOYI SC :    Thank you.    

ADV KHUMALO SC :    And just  to  add to Commissioner 

Baloyi ’ s  point ,  even the much la ter  p lan that  was presented 

to the Min ister  on the 27 t h  o f  March had the same ent ry.   

That  is  the page 10 you were referr ing to,  on page 372  in  
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F i le  6 .   I t  a lso says court -going  cases,  a l l  117 of  them.  

Remember the much la ter  p lan?  You said th is  one was 

par t ia l l y  approved,  and in  March,  on the 27th,  they had to  

present  a  new plan to the Min ister .   And you referred us to 

page 10,  page 375,  in  Fi le  6.   Do you remember?   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    On th is ,  the one on page 10?   

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Yes,  in  Fi le  6 .   Remember?   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    You see,  Chai r ,  th is  one,  qui te  honest ly  

speaking,  I  see i t  for  the f i rs t  t ime.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    No,  no,  l is ten to me,  Genera l .   Later  10 

in  March,  remember there was a  p lan presented to the  

Min ister  on the 6 t h  o f  March?   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Correct .  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    And you say he par t ia l ly  approved i t  

and to ld them to go back.   And on the 27th of  March,  they 

revised the p lan and they presented i t  to  the Min ister .   And 

we a l l  know that  that  is  the day when a l l  he l l  broke loose.   

But  the point  be ing made is  that  on page seven of  that  10 -

page document ,  on 372,  that  ent ry remains that  the 114 

dockets that  are  on the court  ro l l  wi l l  remain wi th the 20 

current  invest igat ing of f icers.    

 So just  to  make i t  c lear ,  i t  i s  not  new invest igat ing  

of f icers.   I t  is  the same invest igat ing of f icers.   And the point  

Commissioner  Baloyi  i s  making is  that  you were not  

implement ing th is  p lan.   You were  implement ing your own 
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p lan because your own p lan was that  a l l  dockets must  come 

to Detect ive and Forensic Serv ices.   So you cannot  say you 

were implement ing General  Khumalo and General  

Masemola 's  act ion p lan because thei r  act ion p lan d id not  

contemplate court -going dockets  being taken f rom the 

current  invest igat ing of f icers.    

 And you can read i t  for  yoursel f .   That  is  what  i t  

says.   General ,  i t  says that .   That  is  what  i t  says.   You can 

have a just i f icat ion fo r  why you d id what  you d id,  but  the  

act ion p lan is  c lear ,  and that  i s  Commissioner Baloyi 's  10 

point .   So you cannot  say the act ion p lan was that  the  

dockets were to be taken away f rom the current  

invest igat ing of f i cers.   That  is  not  what  i t  says.  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    May I  comment  on something,  Chai r ,  i f  

you a l low me?  I f  you l i s ten to General  Senthumule  

yesterday in  the  record ing  when she say,  why are they 

keeping the cour t  dockets?  Why must  they st i l l  keep the 

same docket  and be s leeping in  hote ls to  just  remain and 

keep the court -going docket?  What  i s  there to do st i l l?   

Because i t  is  a  court -going docket .   Invest igat ion is  20 

complete.    

 Now,  which means the court -going docket  is  a done 

deal .   The way that  the invest igat ing of f icer  goes wi th i t  or  i t  

goes to the next  invest igator ,  the  bot tom l ine is  that  i t  i s  

done.   I t  is  not  l i ke an invest igat ion that  wi l l  requi re.   So I  
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understand the process,  what  the Commissioners are 

saying,  that  I  was implement ing  my own p lan.   I  was 

implement ing  the  p lan that  even the  Min ister  ra ised a 

concern and said I  am worr ied,  however,  about  th is  th ing of  

the court  docket  remain ing wi th the team, because which 

means i f  the docket  are going to be there fo r  the next  10 

years,  th is  inst ruc t ion is  not  going to be compl ied wi th.    

ADV KHUMALO SC :    General ,  can we just  agree that  you 

were not  implement ing the act ion p lan,  you were 

implement ing your own p lan?  Can we just  agree on that?   10 

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  wi l l  agree,  Chai r .    

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Yes.  

CHAIRPERSON :    And at  that  point ,  oh,  Ms Hassim?   

ADV HASSIM SC :    I  wi l l  re turn to  i t  a f ter  the adjournment .  

CHAIRPERSON :    Let  us adjourn and resume at  2 0 to .   Let  

us adjourn.    

ADV HASSIM SC :    Thank you,  Cha i r .  

INQUIRY ADJOURNS 

INQUIRY RESUMES  

CHAIRPERSON :    Yes,  Ms Hassim.   20 

ADV HASSIM SC :    General ,  we were just  deal ing wi th the  

quest ion of  your  inst ruct ion that  dockets that  a re in  cour t  

should be t ransferred  before we ad journ,  do you recal l?   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Yes,  Commissioners.   

ADV HASSIM SC :    And you took us to these d isbandment  
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p lans,  the act ion p lans,  r ight?  And I  just  want  to  c lose up 

on that .   The f i rs t  vers ion of  that  p lan,  which is  the one that  

was presented on 6 March,  which we looked at ,  and which 

is  in  f i le  2 at  page 334.   I t  says,  just  to  ref resh your 

memory,  that :  

“The dockets tha t  are on the court  ro l l  

wi l l  remain wi th the team.  That  wi l l  be 

scaled down,  both in  KZN Eas tern  Cape,  

unt i l  the f ina l i sat ion of  the prosecut ion  

processes. ”  10 

That  was the p lan that  the Min ister ,  you said,  par t ia l l y  

approved.   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Yes.   

ADV HASSIM SC :    And requested that  i t  be amended and 

brought  back to h im,  r ight?  Correct?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Yes.   

ADV HASSIM SC :    And then at  the meet ing of  27  March,  

the revised p lan was presented.   And that  is  f i le  6  and the  

re levant  page fo r  th is  purpose is  page 372.   Okay?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Got  i t .  20 

ADV HASSIM SC :    A l l  r ight ,  so,  in  the Min ister 's  s tatement  

to  the Commission,  and le t  me take you there to,  I  am sor ry 

that  i t  is  a  lo t .   You can c lose the f i rs t  6  March vers ion of  

the p lan.   But  i f  you look at  f i le  4.  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    F i le  4.   
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ADV HASSIM SC :    F i le  4 at  page 375.   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Here is  i t .   Page?  

ADV HASSIM SC :    375.  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    375?  

ADV HASSIM SC :    Yes,  so,  th is  i s  the Min ister 's  s tatement .   

And what  the Min ister  says is :  

“On 6 March 2025,  the SAPS prepared 

and del ivered a presentat ion  t i t led,  

Br ie f ing to the Min ister  of  Pol ice on PKTT 

Disbandment  P lan.   This br ie f ing 10 

recorded how the  SAPS proposed to 

implement  my d i rect ive on 31 December  

2024.   The p lan  -  the d isbandment  p lan 

of  6  March 2025 in ter  a l ia  recorded as 

fo l lows. ”  

And then he records 184.1 to  184.4.   And then he 

cont inues:  

“The br ief ing of  6  March a lso inc luded a 

progress report  o f  po l i t ica l  k i l l i ngs cases.   

The content  of  the d isbandment  report  20 

was s imi la r  to  what  was presented in  

Par l iament  on the previous day.   I  

approved the NPKTT disbandment  p lan  

subject  to  cer ta in amendments and on 

condi t ion that  the d isbandment  be  
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completed in  2025. ”  

Right?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Yes.   

ADV HASSIM SC :    You see that?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  just  want  to  check the last  one.   I  

approved the p lan  subject  to  which page is  that?  

ADV HASSIM SC :    Paragraph 185.    

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    185,  okay.  

ADV HASSIM SC :    And then he at taches the  revised 

vers ion of  the p lan as SM27 ,  okay.   And that  is  the p lan that  10 

is ,  that  we are  looking at ,  a t  page 368,  s ta r ts  on 368.   But  

speci f ica l l y  on 372,  you wi l l  see what  we d iscussed just  

before the adjournment .   That  the revised p lan conta ins the  

record ing that  the  114 dockets that  are on the court  ro l l  wi l l  

remain wi th the cur rent  invest igat ing of f icers ,  r ight .    

 So,  the Min ister  d id not  d isapprove.   He never sa id  

that  those court  ro l l ,  those cases that  a re on the court  ro l l  

should be t ransferred.   There is  no where where the Min ister  

gave that  inst ruct ion.   In  fact ,  what  he puts up  in  h is  

statement  i s  the revised p lan and has no issue,  takes no 20 

issue wi th the 114 dockets tha t  are on the court  ro l l  

remain ing wi th invest igators.  

CHAIRPERSON :    But  do we,  do we know,  Ms Hassim,  what  

the cer ta in amendments that  the  Min ister  is  referr ing to 

were?  Where?  
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ADV HASSIM SC :    The Min ister  never referred to  which  

amendments.   A l l  the Min ister  d id  was say,  and here was 

the revised p lan.   And the revised p lan inc ludes the same,  

the same requi rement  as the previous meaning.   

CHAIRPERSON :    Or is  there?  

ADV HASSIM SC :    I f  i t  had been an amendment ,  one of  

those amendments he requi red,  i t  would not  have remained.  

CHAIRPERSON :    So,  th is  i s  a rev ised p lan af ter  the 

amendments.   

ADV HASSIM SC :    A f ter  the amendments.   So,  i f  he had 10 

asked that  that  has to be removed,  then i t  would not  have 

been ref lected in  the revis ion.   So,  what  I  am saying to you,  

General ,  is  that  the Min ister  d id no t  request  that  that  should 

be removed.   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    May I ,  may I  be a l lowed ,  Chai r ,  to  read 

th is  four th one?  Because th is  who le act ion p lan,  I  have not  

come across i t .   I  have not  seen i t  mysel f .   I  have a lways 

known the act ion  p lan that  was submit ted  a day a f ter  the 

meet ing at  Par l iament .   The next  morning  on the 6 t h ,  there  

was th is  act ion p lan.   This one I  have not  seen.   So,  I  am 20 

reading i t  now.   But  what  I  see,  handing over  of  the docket  

under invest igat ion,  I  am reading at  page 10,  page 375 

act ion p lan,  the la test  one,  Chai r .   I t  is  f i le  6 of  10,  page 

375.  

ADV HASSIM SC :    Yes.   
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LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I t  says:  

“Approval  o f  d isbandment  p lan,  Min ister  

of  Pol ice,  now is  27 March.   Stakeholder  

engagement  w i th NPA,  inc luding  

pr ior i t i sat ion of  the 114 cases,  Nat ional  

Commissioner on  28 March.   Approval  o f  

the new cal l -up inst ruct ion and f inancia l  

author i ty  on 2025-2026.   Nat ional  

Commissioner,  27 March.   Handing over  

the docket  under invest igat ion to the 10 

Div is ional  Commissioner,  Detect ive and 

Forensic Pro ject  Manager,  Div is ional  

Commissioner,  Detect ives on 26 March 

2025.   Submit  quarter ly  progress report  

on both the case under invest igat ion and 

court  go ing 114 cases,  Min ister ,  Nat ional  

Commissioner,  Deputy  Nat ional  

Commissioner,  Cr ime Detect ion  and 

Deputy Nat ional  Commissioner,  Pol ic ing.   

And the respons ib le person is  Pro ject  20 

Manager,  Div is ional  Commissioner,  

Detect ive and Forensic Serv ice on the 4 t h  

o f  Ju ly and cont inuously. ”  

So,  as far  as I  am concerned,  the  handing over ,  inc luding 

the handing over  of  the court  go ing docket ,  i t  had to be  
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done by the 4 t h  o f  Ju ly and cont inuously.    

ADV HASSIM SC :    That  is  not  what  i t  says here.   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    What  does i t  say?  

ADV HASSIM SC :    I t  says submit  quarter ly  progress 

reports on both cases under invest igat ion and court  go ing.   

I t  is  about  progress reports on the cases.   And there are 

two ind iv iduals who are responsib le for  th is  progress report .   

General  Senthumule and General  Khumalo.   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Yes.   

ADV HASSIM SC :    And the same document  that  you are 10 

looking at  now,  three pages ear l ie r ,  a t  372,  ta lks about  the  

court  go ing dockets.   And i t  says i t  wi l l  remain wi th the  

current  invest igat ing of f i cers.   So,  what  I  am saying  to you 

is ,  do you accept  that  th is  is  the correct  ref lect ion of  what  is  

in  th is  document?   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  accept  that  th is  i s  a ref lect ion of  what 

is  conta ined in  th is  document .   However,  i t  is  not  a  

document  that  I  mysel f  was aware o f .   

ADV HASSIM SC :    Okay.   A l l  r ight ,  that  i s  f ine.   What  I  am 

saying to you is  that  th is ,  read wi th the Min ister 's  20 

statement ,  ind ica tes that  the Min ister  d id not  request  that  

the 114 court  go ing cases must  be removed.   Do you see 

that?   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Yes.   

ADV HASSIM SC :    So,  your  inst ruct ion fo r  those dockets  
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that  were on the  court  ro l l  to  be  t ransferred to General  

Senthumule was your own inst ruct ion.   I t  d id  not  come f rom 

the Min ister ,  and i t  d id  not  come f rom the nat ional  

Commissioner.   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Yes,  i t  was my inst ruct ion based on my 

responsib i l i t y  as the deputy Nat ional  Commissioner of  cr ime 

detect ion.  

ADV HASSIM SC :    Yes,  but  cont rary to  what  th is  p lan says,  

i t  was cont rary to  the p lan.   I t  was,  you were act ing cont rary 

to  th is  p lan.   10 

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  do not  th ink I  was real ly  act ing cont rary  

to  the p lan because i t  a l l  went  towards d isbandment  and 

towards handing over  the docket ,  inc luding the court  cases.  

ADV HASSIM SC :    Okay,  do  you accept  that  your  

inst ruct ion that  cour t  go ing cases,  that  the cour t  go ing 

dockets must  be  t ransfer red to head of f i ce,  cont radicts 

bul le t  po int  4  on page 372?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Can we f ix  th is  th ing that  my inst ruct ion  

that  the docket  be t ransferred to head of f ice?  Because that  

is  not  the inst ruct ion that  I  gave that  the docket  be 20 

t ransfer red to  head of f ice.   I  sa id to  the Div is ional  

Commissioner of  cr ime detect ion.   

ADV KHUMALO SC :    But  Genera l ,  even that  is  cont rary to  

the p lan because the p lan is  that  cour t  go ing dockets must 

remain wi th the PKTT.   That  is  why the Min ister  says I  
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approve the p lan subject  to  the condi t ion that  the 

d isbandment  be completed in  2025.   So even the Min ister  

was happy that  the PKTT must  cont inue to  exist  a t  least  

unt i l  the end of  2025.   And court  go ing dockets were to 

remain wi th the cur rent  invest igat ing of f icers,  not  to  go to a 

d i f ferent  d iv is ion.   Even the Min ister  says that .   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    You know why I  am taking t ime and quiet ,  

Chai r?  I t  is  l ike when I  juxtapose what  is  conta ined in  the 

report ,  the study that  says we need to reestabl ish the 

specia l ised uni t ,  the murder and robbery uni t ,  and to  10 

capaci ta te them, and to make sure  that  we resource them, 

resource capaci ty .   And then wi th th is  inst ruct ion that  says,  

a l l  r ight ,  invest igate and then the  court  go ing docket  must  

remain there.    

 Now,  I  am t ry ing,  f rom my angle,  in  t ry ing to push 

the per formance of  the detect ives and capaci ta t ing the 

envi ronments that  we are ta lk ing about .   In  my case,  to  me,  

i t  was l ike a l l  r i vers leading in to the ocean.   I  was saying we 

need to capaci ta te the murder  and robbery  uni t .   Because in  

the murder and robbery uni t ,  you do not  have ord inary  20 

detect ives who are not  exper ienced.   And even the same 

people that  were there,  they could st i l l  be the same people 

that  just  taken in to the murder  and robbery wi th the i r  

dockets.    

CHAIRPERSON :    General ,  what  star ted th is  debate  was a 
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re ference by Ms Hassim to the t ransfer  of  the dockets to  

head of f ice of  Pretor ia .   But  throughout  unt i l  then,  Ms 

Hassim has been referr ing to the t ransfer  of  dockets to  

General  Senthumule.   So,  I  th ink  that  is  what  we must  

understand here to be ta lk ing about .   And the quest ion is ,  

do you accept  tha t  your  inst ruct ion that  a l l  dockets must  go  

to General  Senthumule  was at  odds wi th  what  the p lan  said  

which was,  insofar  as court  go ing  dockets are concerned,  

those are not  to  be t ransfer red to General  Senthumule.   

That  is  the s imple point  Ms Hassim is  making.   Do you 10 

accept  that?  That  is ,  you gave an inst ruct ion that  was at  

odds wi th the p lan.   Whatever the just i f i cat ion.  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Out  of  respect  o f  the Chai r ,  I  wi l l  accept .   

But  under normal  c i rcumstances,  Chai r ,  I  was not  going to 

accept  in  th is  sense.   In  a sense that  …[intervenes]  

CHAIRPERSON :    You must  test i fy  in  accordance wi th what  

you know,  the  factual  posi t ion tha t  you know.   I t  does not  

mat te r  who the  quest ion comes f rom.   Do you accept  that  

your  inst ruct ion  that  a l l  dockets,  inc luding dockets in  

respect  of  cour t  go ing mat ters,  should be t ransfer red to 20 

General  Senthumule?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    That  was my inst ruct ion,  Chai r .   

CHAIRPERSON :    Thank you.   The answer,  Ms Hassim,  i s  

that  he accepts that  h is  inst ruct ion was at  odds wi th the 

p lan.   
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ADV HASSIM SC :    Thank you,  General .   I  th ink  we can 

leave i t  there because what  that  conf i rms then is  that  you 

are act ing on your own,  not  in  accordance wi th inst ruct ions 

f rom ei ther  the Min ister  or  the Nat ional  Commissioner.  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  was not  act ing  on my own.   I  was act ing  

in  terms of  my mandate as the head of  detect ives.   

ADV HASSIM SC :    Okay.   Before  I  leave th is  top ic,  there  

may be some fur ther  quest ions f rom the Commissioners.   

ADV BALOYI SC :    I  do.   General ,  i f  you would have in  f ront  

of  you your statement  in  f i le  2 .   And then in  f i le  2 ,  you go to 10 

that  January 17 t h  mat te r .  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Page?   

ADV BALOYI SC :    Yes.   Commissioner Khumalo  says page 

205.   Yes,  that  i s  where you have SS13.   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  have got  i t  there,  Chai r .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Yes,  but  what  I  want  you to f i rs t  

understand,  which is  not  c lear  f rom your statement ,  you,  

when you got  -  so th is  le t te r ,  the d isbandment  le t ter ,  is  

issued on the 31 s t .   You do say in  your  statement  that  i t  

gets sent  to  you by Br igadier  Letogo,  I  th ink,  and you 20 

consider  i t  to  come f rom the of f ice of  the  Nat ional  

Commissioner.  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    General  Sebo la,  not  Br igadier  Letogo,  

Commissioner.   

ADV BALOYI SC :    Okay.   But  Br igadier  Letogo sent  you 
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something.  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Br igadier  Letogo sent  me the d i rect ive  

that  comes f rom the Nat ional  Commissioner that  says I  must  

communicate the Min ister 's  d i rect ive to  the re levant  team.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    That  is  what  I  am refer r ing to.   I  am 

referr ing to that ,  that  came f rom Br igadier  Letogo.   I  am not  

yet  at  General  Sebola yet .   I  am st i l l  d iscussing Letogo.   

And what  you do in  your  statement ,  you expla in,  so i f  you 

look at  paragraph 71,  you say :  

“On the 3 r d  o f  January,  Br igadier  Letogo 10 

communicated the Min ister 's  decis ion to  

me and d i rected you. ”  

Paragraph 71?  And the copy of  the communicat ion f rom 

Br igadier  Letogo is  SS9.   I  wi l l  -  I  just  want  you to keep 

your f inger  on tha t .   We wi l l  come back to that  SS9 because 

that  is  real l y  what  I  want  to  d iscuss.  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    My apologies,  Chai r .   Page 71.   

ADV BALOYI SC :    Paragraph -  yes,  we are in  your  

statement  now page 25 paragraph 71.   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Page 25.   20 

ADV BALOYI SC :    Paragraph 71 in  your  statement .  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  have got  i t ,  Cha i r?  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Yes,  so,  that  is  where you say that  you 

f i rs t ,  th is  i s  where Br igadier  Letogo sends you.   Here is  

what  you say,  in  fact :  
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“Letogo communicated the Min ister 's  

decis ion to mysel f  and other  of f ic ia ls ,  

r ight . ”  

And then gave you cer ta in d i rect ions.   This i s  what  you say.   

And then you,  i f  you just  page over ,  and then you say on 

paragraph -  in  paragraph 75,  the next  page,  you say :  

“On 7 January 2025,  your  of f i ce d i rected 

an emai l  to  Div is ional  Commissioner. ”  

And I  am just ,  a t  th is  point ,  I  am st i l l  t ry ing to understand 

the chronology,  how th ings happened.   So,  on the 7 t h  o f  10 

January,  you wr i te  to  General  Khumalo and brought  

Br igadier  Letogo 's communicat ion  to h is  at tent ion .   And 

then at  77,  you expla in the Nat ional  Commissioner was on 

leave.   That  is  on  the next  page.   And then at  78,  paragraph 

77? 

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    The Commissioner is  running fas ter  than 

I  can …[ intervenes]  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Okay,  I  am going to t ry  and just  

…[intervenes]  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  am st i l l  s tuck at  75,  t ry ing to reach,  to  20 

understand,  so that  when I  go  …[in tervenes]  

ADV BALOYI SC :    S low me down i f  you need to.   You read 

75,  and then you can te l l  me,  I  can move on.   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  have read 75.   

ADV BALOYI SC :    Okay,  go  to the  next  page.   And then at  
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77,  and i t  is  not  real l y  of  s ign i f icance,  but  you say :  

“The Nat ional  Commissioner  was on 

leave at  the t ime,  and then you say,  I  

ca l led Maj -Gen Rabie  to  assist  me wi th 

prepar ing an implementat ion p lan. ”  

Okay,  do you see what  I  am reading?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Yes,  paragraph 77.   

ADV BALOYI SC :    Yes,  s i r .  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Yes,  to  assist  me wi th the  preparat ion of  

the implementat ion p lan.   10 

ADV BALOYI SC :    Yes,  okay,  and then you say :  

“On 14 January,  that  is  at  paragraph 78 

now,  you say,  on 14 January,  General  

Rabie  sent  the implementat ion p lan to 

Major  General  Sebola . ”  

And then you say in  the next  sentence :  

“On 16 January,  General  Sebola sent  an 

implementat ion p lan to me . ”  

And then you g ive us those emai l  addresses.   And then in  

79,  you then summarise the sequence.   79.1,  you say :  20 

“Rabie  sent  the implementat ion p lan to 

General  Sebola on 14 January. ”  

And 79.2,  you say :  

“General  Rabie  then sent  the 

implementat ion p lan again to  General  
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Sebola on 14 January at  d i f fe rent  t ime.  

And then on 16 January…”  

A t  79.3,  in  the next  page,  you say :  

“On 16 January a t  11.36,  General  Sebola 

then sent  the implementat ion p lan to 

Capta in S ibongi le  in  your  of f ice. ”  

And then paragraph 80,  you say :  

“General  Rabie  had c i ted the author  of  

the implementat ion p lan as the Nat ional  

Commissioner.   However,  upon 10 

d iscussion wi th Nat ional  Commissioner  

on the  said implementat ion p lan,  he 

inst ructed me to  s ign i t  o f f ,  because in  

h is  v iew,  i t  was an operat ional  mat te r ,  

and i t  was not  necessary. ”  

Now,  when you were test i fy ing  to th is  paragraph 80,  you 

said th is  inst ruct ion f rom the Nat ional  Commissioner  was on 

the 14 t h  o f  January,  that  you should be the one that  s igned 

th is  implementat ion p lan.   You remember that?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  remember,  Commissioner.   20 

ADV BALOYI SC :    Okay,  and then you say:  

“ I  consequent ly ,  I  changed the name on 

the implementat ion p lan to my own.   On 

17 January,  I  s igned the implementat ion 

p lan . ”  
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And then you addressed i t  to  General  Khumalo.   Now,  you 

have g iven us,  and I  do not  need to  get  there to refer  you to 

the document ,  you have g iven us in  f i le  2 ,  and i f  you need 

me to take you there,  I  wi l l  do that ,  what  you say is  an  

af f idavi t  o f  the Nat ional  Commissioner in  your  appl icat ion.   

Where he speaks to you coming in  when he was in  a 

meet ing wi th General  Sebola.   You remember that?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  do.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    You do not  need me to go there.   And 

there,  General  Masemola says that  was on the  15 t h  o f  10 

January.   You accepted that  date.   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  accept  that .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Okay,  that  is  f ine.   Now,  so you have 

had two d iscussions wi th the Nat ional  Commissioner.   The 

f i rs t  is  on the 14 t h ,  and the next  one is  on the 15 t h .   That  is  

what  happened,  r ight?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  wi l l  admi t  to  tha t .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Okay,  now you say everyth ing that  you 

d id f rom the le t ter  of  the 17 t h  that  you sent  to  General  

Khumalo,  you d id i t  on the basis of  an inst ruct ion 20 

communicated to  you by Br igadier  Letogo on the 3 r d .   And 

that  i s  how,  and when communicat ion comes f rom Br igadier  

Letogo,  you know i t  is  f rom the Nat ional  Commissioner.   

You remember that  ev idence of  yours?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  do,  I  do,  I  do,  Commissioner.   
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ADV BALOYI SC :    Okay,  and what  do you say was the 

inst ruct ion that  was communicated to you?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    By Letogo.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Yes,  you may look at  paragraph 71,  i f  i t  

w i l l  he lp.   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Paragraph 71 :  

“On 3 January 2025,  Br igadier  Letogo 

communicated Min ister  Mchunu’s 

decis ion to mysel f  and other  of f ic ia ls .   

This communicat ion d i rected me,  the 10 

DNC for  Cr ime Detect ion,  to  

communicate the deact ivat ion of  the  

PKTT to the re levant  teams,  implement  

the deact ivat ion  of  the PKTT,  and to  

fur ther  submit  a  c lose -up report  by 14 

January 2025 for  the Nat ional  

Commissioner 's  considerat ion and s ign 

of f . ”  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Yes,  and i t  is  th is  inst ruct ion that  you 

re ly  on to say you acted on the Nat ional  Commissioner 's  20 

inst ruct ion?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    That  i s  cor rect .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Okay,  now let  us look at  SS9 in  f i le  2.   I t  

is  a t  page 199.   Fi le  2,  remember  I  sa id to  you,  have your 

statement  and f i le  2 in  f ront  of  you.   Are you there?  
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LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  want  to  go there,  but  I  have got  one 

th ing that ,  as I  am fo l lowing the Commissioner,  where the  

Commissioner say on the 14 t h  and the 15 t h  we had that  

meet ing.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    You had a d iscussion.  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    We had a d iscussion ,  Commissioner.   

ADV BALOYI SC :    Yes.   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Yes,  but  what  I  do not  want  to  leave 

behind is  the fact  that  on  the 16 t h ,  I  do  not  want  to  get  of f  

the subject ,  but  I  just  want  to  keep th is  one on the table 10 

that  says,  i f  the  Nat ional  Commissioner on the 15 t h  sa id 

leave i t  up to me,  but  I  s t i l l  get  correspondence f rom the 

Nat ional  Commissioner 's  Of f ice on the 16 t h ,  so I  d id  not  

want  to  leave tha t  point  behind.   Even af ter  that  meet ing of  

the 15 t h ,  on the 16 t h  I  s t i l l  got  inst ruct ions f rom the Nat ional  

Commissioner,  so  I  can then go to  …[intervenes]  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Okay,  I  am actual ly  not  at  the  16 t h ,  but  I  

accept  what  you are saying.   I  mean,  i t  wi l l  go on record.   I  

am not  going to explore i t  fur ther .   I  just  want  us to  go to  

SS9,  but  maybe before we do that ,  s t i l l  in  that  same f i le ,  we 20 

wi l l  come back to  th is .   Let  me f ind my p lace.   Okay,  what  

happens when you are deal ing w i th a lo t  o f  paper is  you 

lose p laces.   Never mind about  that .   Let  us look at  SS9 ,  

General .  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  got  i t ,  Commiss ioner.   
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ADV BALOYI SC :    Now,  that  is  f rom Br igadier  Le togo on 

the 3 r d  o f  January to  Kekets i  S ibongi le  in  your  of f i ce,  and 

th is  i s  the inst ruct ion that  you re ly  on.   Can you just  read 

the second paragraph that  s ta r ts  -  in  fact ,  read the  subject  

mat te r  rephrase,  i f  you can just  read the next  l ine,  and the  

one af te r  that .  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :     

“As d i rected,  DNC is requested to  

accord ingly  communicate the 

deact ivat ion to the re levant  team. ”  10 

ADV BALOYI SC :    Okay,  that  is  one inst ruct ion that  you 

re ly  on,  yes.   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :     

“Your of f ice is  fur ther  requested to  

submit  a  c lose-up report  to  be submit ted 

on 14 January  2025 for  NA SCOM's 

considerat ion and s ign of f  to  the Min ister .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Yes,  so,  when you say that  th is  SS9 

inst ructed you to implement  a deact ivat ion p lan  of  the  

PKTT,  where do you get  that?  20 

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Where I  get  i t  f rom Commissioners  is  that  

there have been severa l  o ther  meet ings where th is  subject  

came to the fore,  or  where th is  mat ter  was vent i la ted ,  where 

d iscussions or  decis ions were taken,  o r  d i rect ives g iven.   

This was the f i rs t  document  that  k ick -star ted the  whole 
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th ing.   But  there has been a number of  meet ings.   In  those 

meet ings where we are s i t t ing  wi th the Min ister ,  Nat ional  

Commissioner,  and th is  point  is  being d iscussed,  and then 

we know coming out  of  that  meet ing,  th is  is  what  must  

happen.   So whatever le t ter  that  I  had to go and wr i te ,  or  

that  I  wrote,  i t  is  not  l ike I  was just  now pushing and 

running a lone in  my own lane.   Whi ls t  there has been a  

number of ,  a  ser ies of  meet ings,  consider ing the fac t  that  at  

some point  the  Min ister  expressed d issat is fac t ion or  

unhappiness.  10 

ADV BALOYI SC :    Do not  go to the Min ister .   The Min ister  

is  in  March,  the 6 t h  o f  March.   You are far  ahead.   You have 

said in  your  statement  and in  your  test imony that  SS9 is  the  

inst ruct ion f rom the Nat ional  Commissioner on the basis of  

which you acted.   A l l  the steps that  you took,  you took them 

on the basis of  th is  inst ruct ion.   So,  where the Nat ional  

Commissioner says he does not  know,  you are doing your 

own th ing,  he is  being honest .    

 You have cr i t ic ised the Nat iona l  Commissioner,  

because you say,  but  I  got  an inst ruct ion f rom his of f i ce,  20 

and you have re l ied on SS9,  and SS9  -  and you say you 

prepared an implementat ion to implement  rather ,  implement  

the deact ivat ion of  the PKTT,  hence your le t ter  of  the 17 t h  

and you sending i t  to  General  Khumalo,  hence your  

February le t te r ,  and hence your Apr i l  le t ter .    
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 You say i t  is  because you were act ing on an 

inst ruct ion,  SS9.   Now,  SS9 does not  ca l l  on you to  

implement  the deact ivat ion of  the PK TT,  and that  is  a b ig  

issue.   I t  has been a b ig i ssue here wi th previous 

wi tnesses,  that  you went  ahead and implemented,  gave 

inst ruct ions,  th is  whole debate about  moving a l l  these PKTT 

mat ters to  Genera l  Senthumule.    

 Remember we looked at  that  le t ter  yesterday in  the  

f i rs t  paragraph where  you say wi th immediate ef fect ,  and 

you cont inued to  g ive inst ruct ions.   You have repeatedly 10 

said,  I  acted on the Nat ional  Commissioner 's  inst ruct ion,  i t  

is  communicated to me through Letogo,  which is  the normal  

way in  which we communicate.   Now,  a l l  I  am put t ing  to you,  

or  that  I  am discussing wi th you,  is  that  SS9 does not  

inst ruct  you or  even author ise you to implement  a  

deact ivat ion of  the PKTT.    

 A l l  i t  does on a reading,  s imple reading of  i t ,  i t  says 

you must  communicate the Min ister 's  decis ion to the  

re levant  team, wh ich you do by in forming General  Khumalo,  

and then i t  says submit  a  c lose -up report  by the  14 t h  o f  20 

January for  the Nat ional  Commissioner to  consider  and s ign 

of f  to  the Min ister .   That  is  a l l  i t  says.   So,  you could not  

have been re ly ing on SS9 to implement  wi th immediate 

ef fect  the deact ivat ion of  the PKTT.    

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    May I  respond to  that?  
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ADV BALOYI SC :    Yes.   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    When we read SS9,  can we a lso  take i t  

a long wi th SS10,  the very next  page,  which is  page 200,  

meaning a l l  I  d id  …[intervenes]  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Sor ry,  which  par t?  There are two 

emai ls .   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    There are two emai ls .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Which one do you want  us  -  because the 

f i rs t  one,  the bot tom one,  is  a repeat  of  SS9,  and then there 

is  a top one f rom Af f inand.   Which  one do you want  us to  10 

look at ,  and which one are you speaking to?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I t  is  the one of  SS10.   

ADV BALOYI SC :    Yes,  I  am saying  –  sorry,  I  do not  mean 

to in terrupt  you,  real l y .   I  just  want  c lar i f i cat ion.   There are  

two emai ls  on SS10 at  page 200.   Which one do you want  

us to  take in to account  when we read SS9?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    What  I  want  to  demonst rate here ,  Chai r ,  

wi th  respect ,  i s  that  here is  an inst ruct ion that  comes f rom 

the Nat ional  Commissioner that  says :  

“As di rected,  DNC is requested to  20 

accord ingly  communicate the 

deact ivat ion to the re levant  team. ”  

Now,  the same emai l ,  and th is  was on the 3 r d  o f  January  

2025,  14:07.   Now,  the same emai l  was sent  now on the 7 t h  

o f  January 2025,  at  11 :22,  f rom Colonel  Af f inand.   And 
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then,  Colonel  Af f inand is  in  my of f ice.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Yes.   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    And addressed to Div is ional  

Commissioner of  Cr ime Inte l l igence,  Khumalo.   And now,  

what  I  want  to  refer  to  th is  th ing is  that  I  am now forwarding 

the same inst ruct ion f rom the Nat ional  Commissioner 's  

of f ice,  same inst ruct ion to the Div is ional  Commissioner.   I  

am communicat ing,  I  am doing that  what  the Nat ional  

Commissioner says.   I  want  you to do the fo l lowing.   The 

same emai l  …[intervenes]  10 

ADV BALOYI SC :    What  d id the Nat ional  Commissioner say 

he wants you to do?  That  is  real l y  my d iscussion wi th you,  

General .   Just  te l l  us,  what  d id the Nat ional  Commissioner  

say he wants you to do th rough Br igadier  Letogo?  What  d id 

he say he wants you to do on the 3 r d  o f  January?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    To communicate the deact ivat ion.   

ADV BALOYI SC :    Yes.   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    To the re levant  team.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Yes.   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    And that  i s  how I  understand i t ,  the  20 

deact ivat ion.   

ADV BALOYI SC :    To communicate i t .  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    To the team.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Yes.   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    In  other  words,  in form the team that  now 
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we are embarking on a d i f fe rent  road t r ip .   We are now 

deact ivat ing.   

ADV BALOYI SC :    Yes.   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Now communicate th is  to  the team.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Yes.   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Now,  I  take  the same inst ruct ion to  

General  Khumalo  in  the same  –  as  you can see,  i t  is  in  the  

same page,  Commissioner.   Now i t  says:  

“The DNC Cr ime Detect ion has d i rected 

that  the t ra in ing emai l  be forwarded fo r  10 

your at tent ion and the c los ing report  fo r  

s ign -of f  by  the 13 t h  o f  January  2025,  

p lease. ”  

In  other  words,  the Nat ional  Commissioner,  because he was 

coming back on the 14 t h  o f  January,  he wanted me to come 

and br ie f  h im on the 14 t h  o f  January.   So,  in  my case,  I  had 

to be ready by the 13 t h .   So that  when he comes,  I  a l ready 

have the report  and I  have d iscussed i t .   Then the next  

morning,  I  present  i t  to  the Nat ional  Commissioner.   A l l  I  

wanted to say was that  I  d id  not  just ,  out  of  my own act ,  20 

something t r iggered and d i rected me to act .   And I  acted as  

per  the d i rect ive f rom the Of f ice of  the Nat ional  

Commissioner to  the re levant  team.   That  is  what  I  d id .   

ADV BALOYI SC :    Yes,  General ,  you said in  paragraph 71 

and consistent ly  in  your  ev idence that  that  emai l  f rom 
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Br igadier  Letogo was the Nat ional  Commissioner 's  o f f ice or  

the Nat ional  Commissioner h imsel f  inst ruct ing you to  

implement ,  to  implement ,  in  fact ,  you say to communicate 

the deact ivat ion,  which is  paragraph 1 of  th is  emai l .   So 

that  you d ischarge.    

 But  then you then say to  implement  the  

deact ivat ion.   That  is  the second th ing that  you say the  

Nat ional  Commissioner inst ructs,  to  implement  the  

deact ivat ion of  the PKTT.   And then 3,  to  submit  a  c lose -out  

report  by the 14 t h  o f  January,  r ight?  And what  I  am saying  10 

to you is  looking at  th is  Br igadier  Letogo emai l ,  i t  does not  

g ive you inst ruct ion to implement  the deact ivat ion.   I t  says 

only two th ings.   I t  says communicate and submit  a  c lose -

out  report .   The implement ing par t  is  not  in  that .   I t  is  not  

the basis on which you could have acted because i t  is  not  

par t  o f  that  emai l  f rom Br igadier  Letogo.  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    To star t  wi th ,  Chai r ,  I  be l ieve  that  the 

moment  I  begin  -  le t  me put  i t  th is  way.   When the Min ister  

wrote  a le t ter  to  the Nat ional  Commissioner to  say,  th is  i s  

what  I  see,  how I  see i t ,  and th is  is  what  I  want  done.   The 20 

moment  the Nat ional  Commissioner implemented the  -  or  

forwarded i t  to  the next  person lower,  the Nat ional  

Commissioner i s  beginning to act  on the Min ister 's  le t ter .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    That  is  the way you see i t .  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    That  is  the way I  see i t .   That  is  now 
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beginning  to implement .   That  i s  the  implementat ion now.   

Because i f  the  Nat ional  Commissioner  was not  in  

agreement ,  i t  was going to have to bounce back f rom that  

level  back and say,  can I  engage?  But  now in th is  case,  the 

fact  that  now i t  had to cascade fu r ther  down,  i t  means that  

we are now in an implementat ion stage.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Can we agree,  I  th ink i t  is  easier ,  i f  we 

agree that  that  SS9,  which is  a lso  repeated in  SS10,  does 

not  say to you,  implement  the deact ivat ion.   I t  does not  say 

that  when you read i t .   Just  in  the face of  i t ,  General ,  and i t  10 

real ly  should be easy fo r  you to accept  that .  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    What  makes i t  d i f f icu l t  for  me to  accept  

is  that  a c lose-up report ,  the word c lose -up report ,  i t  is  a  

b ig word.   

ADV BALOYI SC :    No,  i t  may be a  b ig word,  General .   You 

say th ree th ings.   You know you are d ist inguish ing between,  

in  your  paragraph 71,  you d ist inguish between a c lose -up 

report  and implementat ion of  the  deact ivat ion.   So,  you 

understood i t  as you are draf t ing th is  71,  paragraph 71,  that  

those two are d i f ferent .   So le t  us not  now conf la te them 20 

and t ry  and make them to mean the same th ing or  

implementat ion f lows f rom a c lose -up report .    

 You understand and you express i t  that  way in  

paragraph 71,  that  he inst ructed you to do th ree th ings.   

You do not  say in  71,  he  said,  communicate and prepare  
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c lose-up report ,  and because he said prepare c lose -up 

report ,  I  s tar ted implement ing.   That  is  not  what  you say.   

You say,  he said  implement .   And so,  where he says he 

never gave me inst ruct ions to  implement ,  he  is  being  

d ishonest .    

 That  is  what  you said,  consistent ly .   And what  I  am 

put t ing to you or  what  I  am s imply d iscussing wi th  you is  

you could not  re ly  on SS9 and insofar  as you are t ry ing to  

re ly  on SS10,  you cannot  for  the inst ruct ion to imp lement  

because they do not  say to you,  implement .   They say only 10 

two th ings,  c lose -up report ,  communicate.    

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  th ink,  Chai r ,  a t  th is  point  in  t ime,  and I  

beg for  your  indulgence on th is  one,  Chai r .   In  th is  sense,  i f  

mysel f ,  I  get  th is  emai l  and I  g ive  i t  to  my legal  team who 

assists me to c raf t  the statement ,  who a lso understand i t  

the same way and say,  a l l  r ight ,  in  c raf t ing and the  word to 

implement  was used.   To as fa r  as I  am concerned,  th is  i s  

how I  understood i t  to  me.   But  i f  I  was wrong,  o r  maybe in  

the eyes of  the  Chai r  o r  the Commissioners,  i t  is  two 

d i f ferent  words.    20 

 I  wi l l  accept  i t  wi thout  being  argumentat ive.   But  as  

far  as I  am concerned,  the in tent ion was not  to  deviate f rom 

the Nat ional  Commissioner 's  inst ruct ion because to me,  to  

as far  as I  am concerned,  I  thought  i t  means exact ly  the  

same th ing.   So,  I  just  want  to  say,  Chai r ,  that  communicate  
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the deact ivat ion to the team and prepare a c lose -up report .   

A l ready we have crossed the  l ine of ,  we are now 

implement ing.   That  i s  what  I  thought .   But  i f  I  am wrong,  

Commissioners,  I  wi l l  g ive up on th is  one.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    So,  I  just  want  to  be c lear ,  and i t  is  not  

about  what  we prefer ,  or  the mistakes made by lawyers,  i f  

that  is  what  you are suggest ing.   I  am looking at  SS9 and 

a l l  I  need you to,  or  what  I  am tes t ing wi th you is ,  do you,  

and I  expect  you should accept  that  SS9 on the  face of  i t  

does not  conta in  an  inst ruct ion,  does not  conta in  three 10 

inst ruct ions.    

 I t  conta ins only two inst ruct ions,  and i t  does not  

conta in an inst ruc t ion to implement  the deact ivat ion,  just  on 

the face of  i t .   You have read i t  in to the record.   You may 

have read in  your  head,  in terpreted i t  and decided i t  does 

conta in an inst ruc t ion to implement .   That  i s  a conversat ion  

for  another  day how you would have got ten there.   But  I  am 

s imply now discussing wi th you that  on the face of  i t ,  i t  

does not  te l l  you to implement  the deact ivat ion of  the PKTT.   

On the face of  i t .    20 

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Chai r ,  i f  I  was arguing wi th a person at  

my level ,  I  was going to take i t  fur ther ,  but  at  th is  point  in  

t ime,  I  want  to  cut  i t  shor t .   

CHAIRPERSON :    Ear l ier ,  ear l ier ,  General ,  I  sa id your  

responses should  not  depend on who is  engaging you.   So 
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p lease g ive the response that  you want  to  g ive.   I  am sor ry 

for  the in terrupt ion.   So p lease respond,  General .  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Chai rperson,  I  do not  want  to  real l y  

sound as i f  l ike  I  am,  and I  do  not  want  to  anger the 

Commissioner as wel l .   I  want  to  leave i t  a t  that .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    General ,  no,  p lease speak f reely.   You 

make our  job easy when you speak f reely because we need 

to get  to  the bot tom of  the facts.   You should not ,  not  say 

th ings because you do not  want  to  make me angry.   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I f  I  was ta lk ing  to my lawyer,  she was 10 

going to say that  is  semant ics.   

ADV BALOYI SC :    Try i t  wi th  me.   Maybe I  wi l l  say the  

same th ing.   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Yes,  she was go ing to say to me,  I  mean,  

i t  is  one th ing.   You implemented,  you want  the c lose -up 

report .   We are saying c lose.   Implement .   And now the  

Chai r  is  hold ing me onto a word and say th is  word does not  

mean th is ,  but  when you look at  the u l t imate goal ,  we are 

going to the same di rect ion.   

ADV BALOYI SC :    General ,  maybe that  word means -  th is  20 

word means that ,  whatever  you mean wi th that .   Al l  I  am 

asking you …[intervenes]  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  want  to  apo logise,  Chai r ,  tha t  I  sa id 

that  I  hope i t  is  not  going to be used against  me anyway.  

CHAIRPERSON :    No,  no,  no ,  a l l  that  we wi l l  do is  to  
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assess the evidence.   Be assured o f  that ,  General .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    General ,  a l l  I  am seeking f rom you is ,  

do you accept  on the face of  SS9 that  i t  does not  conta in an 

inst ruct ion to imp lement?  I t  does not  conta in  -  maybe le t  

me s impl i fy  i t .   Do you accept ,  and I  th ink you must ,  that  on 

the face of  SS9,  there are no words that  read,  which is  in  

your  paragraph 71,  there are no words that  say,  implement  

the deact ivat ion o f  the PKTT?  I  want  to  keep i t  s imp le.   Do 

you accept  that?  On the face of  i t?   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  accept  that ,  Chai r .  10 

ADV BALOYI SC :    A l l  r ight ,  thank you.   In  fact ,  when you 

tend to  -  s t i l l  in  that  same bundle ,  i f  you go to page 211,  

th is  is  a document  that  you gave us,  and I  th ink you said i t  

is  an af f idavi t ,  that  i t  is  SS14.   I  th ink you said i t  is  the  

af f idavi t  that  the Nat ional  Commissioner f i led in  your  

appl icat ion in  the  High Court .   Page 211.   I t  s tar ts  at  210,  

SS14.   You see that?  There,  the Nat ional  -  a re you there,  

General?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  am there at  …[intervenes]  

ADV BALOYI SC :    A t  211.   There …[intervenes]  20 

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    SS14.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Yes,  and then go to paragraph 8.5  of  

that  document .   Then the Nat iona l  Commissioner says,  on  

14 t h  o f  January,  I  had a d iscussion wi th the appl icant ,  be ing 

you and he presented a  p lan  on how to  c lose the task team 
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in  l ine wi th the Min ister 's  d i rect ive.   You see that?  So,  he  

says on the 14 t h ,  he gave h im a p lan :  

“ I  was,  however,  not  sat is f ied wi th the 

proposed p lan and in formed the appl icant  

that  i t  would  be i r responsib le to  

summari ly  d isband the task team and 

remove the case dockets f rom them as i t  

wi l l  have a det r imenta l  e f fect  on the  

invest igat ion of  the cases. ”  

That  is  what  he te l ls  the court .   And then at  8.6,  just  fo r  10 

completeness,  the Nat ional  Commissioner says :  

“The appl icant  in formed me that  the task  

team should be c losed down s imi lar ly  to  

the way the Scorp ions  –  to  the way the 

Scorp ions and expla ined how they were  

c losed down,  saying they were 

ind iv idual ly  ca l led in to the of f ice wi th  

the i r  dockets.   They s igned for  handing 

over  and management  s igned for 

receiv ing the dockets. ”  20 

He says,  that  is  your  d iscussion.   Thereaf ter ,  each of f icer  

received a new deployment .   And then he says :  

“ I  to ld  h im that  i t  would be i r responsib le 

and advised h im to consul t  wi th  Maj -Gen 

Rabie  on the 14 t h . ”  
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That  is  what  the Nat ional  Commissioner says.   So now we 

know how –  and then he says:  

“ I  ca l led General  Rabi e to  assist  h im wi th 

a face-out  p lan. ”  

So,  we know how you get  to  speak to General  Rabi e 

accord ing to General  Masemola.   And then he says that :  

“On the 15 t h ,  whi ls t  I  was consul t ing wi th 

Maj -Gen Sebola,  appl icant  p resented me 

wi th an amended p lan d i rected now at  the 

Div is ional  Commissioner,  fac i l i ta t ing the  10 

immediate c losure of  the task team and 

handing over  of  the case dockets and 

requested me to s ign.   The proposed p lan  

once again negated my inst ruct ion that  

there must  be a gradual  wind down of  the 

operat ion of  the task team and I  was not  

prepared to s ign the document . ”  

That  is  what  the  Nat ional  Commissioner says happened,  

that  you have presented one p lan on the 14 t h ,  which was an 

issue that ,  again,  I  found qui te  confusing  f rom your 20 

statement  because in  your  statement ,  you do not  te l l  us that  

you presented a  p lan on the 14 t h  which the Nat ional  

Commissioner re jected and then you went  and presented 

another  one on the 15 t h .   You do not  te l l  us that .   But  that  is  

what  he says.   You had two p lans.   The second one,  again,  
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he re jected i t  because he wanted an immediate  

d isbandment .   And then just  for  completeness,  in  the next  

paragraph of  that  document ,  he then says :  

“He then went  to  General  Khumalo and 

asked h im to prepare a p lan. ”  

And that  is  the p lan.   The 6 t h  o f  March document  that  we 

d iscussed and the la ter  p lan.   That  is  a General  Khumalo  

document .   A l l  i t  comes down to,  and th is  is  what  I  want  to  

put  to  you,  a l l  i t  comes down to  is  you d id not  have an 

inst ruct ion f rom the Nat ional  Commissioner to  implement  a 10 

d isbandment  a deact ivat ion p lan.   He d id not  g ive you that  

inst ruct ion on the  3 r d  o f  January.    

 On the 14 t h ,  he re jected your p lan which you do not  

te l l  us that  in  your  statement .   You do not  say that  you 

re ject ,  I  gave h im my p lan,  and he re jected i t  saying he 

does not  l ike immediate d isbandment .   On the 15 t h ,  he 

re jected your p lan and th is  is  documents that  you have 

provided,  by the  way,  the af f idav i t  to  prove that  General  

Masemola has se t  these th ings on record.   On the 15 t h ,  he 

re jected your p lan.   And you do not  te l l  us that .   On the 20 

17 t h ,  you then issue th is  much debated le t ter  which  is  SS13.   

You issue i t  on the 17 t h  and in  your  ev idence,  you issue i t  

on the st rength of  Br igadier  Letogo 's emai l .    

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Forg ive me,  Chai r .   

ADV BALOYI SC :    Yes.   
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LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Forg ive me Cha i r .   When Commissioner  

Baloyi  re ferred me to a paragraph and I  read the paragraph,  

in  my mindset ,  I  begin to  formulate the response.   And as I  

formulate the response,  she goes on to the next  one and 

she goes to the  next  one and to the next  one.   I  am 

st ruggl ing to fo l low on her  because i f  she goes too deep 

and I  am lagging behind in  terms o f  formulat ing how I  want  

to  respond,  i t  g ives me a problem in a sense that  I  end up 

not  now knowing how to craf t  my response.    

 So,  I  just  wanted to say,  I  was on the 14 t h  o f  10 

January 2025,  the one that  was where the Nat ional  

Commissioner,  I  had a d iscussion wi th the appl icant  and he 

presented a p lan.   I t  is  page 211.   Now,  what  I  wanted us to  

f i rs t  agree,  Commissioner a,  is  that  the same plan  that  the  

Nat ional  Commissioner says he re jected comes f rom the 

Nat ional  Commiss ioner 's  of f i ce.    

 Because General  Rabie ’ s  in  the Nat ional  

Commissioner 's  o f f ice.   Even i f  I  s igned,  I  know we laboured 

at  that  point  yesterday that  i t  is  now your p lan.   But  the  

Nat ional  Commissioner does not  deny that  he  asked 20 

General  Rabie  to  assist  me.   And i f  i t  comes to General  

Rabie  going to the Nat ional  Commissioner through General  

Sebola to  me.   Now,  I  just  want  us to  set t le  th is  one,  that  

the same plan that  the Nat ional  Commissioner says he 

re jected.   I t  is  s t i l l  h is  own p lan because i t  comes f rom his  
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o f f ice.   

ADV BALOYI SC :    I  thought  we se t t led that  yesterday when 

you were debat ing wi th,  you were d iscussing wi th Ms 

Hassim and the Chai rperson where you accepted that  th is  is  

your  p lan.   SS13.   I  thought  we set t led that .   I t  is  not  the 

Nat ional  Commissioner.   I t  took a  long whi le  to  ge t  you to 

accept  that  i t  is  your  p lan.   You may have been ass isted by 

General  Rabie ,  but  i t  is  your  p lan.   I  thought  that  was 

set t led.    

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Just  to  get  th is  one c lear ,  Chai r ,  so that  I  10 

do not  do th is  mistake again and go come back to i t  again.   

Now,  even though th is  p lan comes f rom the Nat ional  

Commissioner 's  of f ice that  prepared by General  Rabie ,  I  

own i t ,  I  agree.   The fact  that  the Nat ional  Commissioner 's  

of f ice is  the one that  craf ted i t .   Is  i t  be ing  thrown 

complete ly out  of  the window and fo rgot ten about  i t?    

 I t  is  my document  as I  am the one who s igned i t .   

S ince the Nat ional  Commissioner  sa id,  le t  Genera l  S ib iya  

s ign i t .   So is  i t  complete ly now thrown out ,  complete ly and 

forgot ten,  even though he is  the  one who said,  General  20 

Rabie ,  assist  General  S ib iya to prepare th is  document .   And 

they prepared th is  document  that  he says he re jected.   Now,  

th is  i s  the document  that  comes f rom the of f ice  of  the 

Nat ional  Commiss ioner that  he says he re jected.   I  agree.    

 I t  was laboured for  a long t ime yesterday,  but  I  just  
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want  to  make sure that  now I  shou ld not  ever  again say,  a l l  

r ight ,  I  am the one who s igned i t .   I  own the document  

because I  should have.   Because the Nat ional  

Commissioner d id  not  to  me say,  no,  I  do not  l ike i t .   So,  I  

am just  worr ied that  the fact  that  the Nat ional  Commissioner 

has had a cont r ibut ion in  the craf t ing of  th is  document  

through General  Rabie  is  not  being taken in to account .   

ADV BALOYI SC :    General ,  what  a l l  I  am checking wi th  

you,  and maybe le t  me do th is .   Do you d isagree w i th the  

Nat ional  Commissioner where he says he had a d iscussion  10 

wi th you on the 14 t h  o f  January where you presented a  p lan 

and he said to  you,  go and prepare a d i f ferent  p lan.   You 

d id not  accept  the p lan that  you gave h im on the 14 t h .   Do 

you d isagree wi th  that?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  d isagree.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Okay,  what  do you say happened?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    What  happened is  that  he said,  le t  

General  S ib iya  s ign  i t  because i t  is  operat ional  and that  i s  

addressed to the  Div is ional  Commissioner.   That  is  why.   

That  is  why you w i l l  see now on the  16 t h  …[intervenes]  20 

ADV BALOYI SC :    No,  you are now at  the 15 t h .   I  am st i l l  a t  

the 14 t h .   Remember?  8.5 is  the 14 t h  o f  January.   That  

paragraph we are  looking at  in  h is  af f idavi t .   That  is  where 

you went .   You s topped.   Remember,  you stopped me and 

then you said,  I  want  to  respond to the 14 t h  o f  January.   So,  
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I  am asking you wi th everyth ing that  you have sa id now 

about  th is  comes f rom the Of f ice of  the Nat ional  

Commissioner  and therefore  i t  is  the  Nat ional  

Commissioners.   I  am asking you just  so that  there is  c la r i ty  

what  your  ev idence is .   8 .5 says:  

“On the 14 t h ,  I  had a d iscussion wi th the 

appl icant .   He presented a p lan / le t ter  on 

how to c lose the  task team in l ine wi th 

the Min ister 's  d i rect ive. ”  

Do you d isagree that  happened?  That  is  just  what  I  have 10 

read.   Just  look a t  i t ,  General  8 .5.   Do you d isagree what  he  

d id?  That  f i rs t  sentence.   Do you d isagree what  the  

Nat ional  Commissioner descr ibes there happened between 

the two of  you?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  to ta l ly  d isagree,  Chai r .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Yes.   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Even th is  example of  the Scorp ions.   

ADV BALOYI SC :    No,  do not  go to the Scorp ions yet ,  

General .   We wi l l  f in ish quicker  i f  you go wi th me s tep by  

step.   I  am doing i t  s tep by s tep so that  we do not  20 

misunderstand each other .   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Okay.   

ADV BALOYI SC :    Do not  misunderstand your answers,  but  

a lso that  we f in ish quicker .   8 .5,  I  have read fo r  you the  f i rs t  

sentence.   Because I  am t ry ing to understand what  you 
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d isagree wi th in  that  paragraph,  r ight?  So,  8.5  I  have read 

the f i rs t  sentence which is :  

“On 14 January 2025,  I  had a d iscussion 

wi th the appl icant ,  be ing you,  the 

appl icant  i s  General  S ib iya,  and he 

presented a p lan  le t ter  on how to  c lose 

the task team in  l ine wi th the Min ister 's  

d i rect ive. ”  

My quest ion is ,  is  that  cor rect  what  he is  saying?  Is  that  

what  happened?  You presented a p lan on the  14 t h  o f  10 

January 2025?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    That  i s  cor rect .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Okay,  g reat .   And then he says :  

“ I  was,  however,  not  sat is f ied wi th the 

proposed p lan and in formed the appl icant  

that  i t  would  be i r responsib le to  

summari ly  d isband the task team and 

remove the case dockets f rom them as i t  

wi l l  have a det r imenta l  e f fect  on the  

invest igat ion of  the cases. ”  20 

Do you agree,  d isagree wi th what  he is  saying there?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  d isagree wi th th is  one.   

ADV BALOYI SC :    Okay,  what  happened?  What  do you 

say happened?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    The Nat ional  Commission never ra ised 
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any such concern  that  you cannot  just  c lose the task team 

summari ly  l i ke that .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Okay.   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I t  never happened.   

ADV BALOYI SC :    What  happened,  in  fact?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    What  happened is  that ,  okay,  no,  I  

understand.   I  th ink you can s ign i t .   I t  is  operat ional .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Okay,  a l l  r ight .   Then on 8.7,  look at  

8 .7 :  

“The 15th of  January,  whi ls t  I  was 10 

consul t ing wi th Major  General  Sebola,  

the appl icant  p resented me wi th an 

amended p lan  d i rected at  General  

Khumalo fac i l i ta t ing the immediate 

c losure of  the task team and handing 

over  the case dockets and requested me 

to s ign the inst ruc t ions. ”  

Did that  happen,  what  he is  descr ib ing there?  Did you 

submit  an amended p lan to h im?  We know that  you d id see 

h im when he was wi th Br igadier  Sebola on the 15 t h  because 20 

you have said so much.   Did you present  h im wi th an 

amended p lan on the 15 t h? 

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    No.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    What  happened on the 15 t h?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    What  happened is  that ,  because th is  was 
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not  between the Of f ice of  the Nat ional  Commissioner and 

General  Rabie,  and even when you look at  the  

correspondence,  General  Rabi e had to f i x  cer ta in  th ings 

that  the Nat ional  Commissioner wanted f i xed.   And as a  

resul t ,  when General  Rabie was done,  had to send the 

document  again to  General  Sebola.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    I  thought  you saw the  Nat ional  

Commissioner on the 15 t h  when he was wi th  General  

Sebola.  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Yes.   10 

ADV BALOYI SC :    That  was your ev idence?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Yes.   

ADV BALOYI SC :    So why are you ta lk ing about  Br igadier  -  

General  Rabie when a l l  I  am asking you is ,  on the  15 t h ,  d id  

you meet  wi th the  Nat ional  Commissioner when he was wi th  

Maj -Gen Sebola,  as he descr ibes there?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  understand.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Yes.   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Now I  understand.   

ADV BALOYI SC :    Yes.   20 

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  d id  meet  wi th the Nat ional  

Commissioner.   

ADV BALOYI SC :    And you presented h im wi th an amended 

p lan because that  is  what  he says?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Yes,  we presented wi th a p lan.  
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ADV BALOYI SC :    Amended p lan.   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Yes.   

ADV BALOYI SC :    Okay,  a l l  r ight ,  t hank you.   That  is  what  

I  wanted to estab l ish.   Now,  le t  me go back to what  I  was 

doing when you said I  am moving too fast  and you are not  

get t ing the chance to answer.   A l l  I  was doing was 

present ing to you what  i t  looks l i ke happened.   And in  the 

end,  I  would have g iven you the chance to comment .   But  

p lease do stop me i f  you th ink I  am over loading you wi th 

in format ion.    10 

 So,  here is  what  i t  looks l i ke happened.   On the 3 r d  

o f  January,  Br igadier  Letogo forwarded you the deact ivat ion 

le t ter  and that  inst ruct ion tha t  you are supposed to 

communicate.   That  i s  what  the document  says,  in  fact ,  to  

communicate and then have a c lose -up report  by the 14 t h  

for  the Nat ional  Commissioner to  s ign of f .   That  i s  the f i rs t  

th ing that  happened.    

 You then have th is  engagement  wi th the Nat ional  

Commissioner on  the 14 t h .   That  is  the second th ing that  

you communicate  to  General  Khumalo.   Let  me not  sk ip a 20 

step.   On the 7 t h ,  your  of f ice forwards Br igadier  Letogo 's 

communicat ion to  General  Khumalo  and others.   That  is  the  

second th ing that  happens.   The th i rd th ing that  happens is  

on the 14 t h  o f  January the Nat ional  Commissioner comes 

back f rom leave.    
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 You then present  a p lan to  h im which provides for  

the immediate  d isbandment  of  the  PKTT.   That  i s  the th i rd 

th ing that  happens.   And again,  keep in  mind,  I  am saying I  

am drawing what  the p ictu re looks l ike to  me.   And then on 

the 15 t h ,  and the  Nat ional  Commissioner on the 14 t h  is  not  

happy wi th your p lan.   Then he says to you,  I  do not  l ike 

th is  p lan.    

 I  want  you to prepare an amended p lan wi th the  

assistance of  General  Rabi e.   That  is  the 14 t h .   On the 15 t h ,  

you present  an amended p lan which you have just  admi t ted.   10 

When the Nat ional  Commissioner  is  wi th  General  Sebola,  

you present  h im wi th an amended p lan now di rected at  

General  Khumalo .   The Nat ional  Commissioner refuses to  

s ign i t  on the 15 t h .    

 On the 17 t h ,  you then send SS13 to General  

Khumalo,  s igned by you.   You now send SS13 and SS13 

now gives inst ruc t ions what  is  to  be done,  and i t  d i rects the 

immediate d isbandment .   You fo l low up that  wi th  a le t ter  in  

February and a fur ther  le t ter  in  Apr i l .   And your ev idence 

has been that  a l l  o f  that  you d id on the st rength of  SS9,  20 

which is  Br igadier  Letogo 's emai l  to  you on the  3 r d  o f  

January.    

 That  is  what  your  ev idence has been.   And what  I  

am posi t ing to you or  p roposing to you is  the  

implementat ion that  you car r ied on now f rom the 17 t h  o f  
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January and a l l  the fo l low -ups tha t  you were doing were in  

fact  o f  your  own decis ion and in i t ia t ive.   I t  d id  not  f low f rom 

any inst ruct ion of  the Nat ional  Commissioner because SS9 

does not  conta in any inst ruct ion to implement .   Now you can 

comment .   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    What  happened is  that  the Nat ional  

Commissioner,  a f ter  I  received th is  emai l  f rom Br igadier  

Letogo,  I  d id  speak to the Nat ional  Commissioner 

te lephonical l y  and he said to  me,  just  make sure that  you 

prepare that  report  because the Min ister  wants i t  by the  10 

20 t h ,  but  at  least  le t  me get  i t  by the 14 t h  when on my return 

to  work.    

 And I  sa id,  no,  no ,  i t  wi l l  be ready.   And then I  have 

a lso approached General  Rabi e as adviced and then he 

said,  okay,  I  wi l l  a lso g ive h im a cal l ,  which  he d id g ive h im 

a cal l .   Now,  I  want  to  say that  whatever  that  I  implemented,  

i t  was just  based on a common understanding that  we are  

act ing on th is  d i rect ive by the Min ister .   A t  that  point  in  

t ime,  no one ever  expected that  th is  could lead to th is  

mounta inous prob lem that  we are now deal ing wi th because 20 

i t  was just  a l l  in  the per fo rmance o f  our  dut ies at  that  point  

in  t ime.   

 And I  be l ieve you me,  Commissioners,  the Nat iona l  

Commissioner  of  the South Af r ican Pol ice Serv ice,  what  he 

says is  f ina l .   There is  no way I  wi l l  argue wi th the Nat ional  
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Commissioner  at  any g iven moment ,  in  h is  of f ice ,  in  h is  

absence,  te lephonical l y  or  what ,  because once he may ask 

you to say,  can you p lease,  but  i t  is  an inst ruct ion.   So,  a l l  I  

am saying is  that  whatever  that  he says,  I  would not  deviate 

f rom what  the Nat ional  Commissioner sa id.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    I  accept  that .   I  th ink what  is  important  

in  what  you have said,  General ,  is  you say everyth ing that  I  

d id ,  I  acted on the common understanding that  we are 

g iv ing ef fect ,  we are a l l  g iv ing ef fect  to  the Min ister 's  

decis ion.   That  I  can accept ,  that  is  how you acted,  i f  10 

indeed that  is  how you acted.   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Yes.   

ADV BALOYI SC :    What  I  was tak ing issue w i th and 

debat ing wi th you is  i t  is  a  misrepresentat ion  to say 

Br igadier  Letogo 's emai l  conta ined an inst ruct ion f rom the 

Nat ional  Commiss ioner to  implement  the deact ivat ion .   That  

is  the issue that  I  was tak ing w i th you.   And I  take i t  

because in  that  document ,  nowhere does i t  say that .   So,  

we are back to you saying th ings that  are not  ref lected in  a 

document .   20 

 That  is  real ly  what  my debate is  wi th  you.   I f  you 

say I  acted because I  was just  doing my job,  the Min ister  

has g iven an ins t ruct ion,  and I  thought  we are a l l  on the 

same team.  We a l l  want  to  imp lement  immediate ly and 

deact ivate.   That  is  why I  went  ahead and gave inst ruct ions.   
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That  is  your  story.   That  is  your  explanat ion of  your  

behaviour .    

 What  you cannot  do is ,  for  that  behaviour ,  you 

cannot  re ly  on SS9 and then use i t  to  say the Nat ional  

Commissioner i s  being d ishonest  when he says he d id not  

g ive me inst ruct ions to implement  immediate ly,  because 

that  is  what  you are doing.   And i t  is  problemat ic  for  that  

reason,  that  he d id not  say that  to  you.   Not  on SS9,  maybe 

on the phone.    

 I f  you want  to  say on the phone,  that  is  what  you 10 

to ld me,  or  in  an  emai l ,  that  is  what  you to ld me,  then we 

wi l l  say to you,  f ine,  le t  us see the emai l .   But  i f  you are 

re ly ing on SS9,  which is  what  you have been doing s ince 

you sat  on the stand and in  your  statement ,  i f  you are 

re ly ing on SS9,  no,  SS9 does not  g ive you that  inst ruct ion.   

You drew i t  f rom somewhere e lse,  not  f rom SS9.   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    May I  comment?  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Yes,  you may.  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    These words that  say the Nat ional  

Commissioner i s  not  being honest  when he says that ,  i f  20 

many wi l l  remember,  a f te r  the 6 t h  o f  Ju ly press br ie f ing by 

General  Mkhwanazi ,  a t  some point  the Nat ional  

Commissioner was asked by the media,  were you aware that  

he is  going to make such a press conference?  He said,  

yes,  he to ld me.   And d id you g ive such order  that  th is  th ing  
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be d isbanded?  He said,  I  never gave anyone any 

inst ruct ion.   And then based on that ,  f rom my s ide,  knowing 

that  I  have an emai l  that  d i rected me,  that  is  how I  

approach i t ,  to  say,  but  the Nat ional  Commissioner is  not  

being honest  yet ,  because  …[intervenes]  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Right ,  the emai l ,  i f  you have another  

emai l ,  po int  us to  i t .   Let  us stop doing th is  secular  

d iscussion.   I f  you have another  emai l ,  by a l l  means,  

in t roduce i t .   SS9,  and now I  am put t ing i t  to  you,  now I  am 

put t ing i t  to  you,  SS9 does not  inst ruct  you to implement  the 10 

deact ivat ion.   I t  does not .   I f  that  inst ruct ion was ever  g iven 

by the Nat ional  Commissioner,  i t  is  conta ined somewhere  

e lse.   

 And you are  f ree to refer  us to  tha t ,  but  we cannot  

keep doing th is  where you are ins is t ing that  the Nat ional  

Commissioner to ld me to implement  the deact ivat ion  and he 

d id that  in  SS9.   I t  does not .   And i t  is  p roblemat ic  that  you 

ins ist  that  SS9 conta ins such an inst ruct ion.   I t  does not .   

Any const ruct ion,  i t  does not .    

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Just  a last  comment  fo r  me on th is  one,  i f  20 

I  am al lowed,  Cha i r .   

ADV BALOYI SC :    Yes,  you are,  you may comment .   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I f  there was th is  le t ter  f rom the Min ister ,  

then there is  the emai l  that  comes f rom the Nat ional  

Commissioner 's  of f ice,  and there is  a presentat ion in  
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Par l iament  that  speaks about  the fact  that  we are,  the 

Min ister  has issued an inst ruct ion to the Nat ional ,  the  

d i rect ive to  the Nat ional  Commissioner,  and there  is  been 

severa l  meet ings and consul tat i ve  meet ings held,  and that  

we are  now implement ing,  and th is  i s  how i t  i s  going to  

happen.    

 As fa r  as I  am concerned,  there has been an 

agreement  a l l  the way that  th is  is  emanat ing f rom that  

le t ter ,  go ing to the d i rect ive by the  Nat ional  Commissioner,  

go ing to,  even up to Par l iament ,  and coming up wi th an 10 

implementat ion p lan.   To me,  the cycle is  completed,  but  i f  

i t  is  re jected by the Commissioners,  I  wi l l  accept  i t  as wel l .   

ADV BALOYI SC :    General ,  the  Nat ional  Commissioner 

implements wi th General  Khumalo,  we know that .   He goes 

to General  Khumalo and says,  prepare a p lan fo r  me.   So,  

he  is  doing something ar is ing f rom that  le t te r  f rom the 

Min ister .   You do your own th ing,  and what  you do is  not  

based on anyth ing that  the Nat ional  Commissioner asked 

you to do.    

 He asked you to communicate,  which you do.   You 20 

communicate.   Two,  he says,  prepare  an act ivat ion p lan,  

which you do.   You present  i t  to  h im on the 14 t h ,  but  you do 

a th i rd th ing.   You implement  immediate ly.   You g ive  

inst ruct ions to implement  and deact ivate.   That  is  not  

conta ined anywhere in  wr i t ing that  we have seen.   I t  is  not  
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in  SS9.   So far ,  you have re l ied only on SS9.   

 I f  that  is  the only th ing you are re ly ing on,  what  I  

am put t ing to you is ,  SS9 does not  g ive you that  inst ruct ion,  

so you acted wi thout  inst ruct ion,  because that  is  what  you 

are re ly ing on.   I t  fo l lows.   You acted wi thout  inst ruct ion,  

and that  is  what  i t  is ,  General .   You can comment ,  last ly ,  

whatever  the Cha i r  a l lows you to do,  but  I  do not  th ink  there 

is  any point  in  do ing th is ,  because we are going around the  

c i rc les .   You ins is t  that  you acted on the basis of  SS9,  and I  

guess we wi l l  evaluate i t  for  what  i t  is ,  but  that  i s  your  10 

evidence.   I  guess we have to accept  your  ev idence is  you 

acted on SS9.    

CHAIRPERSON :    Feel  f ree to comment ,  General .   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  fee l  oppressed,  Chai r .  

CHAIRPERSON :    No,  fee l  f ree to comment .  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  fee l  oppressed in  the sense that  th is  is  

an of f ic ia l  process.   I t  is  not  a pr ivate process.   I t  is  an  

of f ic ia l  p rocess coming f rom the Min ister  to  the Nat ional  

Commissioner to  me.   We are a l l  in  i t .   Now,  when the  

Nat ional  Commissioner chose to do something wi th General  20 

Khumalo,  which he never e lected me to,  he never  sa id to  

me,  leave i t ,  I  wi l l  do i t ,  and then went  and d id i t  

somewhere wi th General  Khumalo,  when I  do not  know,  and 

I  kept  on communicat ing and doing th ings,  hoping that  I  am 

doing that ,  what  the Nat ional  Commissioner a lso expects  



    20 FEBRUARY 2026 – DAY 64 
 

Page 115  o f  181  

 

 

me to do,  and then in  the meant ime,  la ter ,  i t  t ranspi red  that ,  

no,  no,  he was doing h is own th ing,  but  what  pains  me the  

most  is  the fact  that  even the same let ter  that  I  know is  

going around the c i rc le ,  but  even the same let ter ,  th is  

le t ter ,  comes f rom the Nat ional  Commissioner 's  of f ice.    

 Now,  a l though I  own i t  because I  had to s ign i t ,  i t  

just  k i l ls  me to see how the Commissioners are re ject ing i t ,  

that  i t  comes f rom the Nat ional  Commissioner 's  of f ice,  i t  

was prepared f rom the Nat ional  Commissioner 's  of f i ce,  even 

though I  s igned i t ,  I  accept  that ,  bu t  wi th  that  d isadvantage,  10 

I  accept ,  and I  do not  want  to  real ly  make the 

Commissioners angry,  I  accept  th is  point ,  and whatever 

d i rect ion i t  takes,  I  wi l l  accept  i t ,  Chai r .    

ADV BALOYI SC :    Thank you,  General .   Thank you,  Chai r .   

CHAIRPERSON :    Should  not  we perhaps take the 

adjournment  at  th is  stage?  Are we moving on to  a new 

point?  

ADV HASSIM SC :    I  had one last  th ing to  round up on th is ,  

and then move on to,  so I  am in your hands,  Chai r .  

CHAIRPERSON :    That  is  in  o rder ,  that  is  in  order ,  p lease 20 

proceed.   

ADV HASSIM SC :    I t  is  just  one,  le t  us say three quest ions 

that  I  had forgot ten at  the end of  my last  round of  

quest ion ing,  and i t  is  th is .   I t  is  about  the implementa t ion.  

CHAIRPERSON :    And we a l l  know that  th ree end up being 
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50.   

ADV HASSIM SC :    I  am happy to do i t  a f ter  lunch,  Chai r .   

CHAIRPERSON :    A l l  r ight ,  le t  us adjourn and resume at  2 

pm.   Thank you.  

INQUIRY ADJOURNS 

INQUIRY RESUMES  

CHAIRPERSON :    Ms Hassim.  

ADV HASSIM SC :    Thanks,  Chai r .   A l l  r ight .   Okay,  are you 

ready,  General?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  am ready,  Chai r .   10 

ADV HASSIM SC :    I  just  wanted to,  on the issue of  the 

implementat ion and the inst ruct ions that  you,  that  we have  

a l ready d iscussed,  the var ious inst ruct ions that  you had 

issued,  you recal l  you issued the inst ruct ions and you 

requi red immedia te act ion .   You said i t  is  for  immediate 

compl iance.   Do you recal l  that ?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    That  i s  cor rect ,  Chai r .   

ADV HASSIM SC :    And you a lso said that  what  you 

ant ic ipated was that  the dockets would be at  some point  

t ransfer red to the  murder and robbery uni t  to  invest igators 20 

in  that  uni t  to  take over .   Is  that  r ight?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    That  i s  what  was supposed to happen .   

ADV HASSIM SC :    And at  any point  before issuing that  

inst ruct ion that  that  should happen,  wel l ,  f i rs t  o f  a l l ,  we 

have not  seen that  inst ruct ion.   Let  me just  be c lear .   You 
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say that  is  what  you expected,  bu t  we do not  actual ly  see 

an inst ruct ion f rom you that  i t  should go to murder and 

robbery,  r ight?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  th ink i t  is  conta ined in  the le t ter .   I  

need to just  remind mysel f .  

ADV HASSIM SC :    We do not  need to deta in ourselves on 

that .   Let  us  say that  was your expectat ion .   Did you sat is fy  

yoursel f  that  there was capaci ty  wi th in the murder and 

robbery uni t  to  absorb these dockets ?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Yes,  a l l  I  know is  that  there is  a murder  10 

and robbery uni t  in  KZN.   

ADV HASSIM SC :    A l l  you know is  that  there is  a  murder 

and robbery uni t  in  KZN that ,  in  your  v iew,  had the capaci ty  

to  absorb these dockets?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Very much so.  

ADV HASSIM SC :    You sat is f ied yoursel f  as to  that ?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Yes.  

ADV HASSIM SC :    So why then,  in  Ju ly 2025,  d id you have 

to make a request  for  funding for  a new team to be 

establ ished to handle the dockets ?   Why d id  you not  at  that  20 

point  send i t  to  the murder and robbery uni t  that  you say 

had the capaci ty  to  handle i t ?   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Chai r ,  we d iscussed th is  point ,  and I  d id  

ment ion that  because of  the fact  that  the Nat ional ,  I  mean 

the Provincia l   Commissioner re jected the docket ,  we had to 
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come up wi th a p lan .   And in  coming up wi th a p lan,  we 

could not  just  ca l l  people and say,  go to Durban to go and 

conduct  invest igat ions.   You needed to put  a  budget  

together  because people must  be accommodated,  because 

they would be coming a l l  f rom outs ide KZN.   They do not  

even know KZN,  so you a lso need protect ion,  because i f  the 

Provincia l  Commissioner say,  I  do not  want  them in the 

province,  and the  Nat ional  Commiss ioner a l lowed h im to say 

that ,  now f rom head of f ice,  we had to make sure that  there  

is  cont inu i ty  and in  so doing,  we had to put  a  budget  10 

together .    

ADV HASSIM SC :    So you had to const i tu te  a new task 

team to deal  wi th  the dockets ?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Yes,  yes.  

ADV HASSIM SC :    Okay,  thank you.   That  was my quest ion 

on the  dockets,  as far  as  implementat ion  goes  

…[intervenes] .  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Can I  just  …[ indist inct ]  [ cross- ta lk ing]   

General ,  before  a l l  that ,  why d id  you not  wai t  unt i l  the 

detect ives that  were a l ready par t  o f  the PKTT were  20 

assigned to the murder and robbery uni t  in  KZN,  because i f  

I  understood you correct ly ,  you said because they were  

a l ready in  KZN,  the detect ives who are members  of  the 

PKTT,  they could cont inue wi th the i r  invest igat ions,  but  they 

could do so now being par t  o f  the murder and robbery  uni t .    
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 Is  i t  not  a sensib le th ing to do before you remove 

dockets and you real locate them, to  actual ly  real locate the  

detect ives,  so tha t  once you know that  there are detect ives 

in  p lace in  KZN who are able  to  cont inue wi th the i r  

invest igat ions,  they are no longer  par t  o f  PKTT,  they are  

now part  o f  the murder and robbery uni t ,  on ly then do you 

wi thdraw dockets  and assign .   Is  that  not  a  sensib le th ing to 

do?   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Chai r ,  may you a l low me to respond i t  in  

th is  way.   I f  we a l l  agree,  le t  us  say,  le t  us take for  a  10 

moment  that  we are a l l  in  agreement  and th is  i s  what  we 

want  to  do ,  we are not  in  def iance ,  we want  to  implement  

th is  decis ion of  the Min ister  and then I  wrote that  le t ter  that  

says by th is  t ime i t  must  happen or  i t  must  have happened.   

A l l  what  wi l l  happen is  that  even ,  because we are a l l ,  i t  is  

a l l  system go .   

 We a l l  agree .   And then f rom there,  what  wi l l  

happen is  that  General  Senthumule  and General  Khumalo  

wi l l  do a handing over .   General  Khumalo  wi l l  say,  okay,  

murder and robbery Uni t  Commander and Deputy ,  le t  us 20 

have a meet ing .   They wi l l  have a meet ing and say,  now 

that  the decis ion has been taken to d isband that  s ide ,  now 

al l  these dockets now become to  the,  to  murder and robbery  

uni t .   Branch Commander,  here  are your dockets now 

s igned over ,  hand over .    
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 Then a l l  the invest igators,  the resources get  a lso  

at tended to in  a sense that  le t  us  say the decis ion that  was 

to be taken was that ,  okay,  in  any event ,  they a l l  work in  

KZN.   Let  us  take them al l  and make them part  o f  the  

murder and  robbery uni t .   The work st i l l  cont inues as  

normal .  But  i f  that  is  not  the case,  others wi l l  need to go 

back to L impopo,  North  West ,  wherever they come f rom .   

We are st i l l  s t rengthening the other  murder and robbery uni t  

in  those respect ive  envi ronments .   But  the fact  that  the  

docket  could be handed over to  the Branch Commander or  10 

to the Deputy Provincia l  Commiss ioner to  s ign fo r ,  i t  rea l ly  

does not  change or  make impact  that  much ,  because le t  us  

say you d ie today as an invest iga tor  who was having 400 

cases,  we st i l l  have to take your  cases and redist r ibute 

them or  take them and make a p lan on those dockets .    

 I  am just  g iv ing you a c lear  example of  a  member  

who d ie now,  having so many cases ,  those dockets,  they 

are not  le f t  somewhere ,  they are just  deal t  wi th  the  normal  

way.   So even the PKTT's approach when  you d isband,  i t  is  

not  l ike there was any commission  of  cr ime in  the manner in  20 

which i t  was being done or  any i r regular i ty  or  any ,  

something that  was not  supposed that  is  happening that  is  

const i tu t ing a breach of  some sor t  o f  law or  standing order .   

I t  was a l l  in  the name of  work,  the processes .    

 I f  where there was an error  of  judgment ,  maybe 
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perhaps I  wi l l  accept  i t ,  Commissioners,  where the  

Commissioners wi l l  say,  ja  but  d id you agree that  there was 

a d isturbance in  terms of  the at tendance of  those dockets 

and then why d id  you do th is .   Some of  the th ings may be 

an er ror  of  judgment ,  but  normal ized in tent ,  was in tended.   

I t  was just  a l l  in  the in terest  of  work and making sure that  

th is  process does not  take too long.   Thank you,  Cha i r .  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    A f ter  that  long explanat ion,  do you 

accept  that  the proper th ing to do is  to  f i rs t  p lan for  what  is  

going to happen wi th the dockets and then you remove and 10 

real locate dockets because you cannot  real locate them to 

non-existent  detect ives .   When you real locate them, you 

must  know that  there are detect ives there who are qual i f ied  

who wi l l  take over  the invest igat ions.   Do you accept  that  

the p lanning must  happen before the removal  of  the 

dockets?  S imple .  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  do accept ,  Commissioner,  and a lso the  

fact  that  th is  document  that ,  the one that  I  s igned makes 

provis ion for  that  they must  then go to be t ransfer red to 

another  …[intervenes] .  20 

ADV KHUMALO SC :    No,  General ,  le t  us not  go there .   You 

accepted that  your  document  was re jected by General  

Masemola.   He went  wi th Khumalo 's  p lan.   So i t  does not  

help to  keep going back to a document  that  was re jected .   I t  

was not  accepted .   You were at  the par l iamentary br ie f ing.   
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You were at  the 6  March br ie f ing .   You know that  i t  was not  

your  document  that  was presented .   I t  was something e lse.   

You know that .   Thank you,  Ms Hassim.  

ADV HASSIM SC :    Thank you.   Sor ry,  General ,  d id  you 

want  to  respond?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Chai r ,  what  I  know is  that  what  was 

presented to Par l iament ,  is  that  what  was saying  we are  

d isbanding.   That  what  was presented in  Par l iament ,  is  that  

what  was saying we are d isbanding .   That  i s  what  I  know,  

and there was no object ion f rom any d i rect ion .   10 

ADV BALOYI SC :    Ja,  but ,  General ,  the b ig d i f ference 

between what  was presented and what  you d id was how you 

are going to go  about  i t .   Your  document  is  immediate  

d isbandment ,  as  we d iscussed i t .   You immediate ly  sa id 

th ings now fa l l  under General  Senthumule ,  and you gave a l l  

o f  those inst ruct ions of  th ings that  should happen,  and you 

cont inued to do that  in  your  subsequent  correspondence,  

when,  in  fact ,  the  Nat ional  Commissioner 's  posi t ion was we 

are going to do th is  g radual ly .    

 So you are  r ight  to  say there was no,  in  Par l iament ,  20 

there was no d isagreement  wi th the d isbandment ,  a t  least  

what  was presented in  Par l iament .   I t  was about  how i t  is  

done,  and we having th is  b ig  debate wi th  you,  and 

suggest ions have been made about  your  mot ives,  why you 

approached i t  in  a cer ta in way.   I t  is  th is  b ig d i f ference that  
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you were going for  immediate  d isbandment  when the 

Nat ional  Commiss ioner wanted a gradual  winding up,  and so  

you were implement ing,  the two o f  you were implement ing 

d i f ferent  s t rategies .   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    No,  Chai r ,  a f te r ,  a t  some point ,  I  began 

to,  especia l l y  af te r  Par l iament ,  I  began to real i ze,  because I  

was there,  that ,  okay,  th is  i s  how i t  is  going  to be 

undertaken,  and then I  fe l l  in to the same l ine of  th ink ing .   

The only d i f ference became now,  when the doc kets now 

were at  head of f ice,  then I  say,  a l l  r ight ,  now that  the 10 

dockets are at  head of f ice,  le t  th is  do cket  then be 

t ransfer red immediate ly,  le t  th is  process take p lace.    

 Maybe I  must  accept  that ,  for  me then to have said  

a lso,  le t  them also,  the members  report ing back to the i r  

respect ive envi ronment ,  maybe I  must  accept  there that  i t  

could have been an er ror  of  judgment  there,  and I  am taking  

that  par t  responsib i l i ty .   

ADV BALOYI SC :    But  that  i s  not  the only d i f ference .   I t  is  

not  about  when the dockets had now ar r ived .   We went  

through your d i f ferent  le t te rs,  and the presenta t ion in  20 

Par l iament ,  which  is  that  gradual  way of  doing th ings .   This 

is  the General  Khumalo  presentat ion,  and you say you were 

present .   You st i l l  went  and issued a le t te r  in  Apr i l  that  

cont radicted something that  was in  that  p lan,  and that  is  

something,  there was an endless d iscussion wi th Ms Hassim 
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th is  morning about  i t ,  where the p lan was the court  go ing  

dockets should remain,  should not  be par t  o f  what  i s  handed 

over,  they should  remain wi th whoever the invest igators,  I  

th ink i t  is ,  and you of fered,  you gave a cont rary inst ruct ion 

in  Apr i l .   So there was,  you d id fundamenta l ly  d i f fer  wi th  

what  was done,  or  what  was preferred by General  

Masemole.  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Yes,  Commissioners,  I  do hear and 

understand,  but  for  the  court  dockets,  when we ta lk  about  

cour t  dockets,  you are ta lk ing about  invest igat ion that  has 10 

been concluded,  i t  is  a  court  docket .   Now,  those ones,  i t  i s  

not  the reason why you should st i l l  keep the task team st i l l  

a l ive,  because these are dockets that  have been 

invest igated,  even i f  a  person is  to  go  …[intervenes] .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Let  me stop you .   Stop.   You do not  

misunderstand me.   I  am not  say ing that  is  why the task 

team should have cont inued .   I  was just  deal ing wi th you 

saying the only d i f ference was about  the dockets,  that  you 

know,  the dockets were brought  up to General  Senthumule ,  

and as soon as you found out ,  you ordered they should go 20 

back,  and I  was just  correct ing tha t ,  that  no,  no,  there was 

another  point  o f  d i f ference between what  you were doing 

and what  the Nat ional  Commissioner and General  Khumalo  

were proposing and approved by the Min ister  to  be done .   

 One example is  th is  i ssue about  the court -enro l led  
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dockets,  I  th ink that  is  what  i t  is  ca l led,  you said even those 

must  be g iven to General  Senthumule ,  when in  fact ,  the 

p lan that  u l t imate ly,  in  that  6  March meet ing,  the Min ister  

says,  I  was okay wi th  i t ,  he said those should remain wi th  

the invest igators .   So that  i s  another  point  o f  d i f ference 

between your p lan and what  you were doing,  and General  

Masemole  /  General  Khumalo 's  p lan,  and what  they were  

proposing.   That  is  a l l  I  was point ing out .   You can 

comment ,  General ,  i f  you want  to ,  I  do not  want  you to  

…[intervenes] .  10 

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    We were,  I  want  to  comment ,  but  I  

wanted to f in ish …[ indist inct ]   We were a l l  on a t ransi t ion,  

or  t ransi t ional  per iod,  where we are  saying task teams must  

be d isestabl ished,  and we must  capaci ta te the uni ts  that  are 

establ ished,  and for  the murder and robbery uni t  to  

funct ion,  at  some point  we need to  b i te  the  bul le t  and make 

sure that  we capaci ta te once and for  a l l  murder and robbery  

uni ts  to  be ef fect ive .    

 And that  i s ,  f rom my angle,  I  was moving f rom the 

person who is  actual ly  managing the per formance of  the 20 

detect ives,  f rom my angle .   I  am just  t ry ing to ask the  

Commission  not  to  l imi t  the  per formance of  my 

responsib i l i t ies to  the mistakes that  might  have happened or  

taken p lace only because of  the por t ion of  the PKTT,  but  in  

my case,  in  capaci ta t ing the murder and robbery uni t ,  we 
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needed to make sure that  we need a l l  the capaci t ies,  that  

we have a l l  the exper ience that  we have in  those st ructures,  

so that  we have a  capable state .   

ADV BALOYI SC :    Okay,  General ,  thank you.  

ADV HASSIM SC :    Thanks.   Can we move to another  top ic ,  

and th is  i s  just  to  address something that  you have ra ised 

on mul t ip le  occas ions,  and that  i s  that  when an inspect ion 

was done of  the  dockets that  were brought  up to head 

of f ice,  what  was found was,  in  fact ,  they had not ,  they had 

been gather ing dust  wi th  the PKTT.   There had not  been 10 

invest igat ions fo r  many years  of  those dockets .   Am I  

summariz ing what  you said cor rect ly ?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Correct .   

ADV HASSIM SC :    Do …[ intervenes] .  

CHAIRPERSON :    But ,  o f  course,  you d id not  mean 100 % of  

the dockets.  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Yes …[intervenes] .  

CHAIRPERSON :    Yes,  yes.  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Chai r ,  I  am refer r ing to the 121 dockets .    

CHAIRPERSON :    Yes,  yes.  20 

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    And even …[ intervenes] .  

CHAIRPERSON :    But  what  I  am saying is  you d id no t  mean 

100% of  the 121.   You refer red to  examples 20,  I  th ink 17,  

18,  19,  20,  and so on,  but  not  100 % of  those dockets .   Yes,  

Ms Hassim.   
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ADV HASSIM SC :    Thank you,  Chai r .   Are you aware that  

only 92 of  the dockets were audi ted ,  92 of  the 121?  Are 

you aware of  that ?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  cannot  agree wi th i t ,  Chai r ,  and why I  

say I  cannot  agree wi th i t ,  I  am basing on what  I  have,  th at  

is  the document .   Personal ly ,  I  have never seen even a  

s ingle docket ,  so  i f  the quest ion is  how can you not  agree 

when you have never seen a docket ,  I  wi l l  accept .   But  wi th  

the l is t  that  we have here,  and where I  am to ld that  th is  is  

the l is t  o f  the dockets that  we inspected,  i f  th is  is  the l is t  o f  10 

the dockets that  we inspected,  I  wi l l  take i t  that  these are  

the dockets that  were inspected .   And instead,  maybe 

rather ,  i f  the Chai r  could say,  can then General  M otsepe 

come and br ing a l l  those dockets here so that  we see,  

because they made ent r ies in  those dockets.    

ADV HASSIM SC :    We have a l ready gone …[intervenes] .  

CHAIRPERSON :    Sorry,  Ms Hassim.   I  just  need c lar i t y  on 

one th ing,  just  to  make sure that  you are not  ta lk ing past  

each other .   General ,  is  there a d i f ference between audi t ing 

dockets and inspect ing dockets ,  do you know?  20 

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Yes,  there is  a vast  d i f fe rence.   There is  

a d i f fe rence between audi t ing and inspect ing .  

CHAIRPERSON :    What  is  the d i f ference?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    The d i f fe rence when you inspect  a  docket  

is  when you inspect  a docket ,  but  when you audi t  
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…[intervenes] .  

CHAIRPERSON :    No,  no,  you cannot  def ine a te rm by using 

the same term,  General .   You cannot  say when you inspect  

a docket ,  you inspect  a docket .    

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    When you inspect  a  docket ,  the Chai r ,  is  

when you take a docket  and then you look in to compl iance,  

you look in to ,  you have many,  because there is  a ,  in  terms 

of  the Nat ional  Inst ruct ions ,  inspect ion,  the management  of  

case docket ,  and how you manage a docket ,  and then we ,  

so when you inspect  a docket ,  you check that  th is  docket  is  10 

being run or  managed in  te rms of  the Nat ional  Inst ruct ions .    

 In  other  words,  when the docket  i s  opened,  was i t  

put  forward fo r  24 -hour inspect ion?  In  other  words,  when a  

docket  gets opened today,  the very next  morning i t  must  be 

before the Commander,  who must  read i t  and then g ive  

inst ruct ions and g ive a broad forward date and say,  br ing  

th is  docket  again  on th is  date,  I  want  to  see i t .   And then 

you keep on g iv ing inst ruct ions and d i rect ions as wel l .   So 

th is  i s  now a docket  inspect ion .  

 Now,  when you do audi t ing,  is  when you look at  the  20 

number of  dockets that  a re there,  that  you have,  the  number  

of  dockets that  have been c losed,  the number of  dockets  

that  are in  cour t ,  the number of  dockets that  are being 

c losed as undetected .   I t  is  a  whole lo t  o f  them that  you can 

say,  th is  is  docket ,  you audi t  now the numbers and a lo t  o f  
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th ings.   I t  may inc lude compl iance,  accord ing  to the  

standard of  maybe the Audi tor  General ,  how they a lso  

choose to audi t  in  terms of  the i r  work.  

CHAIRPERSON :    Oh,  when you refer red to the process that  

was engaged in ,  which y ie lded the  resul ts  that  X number of  

dockets were last  invest igated on these dates,  was that  an 

inspect ion or  an  audi t ?   That  i s  the process in  terms of  

which you became aware that  some dockets had last  been 

invest igated in  2017,  18,  and so on .   Was that  an inspect ion  

or  an audi t?   10 

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I t  was both ,  both in  terms of  the number 

of  dockets  and when you look at  the,  le t  us say,  your  C5 

document ,  your  invest igat ion d iary ,  you look at  the number 

of  s tatements that  were obta ined .   And then you look at ,  

you read,  you count  the statements,  and then you see 

accord ing to the annexures l i s ted there,  now you know that ,  

okay,  in  th is  docket ,  we received 20 statements and they 

are a l l  accounted for ,  put  one s ide .   

CHAIRPERSON :    Thank you.   Ms Hassim,  I  just ,  because I  

th ink the General  had been using inspect ,  inspect ,  inspect ,  20 

and you used audi t ,  so I  just  wanted to make sure that  you 

are ta lk ing about  the same th ing .   Now you have heard h is  

explanat ion,  you may proceed wi th  your quest ions .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Maybe before that ,  Ms Hassim,  I  do not  

know i f  i t  might  not  help the d iscussion you want  to  have.   
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Paragraph 28 of  General  Motsepe’s  s tatement ,  maybe you 

want  to  look at  that .   

ADV HASSIM SC :    Thank you,  Commissioner.   So what  

General  Motsepe refers to  is  an audi t .  

CHAIRPERSON :    Which is  exact ly  the te rm you used .    

ADV HASSIM SC :    Which is  the term I  used,  because she 

was in  charge of  that  p rocess.    

CHAIRPERSON :    Yes.  

ADV HASSIM SC :    And she says that  she conducted an 

audi t  o f  the 121 dockets,  and then she says who the team 10 

was made up of .   She d id  not ,  she says she was not  d i rect ly  

involved in  the audi t  exerc ise,  but  she d id a few spot  

checks of  the dockets ,  okay.   Now,  i t  is  that  audi t  that  I  am 

referr ing to,  that  of  the 121,  in  fac t ,  when we looked at  i t ,  

on ly 92 were audi ted.   Did you f ind something d i f ferent ?  

Did you look at  each of  them ?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  ind icated ear l ier ,  Chai r ,  tha t  I  have 

never seen a s ing le document  or  docket .   However,  whether  

i t  was 92 or  i t  was 121,  s t i l l  the same th ing in  terms of  the 

process that  we are looking at .  20 

ADV HASSIM SC :    Sure.   I  am jus t ,  a l l  I  am saying  to you 

is  that  92 dockets  were audi ted .  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    S t i l l  f ine .  

ADV HASSIM SC :    Sorry?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I t  is  s t i l l  okay .  
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ADV HASSIM SC :    I t  is  okay.   A l l  r ight .   And of  those 92,  

46 were re lated to the t radi t ional  leader k i l l i ngs .   Are you 

aware of  that?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Chai r ,  I  wi l l  be  shoot ing f rom my head ,  

unless I  am to be assisted to agree wi th i t ,  but  I  do not  

th ink there is  anyth ing I  want  to  rea l ly  deny in  th is  regard.  

ADV HASSIM SC :    I  wi l l  he lp you wi th i t .   Just ,  I  do not  

want  you to agree to something i f  you are  not  comfor table  

agreeing.   So,  le t  us just  go  to the record so  you can see i t .   

I t  is  in  f i le  6 .   I t  is  actual ly  f rom the reports that  were being 10 

prepared fo r  the Min ister .   So,  i f  we just  go  to f i le  6 ,  page 

371.    

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    F i le?  

ADV HASSIM SC :    6 .    

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    On the same breadth,  Chai r ,  may I  make 

a request  that  on  the same breadth,  a re  we going to a lso 

look in to how many were not  pol i t ica l  re lated and how many 

were drugs and how many were pol i t ica l  k i l l ings ? 

ADV HASSIM SC :    Wel l ,  ja ,  i t  is  very c lear  f rom al l  the 

presentat ions tha t  have been made to you and the Min ister  20 

in  these reports .  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Page?  Page? 

ADV HASSIM SC :    371.   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  have got  i t ,  Cha i r .  

ADV HASSIM SC :    Okay.   So,  you wi l l  see t radi t ional  
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leadership re lated cases at  the top of  the page  and i t  says 

51 in  to ta l .   Do you see that?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Ja,  t rad i t ional  leadership re lated  cases,  

51,  yes,  I  see .   

ADV HASSIM SC :    Okay.   But  i t  is  broken down fur ther  in  

that  tab le below the heading  and the number that  concerns 

us is  the one under b lue because those were the ones that  

were under invest igat ion and had been t ransferred .   I t  is  44,  

p lus one,  p lus one,  so 46 .   Do you see that?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  see.  10 

ADV HASSIM SC :    Okay,  so,  46 of  the 92 that  were audi ted 

were t radi t ional  leadership k i l l ing cases .   Now,  the  

importance of  that  is  that  the mandate of  the pol i t i ca l  

k i l l ings task team was extended to inc lude the t radi t ional  

leadership re lated cases f rom 1 s t  Apr i l  2024.   And just  for  

the sake of  the record,  you wi l l  f ind that  extension  in  the 

same f i le  6 at  page 609.  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Can I  comment?  

ADV HASSIM SC :    Sor ry,  d id  you say you want  to  

comment?  20 

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Yes,  yes,  yes .  

ADV HASSIM SC :    Okay.  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Can I?  

ADV HASSIM SC :    Yes.  

CHAIRPERSON :    Yes,  General ,  yes.  
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LT-GEN SIBIYA :    A t  the same t ime,  I  l ike th is  example that  

you are  g iv ing me,  program,  ev idence leader .   You are 

saying to me,  a l l  the cases,  t rad i t ional  leadership  re lated 

cases is  51 .   And then we are saying murder is  44,  one 

at tempted murder,  k idnapping one.   Now,  we are  saying  

pending DPP's decis ion is  only two,  cour t  go ing cases only 

three out  of  51  and we are  saying th is  is  a good work .   So,  I  

just  wanted to point  that  angle.    

ADV HASSIM SC :    No,  sorry …[ intervenes] .  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Ja.  10 

ADV HASSIM SC :    But  i f  you le t  me f in ish,  then you wi l l  

understand why what  you are  saying now is  actual ly  

absolute ly  incorrect  and i t  is  gra tu i tous,  because you are 

in tent  on at tacking the work of  th is  task team, or  e lse  you 

would  not  make that  comment .   So,  le t  me f in ish .   46 of  the 

92 dockets that  were audi ted were t radi t ional  leadership 

re lated cases ,  okay.   I  was tak ing you to the mandate.   You 

f ind that  on f i le  6 at  page 609,  okay.  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    S ix,  page 6?  

ADV HASSIM SC :    610.   Wel l ,  609.   20 

CHAIRPERSON :    Or 610.  

ADV HASSIM SC :    6  or  9.    

CHAIRPERSON :    That  i s  that  red 609,  bot tom of  the page .    

ADV HASSIM SC :    A t  the bot tom o f  the page,  Chai r .  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  am on i t ,  Chai r .   
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ADV HASSIM SC :    So,  you wi l l  see the f i rs t  bu l le t  po int  on  

that  page.   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  see there .   

ADV HASSIM SC :    I t  says:  

 “The mandate of  the task team has 

been extended wi th ef fect  f rom 1 Apr i l  

2024 to inc lude the invest igat ion of  

cases involv ing  the k i l l ings  of  

t rad i t ional  leaders in  KwaZulu -Nata l . ”  

 Okay.   So,  th is  …[intervenes] .  10 

CHAIRPERSON :    And that  was approved by you ,  General .  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Not ,  no,  no.   No,  you recommended.  

CHAIRPERSON :    What?  Ja,  ja  …[ intervenes] .  

ADV HASSIM SC :    I t  was recommended by General  S ib iya.    

CHAIRPERSON :    Yes,  yes,  yes .   At  page 610.  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Ja.  

ADV HASSIM SC :    Yes.   Do you see that?   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  hope we are deal ing wi th the f inancia l  

author i ty ,  not  the extension of  the mandate.   

ADV HASSIM SC :    Yes,  you approved the budget .  20 

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Okay.  

ADV HASSIM SC :    To be expanded because of  th is  

extended mandate .   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Yes,  yes.    

ADV HASSIM SC :    Yes.   So,  the team was only,  the 
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mandate of  th is  team to take on these cases was only  

extended on the 1 s t  o f  Apr i l .   In  fact ,  the s ignatures here 

are la ter  in  Apr i l .   So,  a l though i t  s tar ts  f rom 1 s t  o f  Apr i l ,  by 

the t ime dockets would have been t ransfer red to th is  team 

would have been somet ime af ter  s ignature of  th is  document  

that  we were just  looking at .   Correct?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Yes.  

ADV HASSIM SC :    And at  the t ime that  the audi t  was done, 

so  th is  i s  2024,  Apr i l  2024 ,  okay,  and the  audi t  is  done a 

year la ter .   So,  the team had only  been,  had only received 10 

these dockets for  a short  per iod of  t ime .   Do you agree? 

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    No,  I  do not  agree.   They come back a  

long way wi th the  pol i t i ca l  k i l l i ng ,  I  mean,  wi th the pol i t ica l  

k i l l ing .   S ince 2018,  2019,  th is  t rad i t ional  cases was a lso 

real ly ,  a lso being invest igated or  un less I  do not  understand 

the quest ion .   

ADV HASSIM SC :    No,  i t  was not  being invest igated by th is  

task team.   There  would have been,  these were dockets that  

were assigned to  the task team .  These were not  dockets  

that  were being invest igated by the task team pr io r  to  Apr i l  20 

2024.   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  do not  agree.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    General ,  what  does i t ,  wh at  do you 

understand i t  to  mean that  the i r  mandate was,  they were 

granted a mandate on the 1 s t  o f  Apr i l  2024 then to deal  wi th  
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the k i l l ings of  t rad i t ional  leaders ?  

CHAIRPERSON :    Not  even that .   

ADV BALOYI SC :    I t  is  actual ly  the 16 t h ,  yes.   What  do you 

understand that  to  mean? 

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I t  mean that  the i r  mandate now has been 

extended to a lso begin to  invest igate the t radi t iona l  k i l l ing  

cases.    

ADV BALOYI SC :    And unt i l  that  mandate is  g iven,  d id they 

have author i ty  to  invest igate the k i l l ings  of  t rad i t ional  

leaders before th is  mandate on the 16 t h  o f  Apr i l?  10 

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  would say yes .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    From where?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    The Provincia l  Commissioner  decides on 

what  mat ter  to  a l locate to  who .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    So are you saying i t  d id  not  mat ter ,  they 

actual ly  d id  not  need a mandate to  be g iven to them on the  

16 t h  o f  Apr i l?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    For  me to accept  th is  point ,  Cha i r ,  may 

we go to the l i s t ,  the one that  conta ins the inspect ion that  

was conducted ,  a l l  those –  remember ,  where I  was saying  20 

the last  date of  inspect ion was th is ,  because i t  te l l s  us  the 

case number,  the case numbers .   

CHAIRPERSON :    General ,  I  am very sor ry to  in te r rupt  my 

col league.   In  response to Commissioner Baloyi 's  second 

last  quest ion,  you said the ef fect  o f  the mandate  was to 
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a l low them to,  “begin ” ,  invest igat ing these mat ters  as wel l .   

So they cannot  begin i f  they were a l ready doing i t ,  General .    

ADV BALOYI SC :    General ,  what  is  your  answer to  that ?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Personal ly ,  I  fee l  that ,  Cha i r ,  the 

involvement  in to  them invest iga t ing t radi t ional  leaders '  

cases d id  not  s tar t  wi th  the ef fect  f rom th is  date .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    When d id i t  s tar t ,  General ?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    That  is  why I  want  to  ask Commissioners 

to  refer  to  that  document  whi ls t  we are st i l l  on the subject .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    No,  I  can suggest  to  you that  that  wi l l  10 

not  help us because you have a l ready said le t  us look at  the  

case number .   We know case numbers,  cases get  open and 

they have an ear l ier  date .   We are now ta lk ing about  on the 

16 t h  o f  Apr i l  2024 ,  someone thought  for  them to now 

invest igate these cases,  these o ld cases as you referred to,  

we need them to be g iven a speci f i c  mandate to do that .    

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    You see,  the  problem that  I  th ink the 

Commissioners need to be aware of  is  that  each and every 

mot ivat ion they are put t ing in  to  request  for  funding,  they 

wr i te  one and the same wedding,  one and the  same 20 

wedding.   Even when you look at  the other  ones preceding 

th is  one,  they wi l l  s t i l l  wr i te  the same wedding.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    But  in  th is  case,  General ,  we are 

concerned about  the date when they were g iven a mandate .   

Forget  the other  paragraphs in  th is  mot ivat ion .   This 
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mot ivat ion for  funding te l l s  us when they were g iven the  

mandate to invest igate the k i l l i ngs of  t rad i t ional  leaders.   

And what  Ms Hassim is  d iscussing wi th you is  that  

ef fect ive ly the ear l iest  they had author i t y ,  a  mandate,  the 

ear l iest  is  the 16 t h .   But  you have agreed wi th her  that  

dockets would have been g iven to  them later  beyond th is  

date,  which  seems to now you are  changing that  and say 

wel l ,  they a lways had the dockets,  they cou ld have 

invest igated them .   

 But  put  that  as ide.   That  i s  what  she is  seeking to 10 

d iscuss wi th you  and I  do not  understand how you have a  

d i f f icu l t y  wi th  jus t  s imply g iv ing the st ra ight  answer that ,  

yes,  the author i ty  to  invest igate,  they only got  at  some point  

in  Apr i l  2024 .   I  am not  sure ,  not  that  I  am sure,  I  do not  

understand why you have a d i f f icu l t y  wi th  that .   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Chai r ,  are we able to  look in to the 

document  that  I  am referr ing to  so that  I  can a lso feel  

comfor table around th at ,  the response I  have to ,  because i t  

is  b inding.  

ADV HASSIM SC :    Which document  would you l ike  to  look 20 

at?  

CHAIRPERSON :    May I  just  establ ish th is  before  you take 

us there .   Do you agree that  upon i ts  incept ion,  the PKTT 

was mandated to invest igate pol i t i ca l  k i l l i ngs ? 

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  accept  that ,  Chai r .   
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CHAIRPERSON :    And do you accept  that  that  mandate was 

extended at  a la ter  s tage to invest igate something e lse  that  

is ,  o r  rather ,  in  addi t ion to pol i t i ca l  k i l l ings,  the PKTT was 

now to invest igate something e lse  as wel l .   Do you accept  

that?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Tradi t ional  leader,  I  accept  that ,  Chai r .   

CHAIRPERSON :    Yes.   But  between incept ion and the date  

of  extension of  the mandate,  i t  could only invest igate 

pol i t i ca l  k i l l i ngs .   Do you accept  that ?  That  is ,  be fore the  

extension.   Between incept ion and extension,  i t  could only  10 

invest igate pol i t i ca l  k i l l i ngs.   Do you accept  that?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    They could  only,  but  i t  does not  

necessar i ly  mean i t  was what  they,  what  happened or  what  

they were doing .   

CHAIRPERSON :    So are you say ing they were able to  go 

beyond thei r  mandate even before thei r  mandate was 

extended.   Is  that  what  you are  say ing?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Yes.  

CHAIRPERSON :    And you say the answer fo r  that  l ies in  

the document  you want  to  refer  us to ?  20 

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    That  i s  cor rect .   

CHAIRPERSON :    P lease take us there,  and I  hope we wi l l  

f ind that .  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    You are looking fo r  SS19,  f i le  2 ,  339.   

So,  General ,  th is  is  the handover report  when the dockets  
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were del ivered on the 28 t h  o f  March .   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  am get t ing there,  Chai r .   Let  me get  to  

th is  one.   Yes,  th is  one ,  the f i le  3 o f  10,  Chai r?  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    2 .   No,  no,  f i le  2.  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Oh,  3 .   F i le  3 of  10,  SS23.   When we look 

at  number 2,  Mpophomeni  mat ter  i t  is  a  murder case,  not  

pol i t i ca l l y  re lated .   When we look at  3 ,  Dannhauser ,  i t  is  a 

house robbery and thef t ,  not  pol i t ica l ly  re lated .   

CHAIRPERSON :    But ,  General ,  are you aware that  there  

were para l le l  cases,  which would not  necessar i l y  be 10 

pol i t i ca l  k i l l i ngs,  but  para l le l  in  the sense that  they are 

re lated to  pol i t ica l  k i l l ings .   And because they are  para l le l ,  

i t  would make sense for  those cases to be invest igated 

separate ly,  so they would be lumped together  and be 

invest igated together .   Are you aware of  that?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  am aware,  Commissioner ,  or  Chai r .   I  

am aware.   However,  Chai r ,  the  document  speci f y ,  that  

says,  when you look at  the one at  Kwanongoma number 4,  i t  

is  tax i  re lated.   Now,  I  do understand and accept  that  there 

wi l l  be a para l le l  case .   Somet imes i t  becomes tax i  re lated,  20 

but  I  do not  know how i t  wi l l  add to pol i t i ca l ,  or  how i t  wi l l  

be a para l le l  case to pol i t i ca l .   But ,  in  some instances,  you 

f ind that  i t  i s  a  t radi t ional ,  or  i t  is  a  pol i t i c ian 's  son or  

re lat ive that  was k i l led.   For  any other  reason,  tha t  is  not  

pol i t i ca l ,  or  that  has got  noth ing to do wi th the work that  is  
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be ing done by  …[intervenes] .  

CHAIRPERSON :    But ,  you see,  General ,  the problem is ,  i t  

does not  assist  us for  you to just  randomly p ick cases that  

on thei r  face appear not  to  be pol i t ica l  cases,  wi thout  at  the 

same t ime te l l ing us that  I  know for  a fact  that  th is  

par t icu lar  case was not  a para l le l  case .   I f  you cannot  do  

that ,  the exerc ise  you are engaging us in  does not  assist  a t  

a l l .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    General ,  can I ,  as a fo l low -up to th is ,  

just  maybe to t ry  and see i f  you are able to  make your 10 

point ,  i f  you go to case number  5  in  that  same document ,  

case number 5  at  357,  i t  is  a t  the ext reme,  i t  says 

t radi t ional  leader cases.   Do you see where I  am look ing? 

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  am,  Chai r .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Ja,  can we then get  back to what  is  the 

point  that  you want  to  make?  Keep in  mind the quest ion 

that  you were asked by Ms Hassim,  which is ,  the PKTT only  

got  the mandate in  Apr i l  2024,  and by the t ime the,  Apr i l  

2024,  by the t ime the audi t  was done in  2025,  i t  was only a  

year la ter  and so she was saying,  but  i t  is  a  short  t ime.   20 

And your answer  was,  no,  but  they have a lways had these 

cases.   They cou ld have invest iga ted them.   Let  me show 

you.  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Yes.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    So I  have refer red you to that  case,  and 
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i t  has a case number .   Let  us  take i t  f rom there.   What  i s  

the point  that  you are  seeking to i l lust rate?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I t  is  cases l i ke th is  one,  Chai r ,  that  

caused me to say,  no,  no,  the mandate d id  not  s tar t  on ly  in  

2024.   That  was extended .   They were in  any way doing i t  

long before .   That  is  what  I  was t ry ing to do to expla in.    

ADV HASSIM SC :    But  where in  th is  document  do you f ind  

support  for  what  you have just  sa id ,  because you asked us 

to go to th is  document .   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Evidence leader,  I  do not  know,  do you 10 

have the same document  that  we are at ?  

ADV HASSIM SC :    Yes.  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Number 5?  

ADV HASSIM SC :    Yes.  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Muden,  and i t  says t radi t ional  leaders .   

And when you look at  the CAS number,  is  that  of  2021? 

ADV HASSIM SC :    Yes.  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    So I  am saying  they were in  any event 

doing i t .    

ADV HASSIM SC :    No,  I  th ink you are  misreading th is .   The 20 

CAS number is  2021 .   The case i t se l f ,  the docket ,  was only 

a l located to the PKTT when i ts  mandate was extended.   So 

th is  i s  a docket  that  was a l ready in  ex istence .   I t  was f rom 

Muden,  and i t  was t ransferred to the PKTT .   So you wi l l  f ind 

many dockets here wi th CAS numbers that  go back in  t ime  
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and there is  an explanat ion for  i t  and le t  me just  not  use my 

own words,  but  use the words of  the PKTT members who 

came to test i fy .   Just  …[ intervenes] .  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Ms Hassim,  before you leave.   

General ,  just  to  show you that  even the audi t  is  wrong,  just  

look at  Muden on number 5,  on 357.   Do you see that  i t  

c lassi f ies the case as a t radi t ional  leader case ?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Yes.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    But  that  is  wrong,  because I  had 

asked you to go to f i le  2  in  the handover report .   Now,  in  10 

the handover report ,  you wi l l  see on 340,  Muden is  

c lassi f ied as case number  57,  CAS 74 /12/2021,  po int ing of  

a  f i rearm.   I t  is  a  para l le l  docket .   I t  is  not  a t radi t ional .   

See,  and th is  is  the problem wi th  re ly ing on an audi t  that  

you d id not  do,  and dockets you d id not  see,  because the  

handover report  does not  descr ibe that  case as a t radi t ional  

leadership case.   You can go and look at  i t  yoursel f .  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    The last  one,  so that  I  can move out  of  

th is  document?  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Are you on page 340 of  f i le  2?  20 

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    340? 

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Three four  zero,  f i le  2.   Remember,  

the beauty of  a  handover report  is  that  i t  is  s igned by both 

General  Khumalo  and General  Senthumule.   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Yes.  
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ADV KHUMALO SC :    Right?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Yes,  Chai r .  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Whereas an unsigned draf t  audi t  

report ,  nobody has s igned i t ,  and we do not  know who 

produced i t .   Now,  in  that  unsigned SS23,  i t  says Muden is  

a t radi t ional  leader case,  and then i t  says i t  is  a  murder  

case,  74/12/2021.   But  i f  you go to  the handover report  on 

page 340,  you see that  there are para l le l  dockets,  and i t  is  

16 of  them.  And then case number 57 i t  i s  Muden,  same 

case number,  but  i t  is  the point ing  of  a  f i rearm.   I t  is  not  a  10 

murder case and i t  is  not  a t radi t ional  leader case .   Do you 

see that?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Just ,  just  to  para l le l  cases ,  Muden case 

74/12/2021,  point ing of  f i rearm .  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    General ,  these are your annexures .   

There is  no way I  can take a qu icker  t ime to understand 

them than you do.   You know what  I  am ta lk ing about .  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    No,  I  do not  deny,  because i t  is  

something that  I  a lso see,  that  has been pointed out  to  me 

now,  that  I  see now.   But ,  and I  accept ,  Chai r ,  whatever  20 

weaknesses are  there,  ex ists,  or  mistakes exis t  in  the 

document .   But  what  I  wanted just  a lso then poin t  out  in 

conclusion on th is  one f rom my s ide,  I  want  to  say,  when 

you look at  number 7,  Umar  …[intervenes] .  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    No,  before we do that ,  can you accept  
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that  Muden is  a para l le l  docket ,  and i t  is  a  point ing of  a  

f i rearm case  accord ing to the handover report ?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  accept ,  ja .  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    And i f  you go to the next  page,  341,  

s ta r t ing f rom number 74,  those are t radi t ional  leadership  

cases.   Do you see that?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    345,  box 3 .  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    No.   General ,  where are you ?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  am at  page 345,  looking at  

…[intervenes] .  10 

ADV KHUMALO SC :    No,  we are  in  f i le  2 .   Remember we 

were in  f i le  2 on page 340  and we were looking at  the 

Muden case.   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    What  is  f i le  2?   

ADV KHUMALO SC :    I tem number 57 .  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Which f i le ,  Chai r?  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    F i le  2 ,  page 340.  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    340.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    And General ,  I  apologize fo r  being  

impat ient .   I  assumed that  these are your annexures,  that  20 

you at tached to your af f idavi t ,  and that  you knew them.   

This i s  a handover report .   You must  look at  i t .   Go to page 

342.   Are you there?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  am at  342.   

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Now,  when the dockets were  handed 



    20 FEBRUARY 2026 – DAY 64 
 

Page 146  o f  181  

 

 

over  by General  Khumalo  to Genera l  Senthumule  on the 28 t h  

o f  March 2025,  do you see that  they both s igned that  

document?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  do,  Chai r .  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Conf i rming that  these are the  dockets  

that  were handed over.  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  do.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    And they are c lassi f ied accord ing to 

type of  case .   I f  you go back to 339,  56 of  them are  

pol i t i ca l l y  re lated.   Do you see that?  10 

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    The page? 

ADV KHUMALO SC :    339.  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    339.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Are you there?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Yes,  s i r .  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    So you see that  i t  is  56 pol i t ica l ly  

re lated dockets?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  see,  Chai r .  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Yes.   And then you go to the next  

page,  which was Chai r 's  point ,  i t  is  16 para l le l  dockets .   Do 20 

you see that?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  see.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    And the f i rs t  one is  Muden.  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  see.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Yes,  you go to the next  page ,  you 
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have got  the ad hoc  dockets ,  i t  is  one f rom Es tcourt .    

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  see,  Chai r .  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    And then t radi t ional  leadersh ip is  45 ,  

on page 341.  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    345.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    341.   The next  page.  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  have got  i t .  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Yes,  so you cannot  re ly  on the case 

numbers,  because a case number  s imply ref lects the case 

number f rom the stat ion of  o r ig in .   I t  is  not  a docket  opened 10 

when i t  is  handed over to  the PKTT.   So when you see a  

CAS number that  says 2019 in  92,  case 92,  you know that  i t  

does not  mean PKTT was looking at  that  f rom 2019 .   I t  

s imply means in  the stat ion of  or ig in  that  docket  was 

opened in  that  year .    

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Now,  f i rs t ly ,  Chai r ,  we wi l l  need,  I  th ink 

both of  us,  Chai r ,  we wi l l  need to  ascer ta in that  fact  f rom 

the case docket  i tse l f ,  because now for  me to just  g ive in  

and say,  yes,  I  agree,  i t  was just  only t ransferred a f ter  th is  

request  for  funding ,  when in  fact  i t  may not  be the case.   So 20 

but  what  I  wanted to  just  point  out ,  Chai r ,  i s  that  what  i s  

important ,  what  I  see here as pointed out ,  i t  was a mistake 

that  the  one,  the Muden case that  the Chai r  …[intervenes] .  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    And there are  many of  them.  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Yes.  
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ADV KHUMALO SC :    Because I  have analysed that  audi t  

report .   There are  many of  them .   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    But  yes,  where I  want  to  take the Chai r  

to  is  the fact  tha t  both General  Khumalo  and Senthumule  

s igned for  i t .    

ADV KHUMALO SC :    No,  they d id  not  s ign the audi t  report .   

They d id not  s ign the audi t  report .   They s igned the  

handover report .   The audi t  report  you are re ly ing on is  

SS23.   I t  is  not  s igned by anybody .   I t  is  just  a  document  

that  s tar ts  f rom nowhere and ends nowhere.   And you have 10 

annexed that  to  your  af f idavi t  in  th is  Commission  to  just i f y 

your  at tack on the  PKTT .   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I t  is  unfor tunate that ,  Chai r ,  that  the 

Commissioner Khumalo  sees i t  as  an at tack on the PKTT 

when in  fact  me,  f rom where I  am coming f rom as an 

employee of  the  South Af r ican Pol ice Serv ice,  in  my 

capaci ty  as the Deputy Nat ional  Commissioner responsib le 

for  detect ives,  been g iven an ins t ruct ion by  the Nat ional  

Commissioner to  get  involved and do 1 ,  2 ,  3 ,  4 .   At  a la te r  

s tage then i t  ge ts tu rned in to that  I  am at tacking ,  my 20 

act ions or  at tacking the PKTT .   

CHAIRPERSON :    But  General ,  I  am sor ry  Ms Hassim.   

General ,  you say you cannot  accept  the proposi t ion that  

pol i t i ca l ,  I  am sor ry,  the k i l l i ng or  t rad i t ional  k i l l ings mat ters 

could only have been handled by the PKTT f rom Apr i l .   You 
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say we would have to look deeper or  fu r ther  in to the  mat ter  

to  establ ish what  the t rue posi t ion is .    

 I  just  do not  understand that  because you have 

accepted what  the mandate was when the PKTT was 

establ ished and you have accepted that  that  mandate was 

for  the invest igat ion of  pol i t i ca l  k i l l ings.   And we know f rom 

the documents that  my col league ,  Commissioner Ba loyi ,  and 

indeed before tha t ,  Ms Hassim,  drew your at tent ion to ,  that  

the mandate to do pol i t ica l  cases,  I  am sor ry,  t rad i t ional  

k i l l ings is  extended only in  Apr i l  o f  2024 .    10 

 So I  just  do not  understand th is  idea that  before  

Apr i l  2024,  possib ly  as you seem to suggest ,  the  PKTT 

could have invest igated t radi t ional  leader k i l l ings even 

before the mandate was extended .   I  just  do not  understand 

that .   Can you expla in?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Chai r ,  f rom my work envi ronment  that  I  

know is  that  long before the request  for  funding,  they were  

a l ready invest iga t ing such cases of  t rad i t ional  leaders .   I t  

d id  not  just  on ly star t  last  year .   They were a l ready 

invest igat ing i t .   I t  is  a  point  I  am prepared to lay my neck 20 

on the b lock and say they d id  not  s tar t  now.  

CHAIRPERSON :    But  you see,  you took us to the document  

that  my col league ,  Commissioner  Khumalo ,  was engaging 

you wi th,  and you randomly showed us th is  case and that  

case and that  case to make th is  point  that  you are making .   
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And then I  sa id to  you,  but ,  Genera l ,  you do not  seem to be 

d ist inguish ing between the fact  that  the PKTT wou ld a lso  

invest igate para l le l  mat ters  and there is  a log ica l  reason fo r  

that .   You cannot  sp l i t  re la ted cases or  para l le l  cases and 

to have them invest igated at  separate p laces .   So there was 

a reason fo r  that .    

 Now you randomly show us cases in  a manner that  

suggests that  you are not  d rawing that  d is t inct ion .   So now 

you are  saying,  but  I  do know that  even before .   I  sa id,  i f  

you remember,  I  sa id,  you seem to  suggest  that  we wi l l  get  10 

an answer f rom a  cer ta in document  that  you were referr ing  

us  to.   We have gone to that  document  and that  i s  when you 

randomly pointed at  cases in  a manner that  suggests that  

you are not  factor ing th is  d is t inct ion,  the d ist inct ion 

between pol i t ica l  k i l l ings and cases that  are para l le l  to  

pol i t i ca l  k i l l ings .    

 So that  i s  why you have not  real ly  shown us the  

d i f ference you sought  to  show us .   Now you are say ing,  but  

I  know for  a fact  that  they had star ted long ago ,  and yet  you 

had said the answer fo r  them star t ing long ago is  in  th is  20 

document .   And thus far ,  th is  document  has not  assisted  

you.   So where e lse  or  f rom what  other  document  or  f rom 

what  other  ev idence or ,  yes,  ev idence do you base the  

longer goal?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    May I  just  …[ intervenes] .  



    20 FEBRUARY 2026 – DAY 64 
 

Page 151  o f  181  

 

 

ADV BALOYI SC :    General ,  as you prepare to answer that  

quest ion,  keep in  mind a lso that  your  test imony yesterday 

was that  you had noth ing to do ,  you knew noth ing about  the 

PKTT,  the i r  opera t ions,  what  they were doing unt i l  you were 

now suddenly in t roduced to  th is .   You remember we d id that  

exerc ise about  what  d id you know,  at  which point  d id you 

know,  but  your  ev idence yesterday was you had noth ing to 

do wi th the PKTT unt i l  you were asked to s ign th is  

recommendat ion in  Apr i l  2024 .   So i f  you say I  know for  a  

fact  they were invest igat ing,  you need to expla in how would 10 

you have known that  in  your  posi t ion .   And as the Chai r  

says,  where do we see that  in  the documents that  they were  

in  fact  invest igat ing ?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    You see,  Chai r ,  the l ine of  quest ion ing by  

the Commissioners worr ies me in  th is  sense.   The Chai r  

asked me a speci f i c  quest ion that  I  must  respond to 

speci f ica l l y ,  and just  when I  am about  to ,  because now as 

the Chai r  speaks and I  f rame how to respond,  then 

Commissioner Ba loyi  says,  before you respond,  then come 

up wi th a d i f fe rent  angle,  and then that  goes a lso  deeper 20 

in to a d i f fe rent  subject ,  or  that  is  not  going to,  i t  is  not  

…[intervenes] .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    I  wi thdraw my quest ion .   Answer the  

Chai r 's  quest ion,  and then I  can ask you my quest ion af te r  

that .  
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CHAIRPERSON :    No,  no …[ intervenes] .  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    That  i s  what  I  wanted to ask,  Chai r .  

CHAIRPERSON :    No,  no,  no,  the two are re lated .   The two 

are re lated.   You are saying long before the mandate was 

extended,  you know for  a fact  tha t  they had a l ready been 

invest igat ing t rad i t ional  leadership  k i l l ings .   Now,  a l l  that  

Commissioner  Ba loyi  i s  saying,  the knowledge that  you are  

referr ing to,  or  ra ther ,  bear in  mind as you show us how you 

know,  bear  in  mind that  you have said you were not  

involved at  a l l  wi th  the PKTT unt i l  the t ime that  you were  10 

asked to s ign the  document  on funding in  2024 .   So that  i s  

a l l  i t  adds.   I t  does not  change the complexion .   I t  does not  

change the p ictu re .   I t  just  says,  where do you get  th is  

knowledge f rom,  bear ing in  mind the fact  that  you say you 

were not  involved wi th the PKTT ?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Chai r ,  f rom my s ide,  as when th is  

quest ion came in i t ia l ly ,  what  I  remembered in  my mind is  

that  I  have seen a number of  these cases,  and that  are  

dated as far  back as 2018,  19,  20,  2021.   So i t  could not  

have been.   Then the Chai r  comes and says,  a l l  r ight ,  but  20 

d id you a lso bel ieve that  i t  does not  necessar i ly  mean that  

these …[ intervenes] .  

CHAIRPERSON :    When you say these cases,  are you 

ta lk ing about  t rad i t ional  …[intervenes] .  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Ja,  t rad i t ional .  
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CHAIRPERSON :    Yes.  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    So,  then the quest ion comes tha t  says,  

but  i t  does not  necessar i l y  mean that  because of  the fact  

that  th is  case number is  2021,  i t  means that  they star ted 

wi th the PKTT in 2021.   Now,  my point  was t ry ing to  

demonst rate and say they have been invest igat ing var ious 

other  cases that  are not  pol i t i ca l  in  nature,  and that  are  

a lso not  t rad i t ional  in  nature .   And I  wanted to g ive an 

example of  that  case in  Umkomaas case number 7,  because 

th is  one is  about  drug -re lated.   Now,  I  do not  know whether  10 

the drug- re lated,  i t  is  a lso a para l le l  case to e i ther  pol i t i ca l  

k i l l ing or  to  t radi t ional  land af fa i rs .   That  i s  what  I  wanted to 

point  out .  

CHAIRPERSON :    You wi l l  recal l ,  though,  you wi l l  recal l  

that  ear l ie r  when we engaged before my co l league ,  

Commissioner Khumalo ,  s ta r ted  engaging you,  you wi l l  

recal l  that  I  sa id,  i t  does not  assist  us  to ,  fo r  you to  

randomly point  a t ,  or  i temize cases wi thout ,  as you s i t  

there,  being able  to  te l l  us that ,  and I  know for  a fact  that  

th is  i s  not  a para l le l  case.   I t  is  an exerc ise in  fu t i l i ty  that  20 

does not  assist  us at  a l l .   

 Do you get  my point?   Do you get  my point ,  

General?  I f  you are able,  I  wi l l  be  wi th you 100% i f  you say 

to me,  they were a l ready invest igat ing cases tha t  were 

outs ide of  the i r  mandate,  and here are examples ,  and the  
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examples I  am giv ing you are not  para l le l  cases.   I  know 

that  because,  and then you g ive reasons .   But  i f ,  as  you s i t  

there,  you are not  able to  do tha t ,  I  say to you,  that  is  a  

fu t i le  exerc ise .   Do you get  my poin t? 

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  hear  what  the Chai r  say.  

CHAIRPERSON :    Thank you.   Ms  Hassim,  I  am very,  very 

sorry .   

ADV HASSIM SC :    No,  no problem.  

CHAIRPERSON :    We in terrupted your l ine of  quest ion ing .    

ADV HASSIM SC :    No,  no,  you have advanced i t .   Thank 10 

you.   I  just ,  General ,  by your reasoning,  there are case 

numbers in  th is  report  and by the report  here,  I  am ta lk ing  

about ,  I  th ink,  ja ,  th is  i s  your  annexure,  SS23 .   There  are,  i f  

you look at  the very f i rs t  case on that  tab le,  page 356.  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Page 356? 

ADV HASSIM SC :    Yes,  page 356.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    SS23.  

ADV HASSIM SC :    SS23,  i t  is  in  f i le  3 .   I t  i s  the same one 

that  the General  took us to for  the Muden case .   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  have got  i t  here ,  Chai r .  20 

ADV HASSIM SC :    Ja.   The very f i rs t  case is  a 2016 case .  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    That  i s  cor rect ,  Chai r .  

ADV HASSIM SC :    Ja.   And i f  you just ,  and I  am doing a 

very random look here ,  i f  you look at  page 416 of  the same 

document .    
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LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  have got  i t ,  Cha i r .  

ADV HASSIM SC :    Case number 112  is  a 2011 case .   Do 

you see that?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Yes.  

ADV HASSIM SC :    Those were cases,  the PKTT was not  in  

ex istence in  2011 .   PKTT was not  in  ex istence in  2016 .   So 

these case numbers,  as we were t ry ing to say,  a re cases 

that  o r ig inated e lsewhere and were then a l located to the  

PKTT.   Do you see that?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  see and I  do not  agree.   10 

ADV HASSIM SC :    Wel l ,  the PKTT did  not  ex ist  in  2011 .  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    In  2016,  i t  d id  ex ist .  

ADV HASSIM SC :    Not  th is  PKTT that  we are ta lk ing about  

now.   I t  d id  not  ex ist .  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    The PKTT did exist  and there were some 

chal lenges about  that  one apparent ly  that  says i t  worked in  

s i los and then c losed down and a new one star ted.  

ADV HASSIM SC :    That  is  r ight  …[intervenes] .  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    But  i t  d id  …[ intervenes] .  

ADV HASSIM SC :    That  was a d i f ferent  task team .   I t  was a 20 

d i f ferent  task team.   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I t  was a pol i t ica l  task team .   

ADV HASSIM SC :    Yes,  but  the mandate,  th is  task team, 

came about  in  2018 when there  was a request  by the 

President  for  a task team to be establ ished to deal  wi th  the  
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problem once and for  a l l ,  because i t  was an in t ractable  

problem.   That  was in  2018 .  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  take,  I  understand.   

ADV HASSIM SC :    Okay,  thanks.   So you cannot  re ly  on 

these cases,  case numbers is  the  f i rs t  po int .   The second 

th ing is  i f  you look at  Colonel  K humalo 's  statement ,  and in  

fact ,  you do not  need to go there ,  le t  me just  te l l  you what  

he says fo r  now.    

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Can I  do th is  again just  to  i l lust rate 

the point?  I  am sor ry to  do th is  to  you .   Even that  10 

Mpophomeni  112 case,  the audi t  is  wrong because on page 

339 of  the other  f i le ,  that  is  a 2017 case and not  a 2011 

case.   So just  a  s imple analys is of  th is  audi t  report ,  so,  you 

wi l l  see i f  you go to f i le  3 ,  i t  s tar ts  wel l ,  i tem 13 .   I t  says 

CAS number 76 /11.   So you know i t  is  the same one.   But  

then there i t  says 2017 .   Now in the audi t  report ,  i t  says 

2011.  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    What  I  just  must  ind icate,  Chai r ,  whi ls t  I  

see the point ing out  by the Commissioners,  even mysel f ,  I  

re l ied on th is  document  as i t  was provided to me  and i t  has 20 

been used in  every p lat fo rm .   And I  may st i l l  do the same 

and say,  le t  us  take the one that  was provided by,  le t  us say 

by,  le t  us  say,  Colonel  Khumalo  or  themsel f .   I f  someone 

e lse was to look at  that  document  a lso and to look for  

mistakes or  loopholes,  you may st i l l  come across one or  two 
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mistakes.   So I  do  understand .   I  do  understand and accept .    

 But  I  am saying a  person is  able to  draf t  something ,  

but  you wi l l  f ind that  the next  person who must  a lso  look at  

i t  sees a mistake or  two  and that  the other  one could not  

p ick up.   So I  now see,  I  do see,  and unfor tunate ly ,  th is  i s  

what  I  have in  f ront  of  me at  th is  point  in  t ime .   

ADV HASSIM SC :    That  is  f ine,  thanks,  General .   Just  to  

c lose up on the t radi t ional  leader - re lated cases,  what  

Colonel  Khumalo  says is  that  by way of  example,  we 

received 50 t radi t ional  leader -k i l l i ng dockets in  la te Apr i l  10 

2024,  so af te r  the extension of  the mandate of  the  PKTT to  

inc lude th is  category of  cr ime.   He says they received 50 

t radi t ional  leader -k i l l i ng dockets .   Some were not  new 

mat ters and thus d i f f icu l t  to  f ind new leads .   So 50 dockets,  

t rad i t ional  leader,  were assigned in  la te Apr i l  2024.   And in  

the handover,  45 or  46 of  that  audi t  were made up of  

t rad i t ional  leader cases .   Do you see the point?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  do.  

ADV HASSIM SC :    So your content ion that  there  was a 

delay in  invest iga t ion,  f i rs t  o f  a l l ,  your  reference to  the  CAS 20 

numbers,  we have deal t  wi th  that .   Second,  where you refer  

to  t radi t ional  leader cases to show these cases were just  

not ,  there was no progress on i t ,  they only received i t  in  

la te Apr i l  2024 .   So they had very l i t t le  t ime to work  on that ,  

is  that  not  so?  
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LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  s t i l l  do not  agree wi th i t  because even i f  

you receive them in la te 2024,  the bot tom l ine is  tha t  i f  that  

was the case,  s t i l l  in  each and every docket ,  we need to see 

that  you have done something on those speci f ic  dockets ,  

not  that  you wi l l  f ind that  the last  ent ry made was in  2018 or  

2019.   

ADV HASSIM SC :    Okay,  le t  us  deal  wi th  that .   Have you 

consul ted,  d id your team or  yoursel f  consul t  wi th  the PKTT 

when you were doing th is  audi t  to  understand how these 

cases were invest igated ?  Did you consul t  wi th  anyone ?  10 

Did you say,  can we ta lk  to  you about  i t ?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  f ind  the quest ion  very  unfa i r  in  the  

sense that  in  my case,  i t  is  a t  the point  when I  was actual ly  

being suspended,  I  th ink .   The atmosphere was a l ready not  

a normal  atmosphere where the quest ion can say,  d id you 

consul t .   I t  was dur ing that  per iod when I  got  to  be 

suspended mysel f .   

ADV HASSIM SC :    When was the audi t  done ,  in  May?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Yes.  

ADV HASSIM SC :    When were you suspended ? 20 

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  was suspended in  Ju ly .   

ADV HASSIM SC :    Right .  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    But  th is ,  I  d id  not  get  long before  that .   I  

got  i t  around about  that  t ime as we l l .   

ADV HASSIM SC :    When d id you get  i t ?  
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LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Somewhere  around July or  June,  

somewhere there ,  just  before …[ intervenes] .  

ADV HASSIM SC :    Before you were suspended? 

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Yes.  

ADV HASSIM SC :    And th is  was done in  May ?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Yes.  

ADV HASSIM SC :    The audi t  report .   Okay.   I f  you d id not  

consul t  d i rect ly ,  do you know whether  your  team consul ted ?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  take i t ,  because i t  was under General  

Senthumule  and wi th the team, Br igadier  K gopodi ta ta [?] ,  I  10 

th ink themselves .   I  was not  d i rect ly  deal ing wi th the 

process.   General  Senthumule  was work ing wi th General  

Khumalo ,  so I  was not  d i rect ly  invo lved .   

ADV HASSIM SC :    So,  you see,  the problem is  that  you 

hold a v iew and you have come to the Commission  to say,  

there are dockets  that  are in  th is  state,  there are dockets  

where there was no invest igat ion,  but  you were  not  involved 

in  i t .   You do not  actual ly  know,  so  you are  speculat ing and 

you d id  not  engage wi th the invest igators on any o f  those 

dockets to  c la r i fy  or  to  get  in format ion f rom them about  how 20 

they were invest igat ing i t ,  r ight .   You come to  make 

content ions based on that  audi t  report  …[intervenes] .  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  do not  agree.  

ADV HASSIM SC :    But  then you say you were not  involved 

in  i t ,  and so you cannot  answer cer ta in quest ions .   
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LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  rea l ly  do  not  agree wi th you,  

unfor tunate ly,  ev idence leader,  because you cannot  say I  

am speculat ing  and I  come here and I  ta lk  about  th ings that  

I  do not  know.   I  am part  o f  th is  p rocess .   I  am part  o f  the 

management .   I  may not  have been the one who conducted 

the inspect ion,  but  the report  come to me.   I t  is  as good as 

you are saying to the Nat ional  Commissioner,  you cannot  

ta lk  about  these th ings because you d id  not  see th is ,  you 

d id  not  check th is ,  you were not  involved in  th is .   I t  is  not  a 

fa i r  quest ion .  10 

ADV HASSIM SC :    No,  i t  is  not  that  you cannot  ta lk  about  

i t ,  i t  is  that  i f  you come and make a c la im,  that  your  c la im 

must  have some basis.    

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I t  does have some basis,  because I  do  

have,  unless I  am proposing that  these dockets be here,  so  

that  when I  ta lk  about  speci f ic ,  copies were made,  when I  

ta lk  about  a spec i f ic  case and say here is  th is  case,  th is  is  

the last  ent ry tha t  was made,  then we put  i t  as ide .   Then i t  

wi l l  not  be regarded as a c la im,  because i t  wi l l  be showing 

documentary evidence .  20 

ADV BALOYI SC :    General ,  can I  just  ask th is .   Now tha t  

you know that  General  Khumalo  says they rece ived 50 

dockets of  k i l l ings of  t rad i t ional  leaders in  Apr i l  2024,  we 

know that  now f rom his statement ,  and fo r  purposes of  my 

quest ion,  le t  us  accept  that  to  be  correct  for  purposes of  
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th is  engagement ,  do you st i l l  pers is t  in  your  c r i t ic ism,  

comment ,  whatever  you want  to  ca l l  i t ,  that  in  fact  they d id  

no work on th is?  You are  cr i t i c is ing them that  they d id no  

work af ter  they got  the dockets in  Apr i l .   Do you st i l l  pers is t  

in  that  posi t ion?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  s t i l l  pers is t  they d id no work in  those 

cases.   

ADV BALOYI SC :    From Apr i l ?   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    From,  I  do not  know s ince when they 

have been having  those dockets.  10 

ADV BALOYI SC :    He te l ls  us that  they were g iven the  

docket ,  they got  the mandate in  Apr i l ,  and they got  50 

dockets in  Apr i l .   So le t  us keep those facts constant ,  r ight ,  

that  the mandate  was in  Apr i l ,  they got  the dockets,  50  

dockets .   Let  us  go wi th what  he says.   That  is  how I  am 

formulat ing my quest ion .    

 Knowing that ,  or  even for  purposes of  th is  

d iscussion,  accept ing that ,  le t  us  assume that  he is  correct ,  

that  they got  50 dockets in  2024,  not  before that ,  in  2024 ,  

are you saying you st i l l  pers is t  in  your  cr i t i c ism that  f rom 20 

2024,  when they got  the dockets,  to  the day that  the  

dockets were removed f rom them, they had not  done any 

meaningfu l  work  and so they are open to cr i t i c ism ?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Once again,  Chai r ,  I  want  to  put  

something on the  table .   I t  look l ike everyth ing tha t  comes 
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wi th  General  Khumalo  or  Genera l  Masemole  is  a  gospel  

t ru th,  and i t  i s  accepted,  and i t  i s  the t ruth .   And anyth ing  

that  comes,  that  negates that ,  and that  refuses or  does not  

agree is  a c la im  or  why do you say th is .   To me,  i t  is  a 

problem in a sense that  what  General  Khumalo  says,  and 

what  we say,  now for  the Chai r  to  make a good 

determinat ion,  we need other  wi tnesses or  other  dockets or  

ev idence in  f ront  of  us .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Let  me stop you .   What  f rom my 

quest ion makes you say that ?  What  in  the way that  I  10 

formulated my quest ion makes you say that  I  have taken 

what  General  Khumalo  as gospel  t ru th,  and what  you are 

saying is  quest ioned?  And I  am asking not  to  be  

argumentat ive,  because I  rea l ly  am interested in  an answer 

to  my or ig inal  quest ion ,  so I  want  to  c lar i f y  to  the  extent  

that  you te l l  me what  i t  is  in  my quest ion makes you say I  

take i t  as gospel  t ru th .   I  want  to  c lar i f y  mysel f  so that  you 

understand that  i s  what  I  am doing.  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    In  responding to the Commissioner 's 

quest ion,  I  want  to  star t  i t  f rom where the evidence  leader 20 

is  saying ,  reading f rom Colonel  Khumalo 's  statement ,  and 

say th is  i s  what  you say  …[intervenes] .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Ja,  no,  no,  General .   No,  I  have to stop  

you.   P lease forget  what  the evidence leader has said .   A l l  

she has read,  she is  read what  she says is  conta ined in  a 
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s tatement  of  General  Khumalo .   I  formed my quest ion th is  

way.   I  sa id assume,  fo r  purposes of  our  d iscussion,  le t  us  

assume that  i s  t rue ,  that  le t  us not ,  and at  least  f rom where 

I  s i t ,  i t  is  not  an ind icat ion that  I  accept  the t ruthfu lness of  

that  s tatement .   That  is  why I  sa id le t  us assume,  fo r  

purposes of  our  d iscussion,  that  he  is  correct  when he says 

they only got  50 ,  they got  50  dockets in  Apr i l .    

 Would,  on that  assumpt ion,  assuming that  to  be  

correct ,  and maybe i t  is  not  cor rect ,  that  is  what  an 

assumpt ion means ,  when I  say assume,  the converse of  i t  i s  10 

I  am not  tak ing i t  as t ruth.   Assume that  what  he te l ls  us is  

correct ,  or  i s  the case ,  they got  50 dockets in  Apr i l ,  

mandate extended in  Apr i l ,  therefore the budget  a l locat ion 

happens somet imes af ter  you have approved an extension 

of  a l locat ion of  budget .    

 Do you st i l l  say that  f rom that  per iod when they got  

the dockets and got  the i r  mandate,  and when the dockets 

were audi ted,  do  you st i l l  say,  we l l ,  too much t ime passed 

in  that  window?  Too much t ime passed,  the re should have 

been more than th is ,  so they are useless.   Do you st i l l  say  20 

that?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    That  i s  what  I  am saying,  Chai r .   

ADV BALOYI SC :    Okay.   I  had asked you what  is  i t  in  my 

quest ion that  made you say that ,  or  th ink,  that  I  am 

accept ing h is sta tement  as the gospel  t ru th .   Are you able  
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to  answer that ,  even af te r  I  have said to  you,  le t  us  

assume?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I t  is  when the Chai r  says to me,  when the  

Commissioner says to me,  to  me i t  appeared as though the  

Commissioner bel ieved in  what  General  Khumalo  is  saying,  

that  says we only  received or  s ta r ted th is  mandate in  2024 .   

And when I  look at  the i r  ex istence over  a per iod of  t ime,  

there are many invest igat ions that  …[intervenes] .   

ADV BALOYI SC :    I  th ink you have answered me.   

Remember,  you tend to  go,  you tend to answer th ings that  10 

are not  f lowing f rom the quest ion  that  i s  been asked.   I  

th ink the last  quest ion I  asked you was,  what  is  i t  in  what  I  

have said that  made you bel ieve that  I  have taken h is  

statement  as gospel  t ru th .   That  was my quest ion ,  and I  

th ink you say,  you repeat  f rom what  I  have said .   That  is  

f ine.   That  is  what  the answer is .   Thank you.   Ms Hassim? 

ADV BALOYI SC :    Thank you,  Commissioner  Baloy i .   

General ,  my quest ion about  whether  there had been any 

d iscussion wi th the members and the invest igators in  the 

team is because there is  an explanat ion that  i s  provided fo r  20 

those dockets where  e i ther ,  where  i t  appears that  there has 

been no movement ,  wi th  reference to the C -c l ip ,  or  where  

there genuinely has been no movement  in  a case and the  

explanat ions fo r  i t  and I  just  want  to  te l l  you what  these 

explanat ions are.    
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 And for  th is  purpose,  we go back to Colonel  

Khumalo 's  statement ,  and I  am not  going to read through in  

deta i l .   I  just  want  to  h ighl ight  the few points because th is  

quest ion was obv iously,  o r  th is  i ssue,  th is  accusat ion was 

obviously something that  they took ser iously and provided a  

statement  in  which they analysed the dockets ,  and there are  

a few th ings that  he said .   The f i rs t  is  that :  

 “The dockets tha t  are handed over to  

the PKTT are par t icu lar ly  complex due 

to the nature of  the cases,  which  are  10 

of ten l inked to po l i t ica l  assassinat ions,  

where the t rue orchest rators of  the  h i ts  

remain concealed . ”  

 So the f i rs t  th ing he says is ,  bear in  mind that  what  

we are  being g iven are complex mat ters.   That  i s  why the 

task team was …[intervenes] .  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Advocate Hassim,  where are you 

reading f rom?  

ADV HASSIM SC :    Colonel  Khumalo 's  statement .   I t  is  

…[intervenes] .  20 

ADV KHUMALO SC :    You said General ,  that  is  why.  

ADV HASSIM SC :    Sorry,  I  thought  I  sa id Colonel .   Sor ry,  i t  

is  page 265,  paragraph 4.   I t  is  paragraph 4.   Second,  he 

says at  paragraph 5,  do you have i t ,  General?  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Paragraph?  
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ADV HASSIM SC :    5 .  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    No,  not  yet .   Which f i le?  

ADV HASSIM SC :    I t  is  a lso pro jec ted on the screen  i f  that  

i s  o f  any …[ incomplete] .   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  have got  i t .  

ADV HASSIM SC :    Okay,  paragraph 5,  he says:  

 “ I t  is  important  to  note that  dockets are  

somet imes t ransferred to the PKTT 

af ter  they have a l ready been opened at  

the i r  s tat ion of  or ig in .   In  many 10 

instances,  these cases only reach the  

task team when the or ig inat ing pol ice  

stat ion has fa i led  to detect  meaningfu l  

leads or  progress in  the invest igat ion.   

This means the PKTT inher i ts  dockets 

that  have a l ready encountered 

s igni f i cant  invest igat ive chal lenges . ”  

 In  paragraph 6,  he says:  

 “Addi t ional ly ,  i t  should be noted that  

somet imes the cases assigned to  the  20 

PKTT are qui te  o ld,  which makes the  

process of  t ry ing to f ind new leads 

even harder . ”  

 And then a l i t t le  b i t  fu r ther  down in  the same 

paragraph,  he says :  
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 “ In these cases,  we do not  c lose the  

case because i t  is  undetected.   

Instead,  we p inpoint  d is t inguish ing 

features of  the  murder l ike weapon 

used,  vehic le used,  modus of  the  

perpet rators .   Once we see these 

features in  another  cr ime,  we 

invest igate the o ld and new docket  

together ,  what  they have descr ibed 

e lsewhere as the s ignatures . ”  10 

 And then f ina l l y ,  i f  you go to paragraph 28 of  the  

statement .    

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Can I  …[incomplete] .  

ADV HASSIM SC :    F inal l y ,  when you go to paragraph 28 .   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Can I  comment  before we get  there ? 

ADV HASSIM SC :    Let  me just  f in ish  h is reasons,  and then 

you can comment .  

CHAIRPERSON :    Perhaps le t  h im comment ,  Mr Hassim.  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Ja,  because I  am not  wr i t ing,  Chai r ,  and I  

lose the t ra i l  o f  thought .  20 

CHAIRPERSON :    Yes.  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Now I  want  to  comment  on th is ,  and i f  

you go a long wi th something e lse,  that  I  a lso need to 

comment  on ,  so p lease a l low me.    

ADV HASSIM SC :    Okay,  go ahead .  
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LT-GEN SIBIYA :    You see,  there is  a manner  of  managing 

a docket ,  a  case docket ,  docket  management ,  and how the  

manner of  c losure,  on how we c lose the  docket .   In  an 

at tempt  to  qual i fy  o r  just i f y  why the dockets are not  

at tended to,  to  say we do not  c lose the docket ,  remember 

how General  Khumalo  put  i t  in  Par l iament ,  he says,  we do 

not  put  docket  in  a f r idge,  in  a f reezer .   We put  them in a 

f r idge.   In  a detec t ive language,  there is  noth ing l i ke that .    

 You c lose the docket  undetected,  or  you f i le  the  

docket ,  but  you do c lose the docket  based,  i f  you c lose the 10 

docket ,  and you put  i t  away .   And then when there is  a h i t ,  

the h i t  wi l l  automat ica l l y  be created by the system that  wi l l  

prompt  the invest igat ing of f icer  to  go and pul l  the docket ,  

and then inser t  the docket  and charge the person .    

 So you do not  keep the docket  somewhere in  a  

corner ,  and then you say,  no,  we keep them, we are  looking  

for ,  to  compare whether  wi th a murder weapon or  looking  

for  other  features.   I t  is  not  how,  you wi l l  not  be able wi th  

your naked eye or  your  th ink ing ,  just  expect  that ,  okay,  

because of  th is  modus operandi ,  and that  modus operandi ,  20 

i t  wi l l  automat ica l ly  look l ike th is  docket .    

 Then you pul l  i t .   You c lose the docket  i f  i t  i s  

undetected.   I f ,  or  i f  i t  is  a  docket  that  needs to be c losed,  

or  le t  us say you f i le  i t ,  or  i t  i s  wi thdrawn,  you c lose i t .   

Then you do not  keep them wi th you.   Then they are stored .   



    20 FEBRUARY 2026 – DAY 64 
 

Page 169  o f  181  

 

 

You run wi th the cases that  are a l i ve,  that  you are 

invest igat ing .   Now,  should you come across,  le t  us  say for  

an example,  the same weapon that  was used at  a  par t icu la r  

scene of  c r ime,  the system,  when the bal l i s t ic  p icks i t  up,  

the system wi l l  h i t .    

 And as i t  h i t ,  then i t  te l ls  you that  th is  weapon was 

a lso used at  tha t  par t icu la r ,  that  is  when the docket  get  

pul led  and used .   So that  i s  why,  what  I  want  to  comment 

and say,  the reasoning here a lso does not  real ly  make 

sense to me,  bu t  I  wi l l  accept  i t  as being read by the  10 

Commission ,  but  i t  does not  make sense.  

ADV HASSIM SC :    No,  I  accept  that .   I  th ink that  th is  task 

team has a par t icu la r  operat ional  method that  they spend 

some t ime ta lk ing about ,  which is  the i r  method.   And you 

may not  agree wi th the method,  and you might  even say i t  is  

not  proper,  the method ,  that  is  not  real l y  why I  am c i t ing  

these reasons to you that  were provided by Colonel  

Khumalo.    

 The purpose of  i t  is  to  say that ,  and as i t  goes on,  

inc luding paragraph 28,  i s  just  to  expla in,  and again,  not  20 

comment ing on whether  i t  is  a  good method of  invest igat ion  

or  not ,  but  that  they were invest igat ing.   And he put  up the  

taskings f rom the i r  weekly  meet ings and descr ibed i t .   So 

the only point  o f  th is  i s  to  say,  there was a long explanat ion  

of  the methodology .    
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 And when I  asked whether  there had been any 

d iscussion wi th the task team or  ind iv idual  invest igators,  

the reason is  that  in  a conversat ion,  th ings might  have 

become c learer  to  say,  wel l ,  okay,  so you were 

invest igat ing,  and maybe there needed to be some other  

act ion taken to say that  th is  is  not  the proper  way of  

invest igat ing,  but  i t  is  not  that  there was no invest igat ion.   

But  you would  not  know that ,  and the team who d id th is  

would  not  know that  because they d id  not  consul t  wi th  the 

invest igators .   That  is  real l y  what  I  am put t ing to you .  10 

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Can I  comment?  

ADV HASSIM SC :    Absolute ly .  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Chai r ,  I  know tha t  General  K humalo came 

here and spoke about  methodology,  the methodology we 

use.   The methodology they are using is  very raw and far  

f rom being r ight ,  because,  and he a lso ment ioned i t ,  and he 

says,  to  us as the PKTT,  we a l l  own a docket .   Nobody can 

actual ly  work a lone on a docket .   Yes,  I  agree .   This is  

when you work wi th pro jects l i ke  in  the DPCI or  the o ld 

Scorp ions or  maybe IDAC.   Now,  there you work in  teams .    20 

 Now,  you cannot  a l l  own one docket .   I f ,  for  an  

example,  in  the wor ld of  invest igat ion looking at  the whole 

count ry,  wi th  each and every invest igat ing of f i cer  having  

between more than 100 to 300 cases,  300 to 400,  500 to  

600 cases,  that  methodology is  not  work ing ,  because you 
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cannot  a l l  own,  you have got  100,  you have got  200,  you 

have got  500,  you have got  600.   Now,  we cannot  a l l  say we 

are owning th is  docket .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Ja,  but  General ,  what  is  the point  you 

are addressing?  They have a methodology.   They have 

reported successes .   They,  you d isagree wi th the i r  

methodology ,  but  they have g iven reports that  they have 

succeeded.   You are the one wi tness,  and you can correct  

me i f  you are  aware of  another  wi tness ,  you are  the one 

wi tness that  is  saying,  oh,  they have not  been that  10 

successfu l  a f ter  a l l .   I  am to ld General  Motsepe a lso said  

the same.   

 But  they have reported successes .   You approved 

funding.   I t  must  be ,  because you are accept ing what  you 

were to ld,  that  they were successfu l .   We know they star ted 

out  wi th  612 case dockets .   By the t ime you took the 

dockets f rom them, or  you said they must  go to  where  

General  Motsepe,  not  Motsepe,  Senthumule  designates,  we 

were now at  121 dockets .    

 So we know,  you know,  on the evidence before us,  20 

work was done and I  do not  th ink you can speak for  as long 

as you want ,  and in  whatever way you expla in i t ,  you cannot  

change the facts,  whatever  they s igni fy .   You cannot  change 

the fact  that  when they star ted out ,  they had 612 dockets  

and by the t ime the dockets  were taken f rom them, the 
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dockets were at  121 .    

 Some of  them were ready for  the prosecutor  and a l l  

o f  that .   That  is  what  we are concerned about .   We are not  

being asked to evaluate thei r  methodology .   And I  am not  

sure you are  expla in ing  how bad thei r  methodology is ,  how 

good yours is ,  he lps any of  the quest ions that  we are  

requi red to answer .   The s imple proposi t ion that  was being 

put  to  you by Ms Hassim is  that  you have expressed a v iew 

that  they sa t  wi th  dockets,  look at  the age when the last  

record ing of  what  was done is .   Look at  that .   The docket  10 

has been s i t t ing s ince 2019 .   They have not  looked a t  i t .    

 That  is  the basis of  your  cr i t i c ism or  your  comment .   

Ms Hassim says,  here  is  an explanat ion .   They have  g iven 

an explanat ion fo r  i t .   You may not  l ike thei r  explanat ion .   

You may not  l ike thei r  method of  put t ing dockets aside unt i l  

they get  a h i t .   But  they have g iven an explanat ion of  how 

they work  and we are not  evaluat ing whether  the way they 

work is  good or  not .   I t  is  cer ta in ly  not  our  terms of  

reference.    

 So I  am not  sure,  unless you expla in why we should  20 

spend more t ime wi th you expla in ing how invest igat ions are 

done,  how dockets genera l l y  are deal t  wi th ,  i f  you do not  

expla in why that  is  re levant  to  our  terms of  reference,  I  am 

not  sure that  we are using the t ime usefu l l y .   You may 

comment  i f  you want  to .  
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LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Personal ly ,  Cha i r ,  I  do not  th ink th is  i s  

real ly  help ing the  pol ice in  bui ld ing capaci ty  fo r  the  pol ice ,  

because le t  us at tempt  to  have the same capaci ty  that  we 

have in  KZN in a l l  the provinces and same budget  in  a l l  the 

provinces,  same modus operand i ,  method,  methodology 

they are using .   I  do not  know i f  i t  is  susta inable and i t  wi l l  

actual ly  work .  

ADV HASSIM SC :    Okay.  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    But  at  th is  point  in  t ime,  because i t  is  

now a smal l  team that  is  based in  KZN and wel l - resourced 10 

and supported,  and  that  is  the ,  i t  seem l ike i t  is  a  

recommended methodology that  should be imp lemented 

throughout  the count ry.   But  as far  as I  am concerned,  i t  is  

not  help ing the po l ice at  a l l .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    I  understand the point  that  you are  

making.   Thank you.  

ADV HASSIM SC :    I  am not  sure  anymore where you are,  

General .   My quest ion to you is  just  in  re lat ion to,  i t  is  not  

about  whether  the methodology is  a sound one or  not  a 

sound one.   I t  seems to be ef fect ive.   You yesterday said 20 

that  yoursel f ,  tha t  a l l  the n ine d ist r ic ts  have stabi l i sed that  

they had under the i r  purv iew .   So i t  seems to be e f fect ive .   

But  I  am not  sure  that  I  want  to  take th is  any fu r ther ,  Chai r .   

I  th ink we can move on .  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Advocate Hass im,  I  th ink you wanted 
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to  take us to 28.5 .   I  th ink  i t  is  usefu l  that  you  

…[intervenes] .  

ADV HASSIM SC :    Oh,  sorry ,  d id I  leave something out ?   

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Yes.  

ADV HASSIM SC :    Oh,  I  d id  want  to  go there,  but  then I  got  

d is t racted.   

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Yes.   Sor ry about  that .   

ADV HASSIM SC :    A t  28.5,  what  Colonel  

Khumalo  says is :  “Just  because the 

C-c l ip  does not  have an ent ry,  i t  does 10 

not  mean work has not  been done .   I f  

the handing over  of  the dockets had 

been done wi th some considerat ion and 

p lanning,  these task l i s ts  could have 

been inc luded in  the dockets to  show 

the t rue status of  the invest igat ions . ”  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    And then maybe 28.4 .   Sor ry about  

that ,  because i t  expla ins what  a task l is t  i s .  

ADV HASSIM SC :    Yes.   In  fact ,  i t  is  actual ly ,  I  went  to  

paragraph 28,  because i t  s ta r ts  f rom,  we deal t  wi th  the  20 

t radi t ional  leader ,  and then i t  is  the s ignatures for  each 

dockets and how they generate the leads .   And then 28.4 is :  

 “Consider ing the  invest igat ion d iary  

a lone is  not  a basis to  inc lude tha t  no 

work is  being done on a par t i cu la r  
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docket . ”  

 That  is  what  he is  saying.   You cannot  consider  the  

invest igat ion d iary a lone .   

 “As noted ear l ier ,  dockets are analy sed 

together  wi th a l l  the var ious specia l t ies  

around the table.   We then develop a  

task l is t  wi th  da i ly ,  weekly repor t ing .   

This l is t  is  what  we use to t rack 

act iv i t ies and progress on the  

invest igat ions .   An example of  a  task 10 

l is t  is  at tached as Annexure NPK5.   I  

have a lso prepared an example based 

on cases where i t  may have looked l ike  

there were no invest igat ions in  the  last  

year  or  two.   The ext racted task l i s t  is  

at tached as NPK6 . ”  

 And then in  28.5 :  

 “Just  because a C-c l ip  does not  have 

an ent ry,  i t  does not  mean no work  has 

been done. ”  20 

 And I  th ink fo r  me,  th is  is  real l y  the important  point  

that  I  was t ry ing to put  to  you .   I t  is  the fo l lowing :  

 “ I t  is  l ike  i f  the  handing over  of  the 

dockets had been done wi th some 

considerat ion  and p lanning,  these task  
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l is ts  could have been inc luded in  the  

dockets to  show the t rue status of  the 

invest igat ions. ”  

 So that  is  real l y  why I  had asked you the quest ion,  

is  that  th is  was a  very rushed and hurr ied process .   And in  

the absence of  having a p lanning and a considered and a  

co l laborat ive,  cooperat ive process,  these task l is ts  and th is  

in format ion was not  made avai lab le  to  the team that  d id the  

audi t  report .   Had i t  been made avai lab le,  the p icture or  the  

comments of  the Motsepe report  m ight  have been d i f ferent .   10 

You can comment  on that .   

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    My problem is  that  you,  ev idence leader,  

what  Colonel  Khumalo  is  saying there is  not  correct ,  and he 

is  not  an invest igat ing of f icer .   He is  not  a t ra ined detect ive .   

But  I  am saying why I  am saying a lso that  what  he is  saying  

is  a lso not  r ight ,  you cannot  say that  the fact  that  the 

invest igat ion d iary is  not  wr i t ten  does not  necessar i ly  mean 

that  work has not  been done .   I t  cannot  be.    

 As a detect ive or  as a pol iceman,  you have got  a  

pocketbook and you have got  the  invest igat ion,  you have  20 

got  your  docket  and you have got  your  d iary.   You wi l l  wr i te  

your  d iary,  but  you wi l l  a lso make sure that  whatever  

invest igat ion that  you do per  docket ,  you make ent r ies in  

whatever that  you need,  a l l  s tep of  the way .   A l l  the t ime 

you work on th is  docket  you do wr i te  something  on the 
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docket .    

 So now I  just  want  to  say that  the fact  that  no  

ent r ies were made in  a case docket  does not  necessar i ly  

mean that  work was not  done .   I t  can be cor rect  and can be 

accepted as wel l .   

ADV HASSIM SC :    No,  I  hear  what  you are  saying,  that  that  

is  not  proper.   I  hear  that  and I  am not  comment ing on that  

at  a l l .   A l l  I  am saying is  that  there is  the improper  or  not ,  

there was in format ion to show tha t  invest igat ions had been 

ongoing.   And i f  there had been a consul tat ion process,  that  10 

would have been made avai lab le .   I  mean,  you must  agree 

wi th that ,  that  there would have been a d iscussion on that .  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    No.   Let  us say you have the  docket .   

The invest igat ion  d ia ry i s  not  wr i t ten .   I t  happened that  a l l  

o f  a  sudden when you go home,  you get  knocked by a car  

and you d ie  and you know what  work was done,  but  the 

docket ,  noth ing is  wr i t ten in  the docket .   No work was done .   

Accord ing to  us,  when I  run to  the invest igat ion d iary,  the 

only person when we are going to a l locate the docket ,  I  am 

going to a l locate the docket  to  a new invest igator .  20 

 When he opens the docket ,  he sees what  work was 

done up to where  you ended .   Now the fact  that  you ended 

s ince in  2020,  then you say,  no,  i t  does not  mean that  no  

work was done.   Whatever work was done that  was in  your  

head,  you are gone wi th that  work.    
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ADV HASSIM SC :    Let  me just  s top you there,  because that  

is  not  what  he sa id .   I t  was not  in  h is  head.   There was,  he 

produced the,  so  they capture i t  in  a d i f ferent  way,  not  in  

the C-c l ip .   So i t  is  not  that  i t  is  not  captured.   I t  is  captured 

in  a d i f fe rent  way and in  qui te  a lo t  o f  deta i l .   So that  was 

the point  he was making.   And a l l  I  am saying to you,  again,  

I  do not  want  to  get  in to a debate ,  i t  is  cer ta in ly  not  my 

province about  what  is  appropr ia te invest igat ion methods 

and what  is  not .   The only point  I  am making is  that  i f  there  

had been a cons idered process,  there  would  have been a 10 

d iscussion wi th  the team about  the status  of  the  

invest igat ions.   That  i s  a l l .  

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    I  th ink the purpose,  and I  must  have 

ind icated that  they must  s i t  together ,  General  Khumalo  and 

General  Senthumule ,  exchange in format ion,  do a proper 

handing over .   That  wi l l  inc lude those type of  d iscussions,  i f  

there is  any.   To as fa r  as I  am concerned,  the purpose fo r  

General  Senthumule  and General  Khumalo  to meet  was to  

now come up wi th a way fo rward on what  and how do we 

take the process forward,  inc luding them si t t ing together  20 

wi th invest igators  and consul t ing w i th one another  to  make 

sure that  they update each other  and do what  was 

necessary .   So that ,  i t  never happened .   Real ly ,  I  cannot  

account  fo r  that  par t .    

 A l l  I  know is  that  those that  reported to me at  that  
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t ime is  the two that  I  spoke to that  had to meet .   And in  my 

meet ing wi th them, they met  and they d id the handing over .   

My ro le i s  done,  other  than just  to  oversee now that  the  

process is  f ina l i zed.  

ADV HASSIM SC :    Okay,  no ,  tha t  is  f ine.   But  you agree 

that  that  would have been a bet te r  process ? 

LT-GEN SIBIYA :    Yes.  

ADV HASSIM SC :    Okay,  that  i s  g reat .   Thank you.   Chai r ,  

I  am going to move on to an ent i re ly  d i f fe rent ,  I  am leaving 

the topic of  the d isbandment  and dockets and a l l  o f  that  10 

ent i re ly .   But  I  see that  i t  is  quarter  to  4.    

CHAIRPERSON :    Do you want  to  star t  i t  now ,  o r  Monday,  

because we just  must  adjourn  at  4  o 'c lock.   I  do not  th ink,  i t  

is  15 minutes to go .   I t  is  an ent i re ly  new area.   As re luctant  

as I  am,  I  th ink i t  is  p robably bet te r  to  keep i t .  

CHAIRPERSON :    Today,  I  am not  r i sk ing  by ask ing Ms 

Ki l l ian because she just ,  again,  might  say we must  go on .   

ADV KILLIAN SC :    [ Ind ist inct ]…  

ADV HASSIM SC :    I  th ink  to  only to  be fa i r  to  me,  Chai r ,  I  

th ink that  today,  because yesterday you asked Ms Ki l l ian 20 

and not  me.   So I  th ink today I  shou ld car ry the vote .  

CHAIRPERSON :    So le t  us adjourn and resume at  9 :30 on 

Monday.    

ADV HASSIM SC :    Thank you.  

INQUIRY ADJOURNS TO 23 FEBRUARY 2026  
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