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4.39. On 26-06-2020 Major General WP Rhoode and Dr Bejani Chauke travelled to Namibia 

and Warrant Officer Ruiters remained in Upington. According to General KJ Sitole,  

Policy on Risk Management System: Protection Packages (RIMAS) Dr Bejani Chauke is 

not permitted to use resources of SAPS VIP Unit, as he is not mentioned as a VIP in the 

abovementioned Policy. Dr Bejani Chauke is supposed to use Presidential budget to travel, 

unless directed by President or by the security situational demand. This demand is 

governed by special authority granted. But in the Memo submitted by Major General WP 

Rhoode for General Sitole’s approval there was no request for approval of Dr Bejani 

Chauke’s expenses. The approval was for Major General WP Rhoode and Warrant 

Officer Ruiters. 

 

4.40. Investigation further revealed that when Major General WP Rhoode completed his itinerary 

and claim forms he indicated the purpose of his trip was for Presidential Protection duties 

in Windhoek, whereas in the Memo he indicated a different purpose that he was instructed 

by the President CM Ramaphosa to accompany Dr Bejani Chauke to Namibia on 25-26-

06-2020. Investigation also revealed that Dr Bejani Chauke is not mentioned or listed as a 

VIP in the Policy on Risk Management System Protection Packages: Protection Packages 

(RIMAS). 

 

4.41. Investigation further revealed that Major General WP Rhoode failed to report the breach 

of security at the President’s farm on SAPS Annual Report 2020/2021. Investigations further 

revealed that Major General WP Rhoode named drop the President’s name every time he 

conducted his unauthorized investigations into Phala Phala farm theft. Whenever he 

completed itineraries he will use the President’s name so that he cannot be asked 

questions. 

 

5. IPID RECOMMENDATION 

 

5.1  Based on the above information contained in the case file, IPID recommends that 

disciplinary steps be taken against Major General WP Rhoode and Constable HH 

Rekhoto. 

 

5.2  The following provisions Regulation 5(3) of the SAPS 2016 Disciplinary Regulations have 

relevance in the merits of this case: 

 

5.2.1 Regulation 5(3)(a)- fails to comply with, or contravenes an Act, regulation or legal obligation; 

Contravention of section 13 (2) of SAPS Act 68 of 1995 which states that: “Where a 

Dewan de Swardt
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member becomes aware that a prescribed offence has been committed he/she shall 

inform his commanding officer thereof as soon as possible”. Contravention of 

Presidential Protection Service Policy No 03/2018 which states that the “Component Head 

is accountable to the National Commissioner”, and SAPS Approved National and 

Provincial Organization Structures 2020/2021- 2023/2024 which stipulates that: The 

Component Head of PPS reports directly to National Commissioner. 

 

5.2.2 Regulation 5(3)(b) - performs any act or fails to perform any act with the intention: 

i. To cause harm to or prejudice the interest of the service be it financial or otherwise; 

Conduct investigations which is not part of his mandate and using state 

resources in conducting these unlawful investigations. 

ii. To undermine the policy of the service; or Contravenes Policy no 03/2018 of 

Presidential Protection Service by reporting the breach of security to Lieutenant 

General Mfazi instead of General Sitole (National Commissioner) as prescribed.  

iii. Not to comply with his or her duties or responsibilities: Conduct Investigations which 

is outside his scope of work and not part of his daily duties. 

 

5.2.3 Regulation 5 (3) (c) wilfully or negligently mismanages the finances of the state: 

 

On 2020-03-07 he instructed Constable Rekhoto and Mr Mahlangu to travel to Cape 

Town to conduct an unlawful investigations and performs driving duties that could 

have been done by any other person in Cape Town.    

 

On 2020-03-24 he again instructed Warrant Officer NA Ruiters to fly from Cape Town 

to Pretoria, stay in a hotel and to drive him to Upington. While his driver or other 

personnel were available to perform such function in Pretoria. This actions amounts 

to Fruitless and Wasteful expenditure. 

 

5.2.4 Regulation 5(3)(j)- fails to carry out a lawful order or routine instruction without just or 

reasonable cause; The prescripts are clear that the Component Head PPS reports 

directly to National Commissioner, but in this case the matter was allegedly reported 

to the late Lieutenant General Mfazi.  

 

5.2.5 Regulation 5(3)(t)-conducts himself or herself in an improper, disgraceful and       

unacceptable manner; Conduct unlawful investigation without any case docket or 

Inquiry file registered on CAS with a case number of a specific police station. 
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5.2.6 Regulation 5(3)(u)- contravenes any prescribed Code of Conduct of the Service or the 

Public Service, whichever may be applicable to him or her 

 

5.2.7 Regulation 5(3) (z) (bb) Falsifies records or any other documentation: When completing 

Itineraries, the two officers falsified the purposes of their trips. The breach of security 

at the President’s farm was also not recorded in the SAPS Annual Report 2020/2021. 

 

5.2.8 Regulation 5(4)(x) Any misconduct which is detrimentally affects the image of the 

Service or brings the Service into disrepute or which involves an element of 

dishonesty, this SAPS Disciplinary Regulations is also applicable and warrants the 

institution of an expeditious procedure as provided for in Regulation 9.  

 

6. Conclusion 

 

IPID awaits your report relating to when the disciplinary action was instituted and how the matter 

was finalised to enable the institution to comply with the provisions of Section 30(c) of the IPID Act.  

 

Compiled by: 

Mr JW Baloyi         

Deputy Director 

National Office (NSIT) 
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8. REMEDIAL ACTION  

  

8.1 The Public Protector is empowered in terms of section 182(1)(c) of the 

Constitution to take appropriate remedial action with a view of redressing 

the conduct highlighted in this report finalisation of an investigation where 

adverse findings are made.  

 

8.2 In the matter of the Economic Freedom Fighters v Speaker of the National 

Assembly and Others: Democratic Alliance v Speaker of the National 

Assembly and Others97 the Constitutional Court held that the remedial 

action taken by the Public Protector has a binding effect. 

 

8.3 Having regard to the evidence, the regulatory framework determining the 

standard that members of the PPS namely, Gen. Rhoode and Sgt 

Rekhoto should have complied with, the Public Protector takes the 

following remedial action in terms of section 182(1)(c) of the Constitution: 

 

The Minister of the South African Police Service 

8.4 Must take note of the findings of maladministration and improper conduct 

against the SAPS as highlighted in this report, in connection with the 

allegation that the members of the SAPS attached to PPS acted 

improperly by investigating the crime of housebreaking with the intent to 

steal and theft, which took place on or about 09 February 2020 at Phala 

Phala farm, in line with the authority vested on the Minister of Police, in 

terms of section 206 of the Constitution.   

 

     The National Commissioner of the South African Police Service 

8.5 Within sixty (60) calendar days from the date of receipt of this report 

ensure that appropriate action is initiated against Gen. Rhoode and Sgt 

                                            

97  Economic Freedom Fighters v Speaker of the National Assembly and Others; Democratic Alliance v Speaker of the 

National Assembly and Others [2016] ZACC 1 at para 76 and 105.  
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Rekhoto for contraventions of the SAPS prescripts as highlighted in this 

report, in line with the provisions of section 40 of the SAPS Act and 

Regulation 6 of the SAPS Discipline Regulations, 2016.  

 

8.6 Within ninety (90) calendar days from the date of receipt of this report, 

develop an appropriate PPS directive, instruction, policy or such other 

prescript within the statutory powers vested to the National Commissioner 

in terms of section 11 of the SAPS Act and section 207(2) of the 

Constitution, directing how the PPS members must manage crimes 

reported directly to them by the VIP’s under their protection.   

 

9. MONITORING 

 

9.1 The SAPS to provide a report to the Public Protector on the 

implementation of the remedial action within sixty (60) calendar days from 

the date of this report.  

 

________ 

ADV KHOLEKA GCALEKA 

ACTING PUBLIC PROTECTOR  

OF THE REPUBLIC OF SOUTH AFRICA 

DATE: 30 JUNE 2023  

Assisted by:  Mr VX Dlamini 

Acting Executive Manager: Investigations  

 


