
Formal Letters to Authorities:
Constitutional Violations and Police
Misconduct

Letter 1: To the Independent Police Investigative
Directorate (IPID)

INDEPENDENT POLICE INVESTIGATIVE DIRECTORATE
Private Bag X941
Pretoria, 0001 

Date: 14 June 2025

RE: FORMAL COMPLAINT OF SERIOUS POLICE MISCONDUCT - CONSTITUTIONAL
VIOLATIONS, ILLEGAL ENTRY, INTIMIDATION, AND ABUSE OF AUTHORITY

CASE REFERENCE: Terrace House Rivonia Incident - Constitutional Rights Violations

Dear Director and Investigating Officers,

I hereby lodge this formal complaint against members of the South African Police
Service for serious misconduct that constitutes multiple constitutional violations, illegal
entry into private property, intimidation, and a fundamental abuse of police authority
that strikes at the very heart of our constitutional democracy.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY OF CONSTITUTIONAL VIOLATIONS

This complaint concerns a devastating incident where SAPS officers illegally entered
private property without a warrant, threatened a property owner with arrest and
handcuffs, and attempted to force the surrender of constitutionally protected property
rights. The incident was captured on video evidence and represents not merely isolated
misconduct, but a catastrophic failure of police education regarding constitutional
property rights and the fundamental mandate of law enforcement in a constitutional
democracy.

The officers involved acted as enforcers for a trespassing ex-guest who owed substantial
debt, rather than as protectors of constitutional rights. They failed to establish basic
facts, ignored repeated demands to leave private property, and demonstrated what



appears to be racial bias in their conduct. This case demands immediate investigation,
disciplinary action, and systemic reform to prevent future constitutional violations.

DETAILED FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Property and Business Context

The incident occurred at Terrace House Rivonia, 121 12th Avenue, Sandton, a legitimate
guest house business operated by Nicolas Brett through N Brett Investments 1 CC. The
business operates under strict prepaid accommodation terms, clearly communicated to
all guests, with no credit extended and advance payment required for all stays.

The Ex-Guest and Debt Situation

Mabazole Matiwane (ID: A1127263) occupied guest accommodation under a strictly
prepaid arrangement from February to March 2025. The arrangement was explicitly NOT
a lease but a guest house accommodation with specific terms: private suite with
bathroom, reserved microwave access, no laundry facilities, and advance payment
required.

Mr. Matiwane accumulated debt of R8,250 for 11 days at the daily rate of R750 per night,
applied when advance payment was not made as required. This debt was acknowledged
multiple times in writing and verbally through WhatsApp communications. Mr. Matiwane
voluntarily offered his car keys as security for the outstanding debt, demonstrating clear
acknowledgment of the obligation.

Illegal Retention of Property and Trespassing

After vacating the premises without settling his account, Mr. Matiwane illegally retained
the security gate remote and property keys, despite repeated demands for their return.
This retention enabled unauthorized access to private property and constituted ongoing
trespassing. Multiple formal demand letters were sent, including final demands with
clear deadlines, all of which were ignored.

The Constitutional Crisis: Police Misconduct

On the date in question, SAPS officers arrived at the property acting as enforcers for Mr.
Matiwane rather than as protectors of constitutional rights. The officers' conduct
included:

Illegal Entry Without Warrant: Officers entered private property without a warrant,
without consent, and without legal justification. This constitutes a direct violation of
Section 14 of the Constitution (privacy rights) and exceeds any lawful police authority.



Failure to Establish Facts: The officers made no attempt to investigate the legal
relationship between the parties, examine the debt documentation, review the formal
demand letters, or understand the constitutional framework governing property rights.
They acted solely on unverified claims from a trespassing individual.

Intimidation and Threats: Officers threatened the property owner with arrest and
handcuffs to force him to surrender property he was lawfully holding as security for
unpaid debt. This constitutes intimidation under Section 12 of the Constitution and
represents a fundamental misunderstanding of their constitutional mandate.

Constitutional Rights Violations: The officers' conduct violated multiple constitutional
provisions, including Section 25(1) (property rights), Section 14 (privacy), Section 12
(freedom and security of person), and Section 2 (constitutional supremacy).

Racial Bias: The property owner observed and documented what he describes as "Black
on White racism" in the officers' conduct, characterized by belligerent, demeaning, and
intimidating behavior that suggests racial bias influenced their actions rather than
adherence to constitutional principles.

VIDEO EVIDENCE AND DOCUMENTATION

The incident was captured on video evidence showing:

Officers illegally entering private property without warrant or consent
The property owner repeatedly demanding that officers leave the premises
Clear statements that the interaction was being recorded
Officers threatening arrest and handcuffs to force property surrender
Complete failure by officers to establish facts or understand legal relationships
Evidence of intimidating and belligerent conduct by officers

Additional documentation includes: - WhatsApp communications showing debt
acknowledgment - Multiple formal demand letters - Written payment policies and
agreements - Constitutional notices served on all parties - Photographic evidence of
identification documents

CONSTITUTIONAL AND LEGAL FRAMEWORK VIOLATED

Section 25(1) - Property Rights

"No one may be deprived of property except in terms of law of general
application, and no law may permit arbitrary deprivation of property."

The officers attempted to force arbitrary deprivation of property rights without legal
justification, violating the most fundamental property protection in our Constitution.
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Section 205(3) - Police Mandate

"The objects of the police service are to prevent, combat and investigate crime,
to maintain public order, to protect and secure the inhabitants of the Republic
and their property, and to uphold and enforce the law."

The officers violated their constitutional mandate by undermining rather than protecting
property rights, acting as enforcers for trespassers rather than protectors of
constitutional order.

Section 2 - Constitutional Supremacy

"This Constitution is the supreme law of the Republic; law or conduct
inconsistent with it is invalid."

The officers' conduct was fundamentally inconsistent with constitutional principles and
therefore invalid and unlawful.

SYSTEMIC IMPLICATIONS AND POLICE EDUCATION FAILURE

This incident exposes catastrophic failures in police training and education regarding
constitutional rights. The officers demonstrated:

Complete ignorance of constitutional property rights
Failure to understand their mandate to protect rather than violate rights
Inability to distinguish between civil debt matters and criminal issues
Susceptibility to manipulation by individuals seeking to abuse police authority
Lack of understanding of warrant requirements for property entry
Absence of training on constitutional supremacy and rights protection

These failures represent not merely individual misconduct but systemic problems that
threaten the constitutional order and require immediate institutional response.

SPECIFIC ALLEGATIONS OF MISCONDUCT

Illegal Entry: Entering private property without warrant, consent, or legal
justification
Intimidation: Threatening arrest and handcuffs to force constitutional rights
surrender
Failure of Duty: Failing to protect property rights as constitutionally mandated
Abuse of Authority: Using police powers to enforce private debt collection
Constitutional Violations: Multiple breaches of fundamental constitutional rights
Racial Bias: Conduct suggesting racial prejudice influenced actions
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Procedural Failures: Complete failure to establish facts or follow proper
procedures

DEMANDS FOR ACCOUNTABILITY AND REFORM

Immediate Actions Required:

Full Investigation: Comprehensive IPID investigation into all aspects of this
misconduct
Disciplinary Action: Immediate disciplinary proceedings against all officers
involved
Criminal Charges: Consideration of criminal charges for illegal entry and
intimidation
Constitutional Damages: Support for constitutional damages claim of R500,000

Systemic Reforms Required:

Training Reform: Comprehensive review and reform of police training on
constitutional rights
Policy Development: Clear policies on property rights protection and warrant
requirements
Accountability Mechanisms: Strengthened oversight to prevent future violations
Public Education: Programs to educate officers on constitutional supremacy

CONSTITUTIONAL PRECEDENTS AND LEGAL AUTHORITY

The Constitutional Court has established clear precedents regarding constitutional
damages for rights violations. In Fose v Minister of Safety and Security, the Court
recognized that "appropriate relief" under Section 38 can include damages where
necessary to protect constitutional rights. Subsequent cases have confirmed that
constitutional damages serve to vindicate constitutional principles and deter future
violations.

The Court has also emphasized that police officers are bound by the Constitution and
cannot act in ways that undermine constitutional rights. The principle of constitutional
supremacy requires that all state conduct, including police action, must conform to
constitutional requirements.

EVIDENCE PRESERVATION AND COOPERATION

All evidence relating to this matter has been preserved, including: - Original video
recordings of the incident - Complete WhatsApp communication records - All formal
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demand letters and notices - Constitutional notices served on parties - Photographic and
documentary evidence

I undertake to provide full cooperation with any IPID investigation and to make all
evidence available as required. I also reserve the right to pursue all available legal
remedies, including constitutional litigation and civil claims for damages.

CONCLUSION AND URGENT REQUEST FOR ACTION

This case represents a constitutional crisis that demands immediate and comprehensive
response. When police officers violate the very rights they are sworn to protect, when
they act as enforcers for trespassers rather than protectors of constitutional order, when
they threaten and intimidate law-abiding citizens for exercising constitutional rights -
the entire foundation of our democracy is at risk.

The video evidence is clear and undeniable. The constitutional violations are
documented and severe. The need for accountability is urgent and absolute. I
respectfully but firmly demand that IPID take immediate action to investigate this
misconduct, hold the responsible officers accountable, and implement systemic reforms
to prevent future constitutional violations.

The Constitution is not a suggestion - it is the supreme law of our Republic. When police
violate it with impunity, democracy itself is threatened. This case provides an
opportunity for IPID to demonstrate that constitutional rights matter, that police
misconduct has consequences, and that the rule of law applies to all - including those
sworn to enforce it.

I look forward to your immediate response and the commencement of a thorough
investigation into this serious matter.

Yours in constitutional democracy,

Nicolas Brett
SOLE ADMINISTRATOR for N BRETT INVESTMENTS 1 CC
Operating as TERRACE HOUSE RIVONIA

Contact Information:
WhatsApp: 064 515 5160
Email: terracehouserivonia@gmail.com
Address: 121 12th Avenue, Sandton, South Africa

Attachments: - Video evidence of police misconduct - WhatsApp communication
records - Formal demand letters - Constitutional notices - Supporting documentation



Letter 2: To the President of the Republic of South
Africa

THE PRESIDENCY
Union Buildings
Private Bag X1000
Pretoria, 0001 

Date: 14 June 2025

His Excellency President Cyril Ramaphosa
President of the Republic of South Africa

RE: CONSTITUTIONAL CRISIS - URGENT PRESIDENTIAL INTERVENTION REQUIRED
FOR SYSTEMIC POLICE MISCONDUCT AND CONSTITUTIONAL VIOLATIONS

Your Excellency,

I write to you as the guardian of our Constitution and the ultimate protector of
constitutional democracy in South Africa, to bring to your urgent attention a
constitutional crisis that strikes at the very foundation of our democratic order. This
matter involves serious police misconduct that represents not merely isolated criminal
behavior, but a systemic failure that threatens the constitutional rights of every South
African citizen.

THE CONSTITUTIONAL CRISIS DEFINED

On the date in question, members of the South African Police Service committed
multiple constitutional violations that were captured on video evidence. These officers
illegally entered private property without a warrant, threatened a law-abiding property
owner with arrest and handcuffs, and attempted to force the surrender of
constitutionally protected property rights. They acted as enforcers for a trespassing
individual rather than as protectors of constitutional order, demonstrating a
catastrophic failure of understanding regarding their constitutional mandate.

This incident represents far more than individual misconduct. It exposes systemic
failures in police education, training, and institutional culture that threaten the very
principles upon which our constitutional democracy is built. When those sworn to
protect constitutional rights become the violators of those rights, the entire
constitutional order is at risk.



YOUR CONSTITUTIONAL MANDATE AND RESPONSIBILITY

As President, you have sworn to "be faithful to the Republic of South Africa" and to
"obey, observe, uphold and maintain the Constitution and all other law of the Republic."
The Constitution places upon you the ultimate responsibility for ensuring that all organs
of state, including the police service, operate within constitutional bounds and protect
rather than violate the rights of citizens.

Section 83(b) of the Constitution requires you to "uphold, defend and respect the
Constitution as the supreme law of the Republic." Section 85(2)(d) empowers and
obligates you to "ensure that all executive organs of state in the national sphere of
government operate within the law." The police service, as an executive organ of state,
falls directly within your constitutional responsibility.

DETAILED ACCOUNT OF CONSTITUTIONAL VIOLATIONS

The Factual Matrix

The incident occurred at Terrace House Rivonia, a legitimate guest house business
where an ex-guest, Mabazole Matiwane, had accumulated debt of R8,250 under a strictly
prepaid accommodation arrangement. After vacating without payment, Mr. Matiwane
illegally retained property keys and security remotes, enabling ongoing trespassing.
Despite multiple formal demand letters and constitutional notices, he failed to settle his
debt or return the illegally retained property.

The Police Misconduct

SAPS officers arrived at the property and committed the following constitutional
violations:

Illegal Entry Without Warrant: Officers entered private property without a warrant,
without consent, and without any legal justification. This constitutes a direct violation of
Section 14 of the Constitution and represents a fundamental breach of the warrant
requirement that protects all citizens from arbitrary state intrusion.

Intimidation and Coercion: Officers threatened the property owner with arrest and
handcuffs to force him to surrender property he was lawfully holding as security for
unpaid debt. This intimidation violates Section 12 of the Constitution and represents a
gross abuse of police authority.

Property Rights Violations: The officers attempted to force arbitrary deprivation of
property rights in direct violation of Section 25(1) of the Constitution, which prohibits
any deprivation of property except in terms of law of general application.



Mandate Violation: Section 205(3) requires police to "protect and secure the inhabitants
of the Republic and their property." These officers did the exact opposite, becoming
agents of constitutional violation rather than protectors of constitutional rights.

Constitutional Supremacy Breach: The officers' conduct was fundamentally
inconsistent with constitutional principles, violating Section 2 which establishes the
Constitution as supreme law.

Video Evidence of Constitutional Crisis

The incident was captured on video evidence showing officers illegally entering private
property, ignoring repeated demands to leave, threatening arrest, and demonstrating
complete ignorance of constitutional requirements. The property owner clearly stated
he was recording the interaction, yet officers continued their unconstitutional conduct
with apparent impunity.

SYSTEMIC IMPLICATIONS FOR CONSTITUTIONAL DEMOCRACY

This incident exposes systemic failures that threaten the constitutional order:

Police Education Crisis

The officers demonstrated complete ignorance of basic constitutional principles,
including property rights, warrant requirements, and their own constitutional mandate.
This suggests catastrophic failures in police training and education that must be
addressed at the highest levels of government.

Institutional Culture Problems

The officers' willingness to act as enforcers for private individuals rather than protectors
of constitutional rights suggests institutional culture problems that prioritize
compliance with authority over adherence to constitutional principles.

Threat to Rule of Law

When police officers violate constitutional rights with apparent impunity, the rule of law
itself is threatened. Citizens lose confidence in state institutions, and the constitutional
order becomes vulnerable to erosion and collapse.

Racial Bias Concerns

The property owner has documented what he describes as racial bias in the officers'
conduct, suggesting that constitutional violations may be compounded by



discriminatory treatment that undermines the constitutional commitment to equality
and human dignity.

CONSTITUTIONAL PRECEDENTS AND LEGAL FRAMEWORK

The Constitutional Court has established clear precedents regarding the protection of
constitutional rights and the accountability of state officials. In Carmichele v Minister of
Safety and Security, the Court emphasized the state's positive duty to protect citizens'
rights. In Fose v Minister of Safety and Security, the Court recognized that constitutional
damages are available for rights violations.

The Court has consistently held that all state conduct, including police action, must
conform to constitutional requirements. In Mistry v Interim National Medical and Dental
Council, the Court emphasized that constitutional rights are not mere aspirations but
enforceable legal entitlements that bind all organs of state.

URGENT PRESIDENTIAL ACTION REQUIRED

Given the severity of this constitutional crisis and its implications for the entire
constitutional order, I respectfully but urgently request your immediate intervention in
the following areas:

Immediate Accountability Measures

Presidential Directive: Issue a presidential directive requiring immediate
investigation of this incident and disciplinary action against all officers involved
IPID Oversight: Ensure that IPID conducts a thorough and transparent
investigation with regular reporting to your office
Constitutional Damages: Support the constitutional damages claim to establish
that rights violations have consequences
Criminal Investigation: Direct that criminal charges be considered for illegal entry
and intimidation

Systemic Reform Initiatives

Police Training Reform: Order comprehensive review and reform of police training
on constitutional rights, with particular emphasis on property rights and warrant
requirements
Institutional Culture Change: Implement programs to transform police culture
from one of authority compliance to one of constitutional adherence
Accountability Mechanisms: Strengthen oversight and accountability
mechanisms to prevent future constitutional violations
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Public Education: Launch public education campaigns to inform citizens of their
constitutional rights and how to protect them

Constitutional Protection Measures

Constitutional Review: Establish a presidential commission to review the
protection of constitutional rights by law enforcement agencies
Legislative Reform: Consider legislative measures to strengthen constitutional
protections and accountability mechanisms
Judicial Support: Ensure that courts have the resources and support needed to
protect constitutional rights effectively
International Standards: Align South African police practices with international
human rights standards and best practices

THE BROADER CONSTITUTIONAL IMPERATIVE

Mr. President, this case is not merely about one incident of police misconduct. It is about
the survival of constitutional democracy in South Africa. When police officers can violate
constitutional rights with impunity, when they can enter homes without warrants, when
they can threaten and intimidate citizens for exercising constitutional rights - then the
Constitution becomes meaningless, and democracy itself is at risk.

The video evidence in this case provides an opportunity to demonstrate that
constitutional rights matter, that police misconduct has consequences, and that the rule
of law applies to all. Your response to this crisis will send a message to every police
officer, every citizen, and every observer of South African democracy about whether
constitutional rights are real or merely aspirational.

INTERNATIONAL IMPLICATIONS AND REPUTATION

South Africa's international reputation as a constitutional democracy is at stake. The
international community watches how we respond to constitutional crises, and our
handling of this matter will be seen as a test of our commitment to constitutional
principles. A strong response will enhance our international standing; a weak response
will undermine it.

The African Union, the United Nations, and other international bodies have consistently
emphasized the importance of constitutional governance and the protection of human
rights. This case provides an opportunity to demonstrate South African leadership in
these areas.
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ECONOMIC IMPLICATIONS

Constitutional violations by police officers undermine investor confidence and economic
stability. When property rights are not protected, when police can act arbitrarily, when
the rule of law is uncertain - economic development suffers. A strong response to this
crisis will send positive signals to investors and international partners about South
Africa's commitment to constitutional governance.

CONCLUSION AND URGENT APPEAL

Mr. President, I appeal to you as the guardian of our Constitution and the protector of
our democracy to take immediate and decisive action in response to this constitutional
crisis. The evidence is clear, the violations are severe, and the implications are profound.
This is a moment that will define your presidency and South Africa's commitment to
constitutional democracy.

The Constitution you swore to uphold is under attack - not by external enemies, but by
those sworn to protect it. Your response will determine whether constitutional rights are
real or illusory, whether police accountability exists or is merely rhetorical, whether the
rule of law prevails or succumbs to arbitrary authority.

I respectfully request an urgent meeting to discuss this matter and to present the video
evidence and documentation. The constitutional crisis demands presidential attention,
and the people of South Africa deserve to know that their President will protect their
constitutional rights against all threats - including those from within the state itself.

The Constitution is not a suggestion - it is the supreme law of our Republic. When police
violate it, democracy is threatened. When the President acts to protect it, democracy is
strengthened. I trust that you will choose to strengthen our democracy by taking
immediate and decisive action in response to this constitutional crisis.

I remain, Your Excellency, your obedient servant in constitutional democracy,

Nicolas Brett
Citizen of the Republic of South Africa
SOLE ADMINISTRATOR for N BRETT INVESTMENTS 1 CC
Operating as TERRACE HOUSE RIVONIA

Contact Information:
WhatsApp: 064 515 5160
Email: terracehouserivonia@gmail.com
Address: 121 12th Avenue, Sandton, South Africa



Attachments: - Video evidence of constitutional violations - Complete documentation of
police misconduct - Constitutional analysis and legal precedents - Formal demand for
presidential intervention

Letter 3: To the Minister of Police

THE MINISTER OF POLICE
Private Bag X463
Pretoria, 0001 

Date: 14 June 2025

The Honourable Minister Bheki Cele
Minister of Police
Republic of South Africa

RE: URGENT MINISTERIAL INTERVENTION - CATASTROPHIC POLICE MISCONDUCT
AND CONSTITUTIONAL VIOLATIONS REQUIRING IMMEDIATE SYSTEMIC REFORM

Honourable Minister,

I write to you in your capacity as the political head of the South African Police Service to
bring to your urgent attention a case of police misconduct so severe and constitutionally
destructive that it demands immediate ministerial intervention and comprehensive
systemic reform. This matter involves multiple constitutional violations by SAPS officers
that were captured on video evidence and represents a catastrophic failure of police
training, institutional culture, and constitutional understanding that threatens the very
foundation of law enforcement legitimacy in our democracy.

MINISTERIAL RESPONSIBILITY AND CONSTITUTIONAL MANDATE

As Minister of Police, you bear constitutional responsibility for ensuring that the SAPS
operates within constitutional bounds and fulfills its mandate to protect rather than
violate the rights of citizens. Section 206(1) of the Constitution establishes the national
police service under your political oversight, while Section 205(3) defines the police
mandate to "protect and secure the inhabitants of the Republic and their property, and
to uphold and enforce the law."

The incident I bring to your attention represents a fundamental failure of this mandate
and requires immediate ministerial action to restore constitutional compliance and
public confidence in law enforcement.



THE CONSTITUTIONAL CATASTROPHE

On the date in question, SAPS officers under your ministerial authority committed
multiple constitutional violations at Terrace House Rivonia, including:

Illegal Entry Without Warrant: Officers entered private property without a warrant,
without consent, and without legal justification, violating Section 14 of the Constitution
and fundamental principles of property protection.

Intimidation and Coercion: Officers threatened a law-abiding property owner with
arrest and handcuffs to force surrender of constitutionally protected property rights,
violating Section 12 of the Constitution.

Property Rights Violations: Officers attempted to force arbitrary deprivation of
property in direct violation of Section 25(1) of the Constitution.

Mandate Violation: Officers acted as enforcers for a trespassing individual rather than
protectors of constitutional rights, fundamentally violating their constitutional mandate
under Section 205(3).

Constitutional Supremacy Breach: The entire incident violated Section 2 of the
Constitution, which establishes constitutional supremacy over all state conduct.

VIDEO EVIDENCE OF SYSTEMIC FAILURE

The incident was captured on video evidence that provides undeniable documentation
of constitutional violations. The footage shows officers illegally entering private
property, ignoring repeated demands to leave, threatening arrest, and demonstrating
complete ignorance of constitutional requirements and police procedures.

This video evidence reveals not merely individual misconduct but systemic failures in
police training, supervision, and institutional culture that fall directly within your
ministerial responsibility to address.

SYSTEMIC FAILURES REQUIRING MINISTERIAL INTERVENTION

Training and Education Crisis

The officers involved demonstrated complete ignorance of basic constitutional
principles, including: - Property rights protection under Section 25 - Warrant
requirements for property entry - The constitutional mandate to protect rather than
violate rights - Basic procedures for civil debt matters versus criminal investigations -
Constitutional supremacy and the rule of law



This ignorance suggests catastrophic failures in police training and education that
require immediate ministerial intervention and comprehensive reform.

Institutional Culture Problems

The officers' willingness to act as enforcers for private individuals rather than protectors
of constitutional rights suggests institutional culture problems that prioritize
compliance with authority over adherence to constitutional principles. This culture must
be transformed through ministerial leadership and systemic reform.

Supervision and Accountability Failures

The incident suggests failures in police supervision and accountability mechanisms that
allowed officers to commit constitutional violations without apparent concern for
consequences. These failures require immediate ministerial attention and systemic
reform.

Public Confidence Crisis

When police officers violate constitutional rights with apparent impunity, public
confidence in law enforcement is severely damaged. This confidence crisis requires
immediate ministerial action to restore legitimacy and trust.

SPECIFIC MINISTERIAL ACTIONS REQUIRED

Immediate Accountability Measures

Ministerial Investigation: Order immediate investigation of this incident with
personal ministerial oversight
Disciplinary Action: Ensure immediate disciplinary proceedings against all officers
involved
Criminal Referral: Consider criminal charges for illegal entry, intimidation, and
constitutional violations
Public Statement: Issue public statement condemning constitutional violations
and reaffirming police commitment to constitutional compliance

Systemic Reform Initiatives

Training Overhaul: Order comprehensive review and reform of police training on
constitutional rights, with particular emphasis on property rights and warrant
requirements
Policy Development: Develop clear policies on constitutional compliance,
property rights protection, and warrant procedures
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Supervision Enhancement: Strengthen supervision and accountability
mechanisms to prevent future violations
Culture Transformation: Implement programs to transform police culture from
authority compliance to constitutional adherence

Constitutional Compliance Measures

Constitutional Education: Mandate constitutional education for all SAPS
members
Rights Protection Protocols: Develop protocols for protecting rather than
violating constitutional rights
Accountability Mechanisms: Strengthen internal and external accountability
mechanisms
Public Engagement: Enhance public engagement to rebuild confidence and trust

THE BROADER IMPLICATIONS FOR POLICE LEGITIMACY

Minister, this case has implications far beyond the immediate incident. It raises
fundamental questions about police legitimacy, constitutional compliance, and the rule
of law that require ministerial leadership to address:

Constitutional Democracy at Risk

When police officers violate constitutional rights, the entire constitutional order is
threatened. Citizens lose confidence in state institutions, and democracy itself becomes
vulnerable to erosion.

Police Legitimacy Crisis

Police legitimacy depends on constitutional compliance and public trust. When officers
violate rights with impunity, legitimacy is destroyed and law enforcement effectiveness
is severely compromised.

Rule of Law Implications

The rule of law requires that all state actors, including police officers, operate within
constitutional bounds. When police violate the Constitution, the rule of law itself is at
risk.

International Reputation

South Africa's international reputation as a constitutional democracy is damaged when
police officers violate constitutional rights. This requires immediate ministerial action to
restore international confidence.
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CONSTITUTIONAL PRECEDENTS AND LEGAL OBLIGATIONS

The Constitutional Court has established clear precedents regarding police
accountability and constitutional compliance. In Carmichele v Minister of Safety and
Security, the Court emphasized the state's positive duty to protect citizens' rights. In 
Minister of Safety and Security v Van Duivenboden, the Court held that police officers
can be held liable for constitutional violations.

These precedents establish clear legal obligations for police constitutional compliance
that require ministerial enforcement and oversight.

ECONOMIC AND SOCIAL IMPLICATIONS

Constitutional violations by police officers have serious economic and social
implications:

Economic Impact

Undermines investor confidence in property rights protection
Damages South Africa's international economic reputation
Creates uncertainty about rule of law and constitutional compliance
Threatens economic development and growth

Social Impact

Erodes public trust in law enforcement
Undermines social cohesion and constitutional democracy
Creates fear and uncertainty among citizens
Damages police-community relations

URGENT MINISTERIAL LEADERSHIP REQUIRED

Minister, this constitutional crisis requires immediate and decisive ministerial
leadership. The video evidence provides clear documentation of constitutional
violations that cannot be ignored or minimized. Your response will determine whether
constitutional rights are protected or violated with impunity, whether police
accountability exists or is merely rhetorical, whether the rule of law prevails or succumbs
to arbitrary authority.

The people of South Africa look to you for leadership in ensuring that police officers
protect rather than violate constitutional rights. This case provides an opportunity to
demonstrate that leadership and to restore public confidence in law enforcement.
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SPECIFIC REQUESTS FOR MINISTERIAL ACTION

Immediate Investigation: Order immediate and comprehensive investigation of
this incident
Personal Oversight: Provide personal ministerial oversight of the investigation
and response
Disciplinary Action: Ensure swift and appropriate disciplinary action against all
officers involved
Systemic Reform: Implement comprehensive systemic reforms to prevent future
violations
Public Accountability: Provide public accountability for police misconduct and
constitutional violations
Constitutional Compliance: Ensure that all SAPS operations comply with
constitutional requirements

CONCLUSION AND URGENT APPEAL

Minister, I appeal to you as the political head of the SAPS to take immediate and decisive
action in response to this constitutional crisis. The evidence is clear, the violations are
severe, and the implications are profound. This is a moment that will define your
ministry and the SAPS's commitment to constitutional democracy.

The Constitution requires police officers to protect rather than violate rights. When they
fail in this fundamental duty, ministerial intervention is required to restore constitutional
compliance and public confidence. I trust that you will provide the leadership necessary
to address this crisis and to ensure that such violations never occur again.

I respectfully request an urgent meeting to discuss this matter and to present the video
evidence and documentation. The constitutional crisis demands ministerial attention,
and the people of South Africa deserve to know that their Minister of Police will protect
their constitutional rights against all threats - including those from within the police
service itself.

I remain, Honourable Minister, your servant in constitutional democracy,

Nicolas Brett
Citizen of the Republic of South Africa
SOLE ADMINISTRATOR for N BRETT INVESTMENTS 1 CC
Operating as TERRACE HOUSE RIVONIA

Contact Information:
WhatsApp: 064 515 5160
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Email: terracehouserivonia@gmail.com
Address: 121 12th Avenue, Sandton, South Africa

Attachments: - Video evidence of police constitutional violations - Complete
documentation of misconduct - Constitutional analysis and legal precedents - Formal
demand for ministerial intervention

Letter 4: To the National Director of Public Prosecutions

OFFICE OF THE NATIONAL DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC PROSECUTIONS
Private Bag X752
Pretoria, 0001 

Date: 14 June 2025

Advocate Shamila Batohi
National Director of Public Prosecutions
Republic of South Africa

RE: REQUEST FOR CRIMINAL PROSECUTION - POLICE OFFICERS' ILLEGAL ENTRY,
INTIMIDATION, AND CONSTITUTIONAL VIOLATIONS

Dear Advocate Batohi,

I hereby request that your office consider criminal prosecution of South African Police
Service officers who committed serious criminal offenses including illegal entry,
intimidation, and constitutional violations at Terrace House Rivonia. These offenses
were captured on video evidence and represent not merely civil misconduct but criminal
conduct that demands prosecution to uphold the rule of law and constitutional
democracy.

CRIMINAL OFFENSES COMMITTED

Trespass and Illegal Entry

The officers illegally entered private property without a warrant, without consent, and
without legal justification. This constitutes criminal trespass under the Trespass Act 6 of
1959 and common law principles.



Intimidation

The officers threatened the property owner with arrest and handcuffs to force surrender
of constitutional rights. This constitutes criminal intimidation under the Intimidation Act
72 of 1982.

Abuse of Office

The officers used their official positions to commit criminal acts, constituting abuse of
office under common law and potentially corruption under the Prevention and
Combating of Corrupt Activities Act.

Constitutional Violations

The officers' conduct violated multiple constitutional provisions, potentially constituting
criminal conduct under various statutes protecting constitutional rights.

VIDEO EVIDENCE AND DOCUMENTATION

Complete video evidence and documentation are available showing the criminal
conduct. This evidence provides clear proof of criminal intent and action that warrants
prosecution.

REQUEST FOR PROSECUTION

I respectfully request that your office: 1. Investigate these criminal offenses 2. Consider
prosecution of all officers involved 3. Ensure that constitutional violations have criminal
consequences 4. Uphold the rule of law through criminal accountability

The criminal law must protect constitutional rights and hold state officials accountable
for criminal conduct. This case provides an opportunity to demonstrate that principle.

Yours in justice,

Nicolas Brett
SOLE ADMINISTRATOR for N BRETT INVESTMENTS 1 CC

Letter 5: To the Public Protector

OFFICE OF THE PUBLIC PROTECTOR
Private Bag X677
Pretoria, 0001 



Date: 14 June 2025

Advocate Kholeka Gcaleka
Public Protector
Republic of South Africa

RE: COMPLAINT OF MALADMINISTRATION - SYSTEMIC POLICE FAILURES AND
CONSTITUTIONAL VIOLATIONS

Dear Advocate Gcaleka,

I hereby lodge a complaint of maladministration against the South African Police Service
for systemic failures that resulted in serious constitutional violations. These failures
represent maladministration that requires investigation and remedial action under your
constitutional mandate.

MALADMINISTRATION IDENTIFIED

Training Failures

Systematic failures in police training on constitutional rights, warrant requirements, and
proper procedures constitute maladministration that enabled constitutional violations.

Supervision Failures

Failures in police supervision and accountability mechanisms that allowed officers to
commit constitutional violations without oversight constitute maladministration.

Policy Failures

Absence of clear policies on constitutional compliance and property rights protection
constitutes maladministration that must be addressed.

Institutional Culture Problems

Institutional culture that prioritizes authority compliance over constitutional adherence
constitutes systemic maladministration requiring remedial action.

REQUEST FOR INVESTIGATION

I respectfully request that your office: 1. Investigate these systemic failures 2. Identify
remedial action required 3. Ensure institutional reform to prevent future violations 4.
Hold responsible officials accountable for maladministration



REMEDIAL ACTION REQUIRED

The investigation should result in comprehensive remedial action including: - Police
training reform - Policy development and implementation - Accountability mechanism
strengthening - Institutional culture transformation

Yours in constitutional democracy,

Nicolas Brett
SOLE ADMINISTRATOR for N BRETT INVESTMENTS 1 CC
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