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5 June 2019 

 

To: 

Chaucer Publications (Pty) Ltd (ostensibly the publisher and copyright holder of the content published 

by Noseweek “magazine”) 

accounts@noseweek.co.za 

Mr Martin Welz (ostensibly the editor and “Mr Nose” of Noseweek “magazine”) 

editor@noseweek.co.za 

Noseweek “magazine” (ostensibly an “investigative magazine”) 

c/o editor@noseweek.co.za 

Mr Jack Lundin (ostensibly a “special correspondent” for Noseweek “magazine”) 

c/o editor@noseweek.co.za 

Mr Jonathan Erasmus (ostensibly the deputy-editor of Noseweek “magazine”) 

Jonathan@noseweek.co.za 

 

By email 

 

UNLAWFUL AND INTENTIONAL FALSE, DEFAMATORY, INJURIOUS, MISLEADING AND MALICIOUS 

PUBLICATIONS BY NOSEWEEK “MAGAZINE” AND OTHERS  

 

1. Your various publications in Noseweek “magazine” from issue #223 in 2018 to date of this 

communique, insofar as they relate to me directly or indirectly (online and in print), as well as 

your publications on social media platforms such as Twitter and Facebook and the radio interview 

with Mr Martin Welz on Radio 702 in this regard refer. 

 

2. I place on record with you as follows: 

 

2.1. All the relevant publications amount to the wilful, unlawful and intentional publication of 

patently false, injurious, defamatory, misleading and malicious allegations of and concerning 

me whilst I was a civil servant employed by the South African Revenue Service (“SARS”) until 

February 2015 and thereafter;  

 

2.2. The harm caused and which is continuously perpetuated extends directly to my family 

including an infant child; 

 

2.3. I have no intention at this stage to deal with each and every publication in detail herein, and 

will do so at the appropriate time and forum of my choice. In general: 
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2.3.1. In as much as all the publications suggest impropriety, unlawful or illegal actions on my 

part, these are emphatically denied;  

 

2.3.2. In as much as all the publications reflect on me after having resigned from SARS and 

then i) supposed employment, ii) alleged work, iii) purported shares, interests or 

involvement in private businesses and firms, iv) claimed involvement with official 

commissions of inquiry, v) alleged interactions with former or current civil servants and 

political office bearers, vi) alleged “spying”, “surveillance”, “investigations” and 

“intelligence” and vii) claimed involvement in any manner with any state-owned 

enterprise, these are emphatically denied; 

 

2.3.3. You rely on “anonymous sources” as centre-pins for the basis of your publications;  

 

2.3.4. Multiple allegations published are unattributed to any “source”. In certain cases, the 

author/s of articles are not displayed; 

 

2.3.5. Facts in complete contradiction to your publications are available in the public domain 

and are easily accessible to you; 

 

2.3.6. The so-called “SARS Sikhakhane panel report”, “SARS Kroon advisory board media 

statement” and “KPMG SARS report” which you have sought to rely on or justify to one 

extent or another have all been formally contested as materially flawed in fact and law 

and these contestations are publicly available to you. Furthermore, they have been 

thoroughly discredited in many ways. The so-called “findings” of the “Kroon media 

statement” and “KPMG SARS report” have been disowned and repudiated and both 

have been admitted as having been the results of substantial and procedural unfair 

processes and due process failings, including not hearing those pronounced upon or 

affording them a right of reply; 

 

2.3.6.1. To this end, I have personally sought and received formal apologies from various 

persons that were involved in these respective processes.  

 

2.3.6.2. I have done same for several others (and their families) affected by these 

processes.  

 

2.3.6.3. Several other persons have also received such apologies of own accord. 

 

2.3.7. What you have referred to as portions or parts of alleged “internal charge sheets” 

emanating from SARS, an alleged “secret file” emanating from the Directorate of Priority 

Crimes Investigations of the South African Police Service, an alleged “report” to former 

SARS Commissioner, Mr Tom Moyane in 2014, and a “secret report” allegedly emanating 

from the Inspector-General of Intelligence – all of which you claim to contain truthful, 

proven, accurate, complete, indisputable and authenticated content (Mr Martin Welz 

uses the term “factual evidence”) attributed to me (and others), within a context defined 

by you and your “sources” - are in fact i) wholly incomplete and ii) completely inaccurate 

and iii) deliberately manipulated and distorted and/or iv) fabricated/forged and are v) 

devoid of context, vi) false and fraudulent. Your publications have in these 
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circumstances deemed it appropriate to disseminate these false and injurious 

allegations to the world at large whilst at the same time displaying scant regard to the 

unlawfulness thereof; 

 

2.3.8. Your claims and suggestions about any engagements by me with members of the media 

as SARS official and thereafter are false;  

 

2.3.9. Your reliance and publication (and comments) of documents which form part of an 

interim court application sought by a Ms Belinda Sheila Gaye Walter in 2014 in relation 

to my medical records is not only unlawful and illegal, but wholly distasteful. In fact, the 

application was opposed by me and then withdrawn by the applicant with written 

undertakings provided to me and my erstwhile employer;  

 

2.3.10. I am not on “bail” as stated by you and you have deliberately misconstrued and 

misrepresented the charge I (and others) currently face. I deny the charge 

emphatically; 

 

2.3.11. Your suggestion that I was an “apartheid spy” is false and an extremely dangerous 

label to attach to any person.  You have placed me and my family in harm’s way by 

doing so. The facts of my history could easily have been determined by you, but you 

chose not to do so; 

 

2.3.12. You references to an erstwhile tiny and rather benign investigative unit and its 

members at SARS as “rogue” are as obnoxious as they are defamatory of loyal civil 

servants (and their families) that have done great work for our nation. Notably you 

have never reflected on what the unit and its members actually did for our country 

throughout its 7 years of existence; 

 

2.3.13. Your continuous reference to me as “head” of the “rogue unit” is misleading and pure 

malicious sensation. I did not manage the unit in 2007 until April 2008, nor did I do so 

throughout the entire 2012. I managed five investigative units within a sub-division as 

explained in detail to your Mr Johnathan Erasmus, of which the High-risk 

Investigations Unit (comprising a mere 6 person) was a sub-component, and of 

relative little import within the full context of overall enforcement investigations and 

audits conducted at the time.  

 

2.4. Chaucer Publications (Pty) Ltd claims copyright to the publications. Noseweek “magazine” is 

not a legal persona but a publication mechanism for Mr Martin Welz, and Chaucer 

Publications (Pty) Ltd; 

 

2.5. A standard, almost invisible, “disclaimer” published in each issue of Noseweek “magazine” 

claims “while every reasonable effort is taken to ensure accuracy and soundness of the 

contents of this publication, neither the authors nor the publisher will bear any responsibility 

for the consequences of any actions based on information contained”. In this regard: 

 

2.5.1. It is patently false that “reasonable effort” was “taken to ensure accuracy and soundness 

of the contents of” all relevant publications”; and 
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2.5.2. The relevant publications completely and materially lack “accuracy and soundness”; and 

 

2.5.3. Such a hidden “disclaimer” does not in law absolve anybody of any responsibility to the 

relevant publications insofar “the consequences of any actions” when it affects my rights 

and those of my family; 

 

2.5.4. Noseweek “magazine” is not a member of the general oversight body of regular 

independent media in South Africa, namely the Press Council and Press Ombud and not 

compliant with the Press Code by choice of Mr Martin Welz and Mr Jack Lundin, and/or 

Noseweek “magazine”, and/or Chaucer Publications (Pty) Ltd. Consequently, this 

dispute mechanism is not available to me; 

 

2.5.5. My rights are therefore reserved to take the appropriate action against the responsible 

party/ies for the protection and enforcement of my rights. 

 

2.6. The public spats on social media platform Twitter between you and Mr Jacques Pauw I find 

equally distasteful insofar references to me. In this regard: 

 

2.6.1. Contrary to your suggestion that I was, I have never been asked by you for any 

comment or right of reply on any of your publications prior to publication or 

thereafter. This is a lie; 

 

2.6.2. Your claim to have relied on and published my “limited responses on Facebook” is also 

a lie. You have selectively chosen from Facebook what you wish to publish and what 

not. 

 

3. I caution anybody who elects to read your relevant publications, to be fully aware that they are 

patently false, injurious, defamatory, misleading and malicious.  They are solely intended to 

advance the nefarious agendas of culprits (and their associates) implicated in grand scale looting 

of taxpayer funds, corruption, tax evasion, money-laundering, fraud, racketeering, theft and 

State Capture, to name but a few of the heinous crimes.  

 

3.1. Your publications are not only false and misleading but serve to advance these agendas 

and make you complicit therein.  

 

3.2. I suggest you have a closer look at those pretending to be “sources” for you (and those 

hiding behind them) and their motives for doing so and the “information” which you 

uncritically accept and publish. 

 

3.3. You are advised to carefully consider the veracity of allegations and authenticity of any 

“documents” and “files” provided to you by your “sources" with great circumspection 

before you publish them as if fact. 

 

3.4. It is further recommended that you request of your “sources” certified copies or original 

documents or other acceptable means to determine their authenticity, and where text 

messages are relied upon by you, forensic authentication of the complete data sets. Do not 
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just accept manipulated and shoehorned snippets and portions that suit nefarious agendas, 

lest you and by implication your readers be duped again. 

 

3.5. The hidden “disclaimer” and your avoidance to subscribe to an oversight body and rules 

applicable to an independent media are most pitiful means to attempt to try and escape 

accuracy and truth by Noseweek “magazine” and speaks much of the (lack of) credibility of 

its content and your unwillingness to unequivocally stand by or be held accountable for it. 

 

3.6. You claim to be an “investigative” publication. If so, perhaps you should “investigate” who 

were those behind the ever scope-creeping, ever-morphing, dirty tricks campaign that led 

to publications as if fact, which only years later turned out to have been complete bogus. 

None of the allegations and primary themes were proven or found to be true despite having 

been under intense scrutiny by the Kanyane panel (June to August 2014), Sikhakhane panel 

(September to November 2014), Inspector-General of Intelligence (August 2014), Kroon 

Advisory Board (the entire 2015), KPMG (2014 to 2016), Hawks (2015 to date), National 

Prosecuting Authority (2015 to date), State Security Agency (2010 on two occasions and 

subsequently 2014 onwards), many investigative journalists and many others. I shudder to 

think what this has cost the taxpayer to date. Not a single claim of what is listed below is 

even remotely true. 

 

3.6.1. The initial “complaint” that set off events on 28 May 2014 was actually an emotional 

and vicious response to an email I had sent warning someone I had dated earlier (who 

turned out to be a spy for among others, the Anti-Illicit Tobacco Task Team or so-

called Project Smoke) of media interest in the relationship that I had by then ended 

for some time, and how I intended to reply. In turn in her reply, she copied in various 

SARS managers at the same time. Her response at this time centred around four main 

allegations against me, which she suddenly seemed to have recalled, being a) that I 

had supposedly shared taxpayer information concerning two prominent politicians 

with her, namely President Zuma and EFF leader Julius Malema, and that of British 

American Tobacco with her unlawfully, that b) I had supposedly unlawfully shared 

operational information of SARS with her, c) that I was generally unfit for office and 

d) that I had supposedly used an “interception centre” to intercept her 

communications for a period of 3 years prior to even knowing of her existence. Most 

notably, there was no allegation of a “rogue unit” or any other unit for that matter. 

 

3.6.2. The “complaint” was later adapted in July 2014 to include allegations that I: 

 

3.6.2.1. Was corrupt; 

3.6.2.2. Unlawfully and illegally infiltrated the lady as a spy and that the relationship 

was a ruse for this; 

3.6.2.3. Unlawfully and illegally obtained records of her communications from service 

providers for a period of 3 years prior; 

3.6.2.4. Was a “free-loader” in December 2013 whilst on holiday and didn’t pay my 

way; 

3.6.2.5. Conspired with tobacco manufacturer Amalgamated Tobacco Manufacturers 

to bring criminal complaints against a member of the Anti-Illicit Tobacco Task 

Team (so-called Project Smoke), Lt Colonel Hennie Niemman; 
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3.6.2.6. Was likened to a paedophile, mentally ill, an alcoholic and unfit for my 

position at SARS; 

3.6.2.7. Conspired in an assault of the lady at a time before I even knew her; 

3.6.2.8. Used a fundraiser club to receive corrupt payments, and that it was a “SARS 

charity” and such donations were irregular; 

3.6.2.9. That this fundraiser received donations for own use and disposal; 

3.6.2.10. Had “secret shares” in a wine farm; 

3.6.2.11. Bragged to people that she was a source for SARS and endangered her life as 

a result (the complainant alleged that she had a iPod recording of both visual 

and audio to this effect that was anonymously delivered to her offices); 

3.6.2.12. That I used a crowdfunding charitable fundraising effort to receive donations 

from “SARS service providers”, significantly an audit firm and law firm for its 

own use and disposal or via itself; 

3.6.2.13. Forced her to discard clients. 

 

3.6.3. Most notably, at this time, there was still no allegation of a “rogue unit” or any other 

unit for that matter. 

 

3.6.4. During this time, “anonymous dossiers” distributed to all and sundry and used to fuel 

the proverbial fire also alleged: 

 

3.6.4.1. I was a member of the apartheid hit-squad known as Vlakplaas; 

3.6.4.2. I was somehow connected to the apartheid-regime’s chemical warfare 

programme; 

3.6.4.3. I was a “hatchet man” for Ivan Pillay who did his “dirty” for him; 

3.6.4.4. I was an “apartheid spy” and former apartheid Security Branch official; 

3.6.4.5. I conspired to ruin the careers of former SARS officials who had left SARS in 

years prior; 

3.6.4.6. I did not possess a law degree and that this should be “looked into”. 

 

3.6.5. Most notably, at this time, there was still no allegation of a “rogue unit” or any other 

unit for that matter. 

 

3.6.6. By July 2014 the allegations morphed again and now included that I: 

 

3.6.6.1. Conspired with the lady’s former State Security Agency handler, a member of 

the Anti-Illicit Tobacco Task Team (so-called Project Smoke), Ferdi Fryer, to 

meet with her on 20 July 2014 to threaten her and her family; 

3.6.6.2. Conspired with her former State Security Agency handler, Ferdi Fryer, to 

illegally intercept her phone calls at this time; 

3.6.6.3. Coerced her into bringing legal action against British American Tobacco for 

GBP 5 million in the United Kingdom to cause discord between them and their 

South African part; 

3.6.6.4. Admitted to her that I had lied during the trial of Jackie Selebi. 

 

3.6.7. Again, most notably, at this time, there was still no allegation of a “rogue unit” or any 

other unit for that matter. 
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3.6.8. By August 2014, the allegations shifted again and now included: 

 

3.6.8.1. That the reason for leaving the police in 1998 when I joined SARS was 

somehow untoward; 

3.6.8.2. That my promotions and advancement of my career at SARS since 1998 to 

2014 were untoward; 

3.6.8.3. That I advanced criminal activities and criminal’s agendas, caused criminals to 

contact the lady and threaten her; 

3.6.8.4. I conspired with Ivan Pillay and tobacco manufacturer Carnilinx to bring an 

interdict application against her and British American Tobacco SA in exchange 

for tax leniency; 

3.6.8.5. I possessed illegal fire-arms; 

3.6.8.6. I had provided illegally intercepted communications of her to the media; 

3.6.8.7. That I provided some sort of “secret affidavit” of her to the media; 

3.6.8.8. That I provided taxpayer information of her to the media. 

 

3.6.9. By December 2014 the allegations had morphed once again to include that I: 

  

3.6.9.1. Had meetings and interactions with the lady’s State Security handler, a 

member of the Anti-Illicit Tobacco Task Team (so-called Project Smoke), Chris 

Burger and conspired with him somehow against the lady. 

 

3.6.10. By February 2015 onwards the allegations morphed again to include: 

 

3.6.10.1. That I shared confidential SARS information unlawfully with the media and 

specifically to certain journalists; 

3.6.10.2. That I was dissipating my assets; 

3.6.10.3. That I was “in hiding” in the Western Cape at a wine farm; 

3.6.10.4. That I committed qualification fraud; 

3.6.10.5. That I used a crowdfunding charitable fundraising effort to receive donations 

from “lawyers, spin doctors and people who had received untoward tax 

settlements from SARS”. 

 

3.6.11. Between 12 October 2014 and 9 November 2015, a particular narrative had by then 

been entrenched in the public’s mind of a so-called “SARS rogue unit” through over 

30 media reports, and on a television show Carte Blanche and a Radio 702 interview. 

This extensive media coverage was deliberately orchestrated to advance that 

narrative. They appeared mostly as headlines, above the fold or in prominent articles 

and editorials and on posters which stated as if fact (which they were not) that a 

certain small unit in SARS (known by then as the High-risk investigations unit and 

which comprised of at most 26 officials in 2007 when it started, but had dwindled to 

7 officials by early 2010 and soon enough only 6) had: 

 

3.6.11.1. Broken into the home of former President Zuma; 

3.6.11.2. Planted listening devices in former President Zuma’s home; 

3.6.11.3. Broken into taxpayers’ homes and conducted “house infiltrations”; 



 
8 

 

3.6.11.4. Spied on former President Zuma and late SARS official Leonard Radebe at the 

Beverly Hills hotel in Durban; 

3.6.11.5. Conducted lifestyle audits on prominent politicians; 

3.6.11.6. Infiltrated politicians and the ANC as bodyguards; 

3.6.11.7. Bought new homes and cars; 

3.6.11.8. Spied on “top cops”; 

3.6.11.9. Spied on late, former national police Commissioner Jackie Selebi; 

3.6.11.10. Illegally intercepted telecommunications and emails of taxpayers; 

3.6.11.11. Unlawfully spied on taxpayers; 

3.6.11.12. Was an illegal and unlawful unit, denied, and so secret that nobody had ever 

heard of them before; 

3.6.11.13. Had secret funds of over R 560 million; 

3.6.11.14. Operated front companies; 

3.6.11.15. Operated a brothel as a front company; 

3.6.11.16. Used CCTV to spy on former and late SARS official Leonard Radebe at a 

restaurant in Muldersdrift; 

3.6.11.17. Purchased a list of very sophisticated spy equipment and used this to spy on 

taxpayers; 

3.6.11.18. Tasked former SARS official, Michael Peega, an informant to Chris Burger 

amongst others, to infiltrate a rhino-poaching syndicate and when he was 

arrested by the police, “disavowed” him; 

3.6.11.19. Received training and bought equipment from a former apartheid-agent’s 

company; 

3.6.11.20. Used fake names and ID’s in their investigations; 

3.6.11.21. Entered into questionable settlements with taxpayers; 

3.6.11.22. Had a so-called “grabber” and sophisticated interception software called 

“FinFisher”; 

3.6.11.23. Wanted to “swing elections”; 

3.6.11.24. Used a crowdfunding charitable fundraiser as a front of some sorts and 

received questionable donations from suspect donors; 

3.6.11.25. Plotted against former President Zuma, Julius Malema, Fana Hlongwane, Zizi 

Kodwa and Fikile Mbalula; 

3.6.11.26. Was deployed to “destroy careers of SARS officials”; 

3.6.11.27. That Pravin Gordhan “knew that the unit was illegal” and that the lady in 

question had “seen documents” to this effect; 

3.6.11.28. That the unit was “small and hidden” and nobody knew of its existence; 

3.6.11.29. Was involved in the deaths of colleagues; and the list goes on. 

 

3.6.12. The most recent adaptations of these allegations, some which you have reported on 

haphazardly and lamely, include the fantastical claims attempting to use the so-called 

“rogue unit narrative” by people litigating with SARS in their tax disputes and various 

complaints to the Public Protector. A little fact seemingly not known to you, is that 

not a single one of these taxpayers or complainants were investigated by the unit to 

begin with.  

 

You will do our nation a great favour if you rather invested a little of your time to sit with 

your “sources” and investigate who exactly fed these malicious lies to the country for years 
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and more particularly, to what end? I can assure you, you will find a direct nexus between 

your “sources” and their “evidence” and those behind this now discredited propaganda and 

dirty tricks campaign that has caused tremendous harm to families, friends and an 

important state institution. Even certain persons once duped to advance the dirty tricks 

have been harmed, most notably certain legal and other professionals, an audit and 

consulting firm and its current and former employees, journalists and others in the media. 

More importantly, it has cost every single South African very dearly.  

 

4. Kindly acknowledge receipt hereof at your soonest convenience. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

Johann van Loggerenberg – 5 June 2019 

(Sent by email and therefore not signed) 


