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FINAL STATEMENT ON CONSTITUTIONAL COURT DECISION COMPELLING ME
TO APPEAR BEFORE THE COMMISSION OF INQUIRY INTO STATE
ALLEGATIONS OF STATE CAPTURE AND MY REFUSAL TO APPEAR BEFORE

THE ZONDO COMMISSION

1. On 1 February 2021 | issued a statement in which | set out my position and
attitude towards what | referred to as an unprecedented decision of the
Constitutional Court, which effectively siripped me off my constitutional right
as a citizen and created, as some of our courts have been doing to me,

jurisprudence that only applies to Jacob Gedleyihlekisa Zuma.

2. | took this extra-ordinary step not to undermine the Constitution but to
vindicate it, in the face of what | view as a few in the judiciary that have long

left their constitutional station to join political battles. | took it after my

observation that there are some concerning tendencies slowly manifesting in
the judicial system that we should all fear. It is my political stance and mine

alone.

3. Today, unprovoked, Deputy Chief Justice Zondo decided to propagate some

political propaganda against me. In my he and Pretorius SC decided




on what they have always sought to do, tum all the narratives against me into

In his leng-prep speech, Pretorius SC presanted what Deputy
Chief Justice Zondo literally called evidence against me. Realizing that they

had forfeited the

ppartunity 1o p the evi to me, thay did what has
become their hallmark at the Commission in making submissions lo each

other and playing politics to influence public opinion.

That Deputy Chief Justice Zondo could mislead to the nafion is something that
should concem us all. In justifying his position earlier, he stated that it was my
legal team that said | would come and exercise my right to silence. Those who
know the truth will know that when my legal team made this reference, it was
in the context of an example and suggestion of how a more responsible way

forward could be found.

His conducl today fortifies my resclve and belief that he has always sought to
prejudice me. In what seemed like Pratorius SC's closing argument, |t
appeared thal the scripl thereof was already written for the report of the

Commission. In his typical approach, he smuggled new allegations about me

that were obwviously intended to me. He has prej my
my family as he presented his version that he always sought to place in

Commission’s report.

The Deputy Chief Justice concluded by saying my contempt constitute
grounds for him to approach to the Constilutional Court to seek a santence.

Ofcourse he will get it. | am not certain that ordinanly that is how contempt



[« dii would but | have accepted that Deputy Chief Justice

Zondo and due process and the law are estranged.

MNow thal it seems that my role in the Commission has come o an end, | wait
1o face the sentence to be issued by the Constitutional Court. Accordingly, |
stand by my stalement of 1 February 2021 and no amounl of intimidation or
blackmail will change my position as | firmly balieve thal we should never allow
for the establishment of a judiciary in which justice, faimess and due process

A

are wary and are exclusively preserved for certain litigants and not

others.

Many in our society have watched this form of judicial abuse but choose to
look the other way merely because of their antipathy towards me. They choose
1o lay the blame at my doorstep and fail to confront head-on the judicial crisis

that is unfolding in our country.

The Zondo Commission has today again showed how it is shont of the
attributes y lo d an independ fair and impartial

investigation or hearings that involve me or that contradict their script on state
capwre. Judge Zondo has loday again displayed gquestionable judicial

integrity, pendence and open ess required in an investigation of
this magnitude. Upon being advised by my legal team in open proceedings
that it would have been more prudent to have more than one person preside
over a commission of this nature, Judge Zondo answered that he could not do
this since he risked a dissenting voice when the repor is written. What judge

says this as a reason and justification not to be assisted in such a mammaoth



10.

.

task? What type of society accepts such an explanation from a Deputy Chief
Justice who sits in the apex court with ten other judges in order to enrich,

sometimes by dissent. the quality of judgments?

What society looks the other way when a judge adjudicates a matter involving
his own disputed facts? What judicial system tolerates a judge admitting that
he concealed a fact in his statement relating to whether he had ever met with
me during my tenure as President? | invite all of those who care to look closely
at my replying affidavit in the recusal application as well as the Deputy Chiel
Justice's delayed admission that his statement had not been accurate. Indeed,
as this admission stared us in the face, all looked the other way in their
consistent attempts to conceal or downplay the obvious emors of the

Chairperson of the Commission.

Although my was a to the judgment of the Constitutional

Court, my reservations about the Commission and its lawfulness are well
recorded. | stand by my reservations and that the Commission was
conceplualized as pant of the campaign and sponsored multi-sectoral
collaboration to remove me from office. Faced with this obvious unlawful

of the C i the Chief Justice endorsed it. Later. and

indeed unsurprisingly, Judge President Mlambo also endorsed this
unprecedentad breach of the principle of separation of powers between the
executive and the judiciary. No matter how long we deny it or ignore it, the
illegality of that decision to allocate to the judiciary a constitutional function of
the President will stubbomly stare us in the face.
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