
The Anti-Corruption Court Stays Ahead of Sophisticated Criminals 

SUGAR TAF training on digital forensics has equipped ACD judicial officers to consider 
various forms of electronic evidence when presiding over cases.  

One challenge for the judicial officers of the Anti-
Corruption Division (ACD) of the High Court is in 
keeping updated with the advancements in the 
techniques that criminals use. Crimes of 
corruption increasingly occur through the means 
of computers, smart phones and other digital 
platforms. They don’t generate the same types of 
evidence as traditional crimes or crimes of the 
recent past. But investigative methods can trace 
and submit new forms of electronic evidence 
which judicial officers must also understand and 
weigh when formulating their judgements. 

SUGAR TAF has provided the ACD with training 
on electronic evidence and digital forensics 
analysis. Her Worship Pamela Lamunu Ocaya is 
the Chief Magistrate at the ACD and has found 
this training to be essential to the working of the 
court. The Head of the Court, Justice Lawrence 
Gidudu agrees: “That seems to be the manner 
through which white collar crimes are committed 
- through digital platforms, rather than analogue 
systems. We’ve been able to appreciate how 
electronic data is stored, can be retrieved, can be 
used in evidence, and how it can be destroyed 
with evidence.” 

Justice Gidudu tells a story about how critical 
digital forensics is in the cases he presides over: 
In a recent case of financial fraud, an investigator 
had taken a paper printout of an email he found 
on the suspect’s desk as evidence. But the 

suspect denied that the printout had come from his email, claiming that although the 
address looked like his, the capitalization was different and he had never used it. 
Without digital proof that it was issued from his Internet Protocol (IP) address, the 
evidence had to be thrown out of court. As Justice Gidudu explains, the investigator 
had an “analogue mindset” while investigating a digital crime. At the time that 
particular case was before court, SUGAR TAF had trained both the Judiciary and the 

“ICT is not a subject in 
law school. Yet, you can’t 
preside over a case in this 
Court if you don’t know 
about it, because crimes 
here are committed from 
digital platforms. So that 
training [on digital 
forensics] empowers us to 
be able to appreciate and 
understand evidence 
presented in court, so 
we’re able to interpret it 
and write about it.  

In university, we’re 
taught about dealing with 
eye witnesses, but in the 
courts we must deal with 
digital evidence and 
financial accounting 
evidence.” 

_ Hon. Justice Lawrence 
Gidudu, Head of the Anti-
Corruption Division of the 
of High Court 



prosecutors, but the investigation had been conducted prior to the training. Now 
prosecutors know to guide investigators in following the digital trail.  

While the Judiciary, prosecutors and investigators are gaining proficiency in digital 
forensics, they recognize that they will need to continue upgrading their skills as 
criminals continue to test them. As Chief Magistrate Ocaya notes, “These are 
sophisticated criminals - they change with the times. They see the judgements too and 
are strategic...They’re always trying to beat the system.”  

 

 

 

 

 


