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FROM THE DESK OF

-

As this is the | ast i ssue of 2
contributors t o t he Newsl ette

publication is not easy and yc
the members of the Editorial (
l ent service. To the reader s,
pl ease send it to:

Sajei CEOpersonalassistant @ ud |

To my SAJEI <coll eagues, hard v

Let me take this opportunity
tive holidays. Travel safely,

Dr Gomol emo Moshoeu

Chi ef Executive Officer, SAJEI

The year 2024 has been evert f ol AN S8l nahl, i~
tions, namely, Journal and DM
accredited by the Department
Training, a milestone indee:«
stitute. Furthermore, the te
Editori al Commi ttee of t he
were replaced by Regional Me

and District Magi strate Shi
l ooking forward to their con

I n this issue, the topics at es
to Judicial Oof ficers, | egal t' s
The article addresses illegi 1al
l enging issue in South Afri
to seek strategies and soli
il 1l egal wildlife traffickini
seminar alluded to in the a
on il legal wildlife traffic or

mation. | hope they are valuable to the reader.
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FROM THE DESK OF -ITMEH
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To the support team at SAJEI .
wor k ethic and determination i

was published. The management
to and from al/l members of th
back and forth, working throu
and into the early hours of t|l

and production of quality publ
are true champions and conquert

excellence is acclai med. Cont |
ism and excell ence.

This year we experienced a |c
excitement in the Judiciary.

South Africa as we have congr

del wa Muri el Maya with i mmens:e

Ms Jinx Bhool a Chief Justice of the Republic

Edi 4t eOhi ef Maya has an exceptional and s
attained a plethora of degrees

al | y. She boasts a BProc degr

First and foremost, I woul d Jrliﬂfﬁskté)i,thaannkLLtBhedngEQeOffrom
SAJEI, Dr Gomol emo Moshoeu, a0 HBEréaemMperm Bhke Universi:

the editorial team for their geddfdesgst wBp| andydhoWdy itddomdd e
support throughout this year . ypnfol rikavvg esaqrfi fRoCrerd Ha0le’,  wa
busy work schedules and persopglmgrcdegda! §8dtOnePéEMNERLY of

that the publication deadlinggssiad®, Meiong¥9U o@h&r aPrings,
plauded for your commitment |idg@Advaingiatde Jaudi cdi@aderEdmember
ucation. You have displayed the quality that nothing is been elevated to higher posts

i mpossible with effective compugpicgppennedd tRAEOWPE Ky .

To our budding writers and camtyrgiibuyt args . potalkansk 2Lt f Rlost i
your ongoing contributions togshei Neawd! Ragerstraty®y PREXMS) .
written on various topics, thadg| wede phwapysthotliavam ARdhdust
topical to the Judiciary. Yope KErPitesO g N ehadegragsci ¢enk 8% or s
tained with various amendment$ednypan Yt hRkiye eSS eOfappoi nt ed
legislation. The Newsletter hagehBh@edr@abhind Oatadhdhi&SSprest |
topical issues due to your iyl ADIa8p s kel bUfd OdsSs. I The
want to encourage you to contgAyue tor dgdesiagide SfUPPOFdci | it
the Newsletter as your articlyp@d frant Suckksethe EhRP MaGisrhtés twhdl re -
by our readers and have assistoqde@aRhribubheaxfFflators,
tion of their duties. To ourg pe dHdoett e &% Matinii gt od Sr i thtya naku g
you for your consistent flow WQd Rrdd ctlesSnk Nt neeM hjaundCiicnida 1 J Ye-d u
dicial education. tators who assi-sdaregl timaitrj




I
en
I
fi
da
an
Yo
tu
ti

FROM THE DESK OF

received as a Christmas pre-~~--* B 1 R e ¥ ~ff P ~pe

graved on a plaque. I't was t
have received, which brough
rst took my oath of office.

ys remember your oaths of ol
d the enthusiasm as you emb
u are encouraged to ensure

tional i mperatives wheoaomws il

nue to do justice and execl

fear, favour and prejudice.

Gendlrased violence remains a

saw various pieces of l egi sl ¢

dress the scourge. SAJEI has

tensively in its various trairtr edi
tions of the Newsletter. We €eincuurl aye mwmayr st at co ooy
continue the good fight in protecting the rights of wom-
en, children and vulnerable groups.

I am glad to hear that many of the readers have ex-
pressed their gratitude in c¢

have now introduced word sea

|l eagues have already expresse

word searches. We thank vyou

make any suggestions on what

encompassed in the Newsletter

tact the editorial team

I want to thank Mr Ngwat o Th

team for the beautiful design

industrious, innovative and c

hard hours to provide this be

want to take this opportul
essed and peaceful festive
wind and enjoy the simple t
y quality time with your fa
ace the new year with thank

safe and may you be bl essed
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Bi odi vef(sNEMBActand the Nation

Ma n a g e meu( tN EMAYL) , both of which
and conservation of natur al r e
South Africa is also a signatc
nati onal Trade in Endangered .
Fl ora (CITES), which governs i
gered speci es. Judici al of fi c
t hese | aws. The Prevent i oup o]
(POCA) , for exampl e, Ryaenadra t seesn
tence for wildlife traffickini
sure that wildlife | aws are pr

Evidenti al Chall enges in Wildl

In wildlife trafficking cases
through police testimony base
Mr Jer ome Kom warrants. However, the admiss
Acting Magistrate someti mes <challenged in court
prosecutions. I'n rhino poachi
Il ntroducti on session of poaching tools or 1
ed for by the accused. | f t he
According to statrbsatsmajst&mrltsp)lrraodslsevsesrlsoint’y it strengthens the
a significant contdriebcuwtnoormyt,o gonurt h Afri ca
erating nearly R28Thbei |I&8dwmtctiyPegpitbe a robust [l egal framey
wildlife, including iconic spmadinNess al iSEa@nihi §&8! EPFE8PRahts
and lions, makes it a prime etrdir geftrifcaar pddcSherresf l@fd s sys
smugglers. The illegal wildl iffoer ctermedd tahndkat 88s CHiMPdiewxdrt-y
sity, harms the tourism sect®Fi measn.d Honweevrenii,nelse gladc amechan|
communities that are dependetti bh @iilldil¢al icbnxembyati ng th
tion. SomtbhodAftrscpl ay a vitaIRergolloenailn COOng)beartal,[ng and Capac
this trade by enforcing | aws, setting | egal precedents,

and coll aborating internationpatlItyh?028fl8teScAtDCen‘Jdua%igCeiraeld Se
Wil dlife Organised Crime held

which was jointly hosted by S
Legal Framework to Combat Wildlife TepflfhakbN9o enhance iu

South Africa has a strong |legaprffrakewsr kOne kaWdrseksgest ic
wildlife trafficking. The Conbsttijltduitngonef fuonrdtesr fsoOerc tji bthi c2i4a
guarantees the right to a proarefcarede et rpeimehntn &lor Thirs w
rent and future generations. '/Ka&tyedeghd| gfife&estinNel uvukdd othiad

National Environmental Managef&hticularly in countries tha
popul ations.

species.
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I ncreassdataeteomoperation is CoIngd ugi oal . For ex-

ampl e, strengthening bilateéghthcvorprelrcaatni ocnoup{egwE?gy a ¢
nei ghbouring countriesrbocradnerl]qll%g(épmgvgqdp{péstrafficking |

poaching and trafficking. Thvs?i |cdr|e~|aftei OlnaV\Psf, a. oCIeInatbroarlaitZiendg

database or website for tracvg;iitnhg derlodelriifngtcrd"‘JrftirCikésngarFoaS:
es across the region was aljsuodiQ:richprcﬂlsecdant%ibmpfpggntly c

knowl etigeing and Coordinati°§outhésAfrriicr;ha biodiversity and

A holis@igencpulapiproach was d&dMSd " HeaBd-local communities
sary, with a f oxhiar iomg, ntfeoachmitd @ln sup-

port, education, and public=awarecness. Ao nattromnal ac-

. . 1 Sebattps:// www. tatssa. ov.zal/?p=17388#

tion plan should guide these)effe_ S, ni -
20biodiversity%2Dbas’ed%20touri sm' s, wit

toring and evaluation are critizCtawohrib®% @EEs&8BE oM @1 D& mbSH C292

cess of these initiatives. 2)  Act 10 of 2004,

The Judiciary's Role in Promot iApntg 10idfdi99$.e Conser -

vati on 4) Act 121 of 1998.

Judici al of ficers must undersst amtds:t hwavw. v mt-fenfb@d n s/t N eamnd Ahzeohdesli i 1ffl @ e
resources, the complex nature o TENIC PP e R HT R LR hd
their potenti al i mpact on | ocal communities, economi es,
and national stability. The SADC Seminar emphasi zed

the i mportance of educating judges and magistrates to
recognize the broader implications of wildlife traffickin
These crimes are often part of a more gl obal net wor k of
criminal organi sations with the gl obal bl ack market for
il 1l egal wildlife worth up to 20billion USD per year, ac-
cording t®to Clorutregrspaclan set a strong example by

i mposing severe penalties for wildlife crimes, thus de-
terring offenders. Furthermore, the role of <civil society
wildlife conservation must not be overl ooked. Engaging
with communities and raising awareness about the i m-
portance of conservation can foster public support for
tougher | aws and better enforcement.



https://www.statssa.gov.za/?p=17388#:~:text=In%202019%2C%20biodiversity%2Dbased%20tourism's,within%20the%20broader%20tourism%20sector
https://www.statssa.gov.za/?p=17388#:~:text=In%202019%2C%20biodiversity%2Dbased%20tourism's,within%20the%20broader%20tourism%20sector
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Section 77(6)

Section 77(6) of the CJA stip
of i mprisonment on a child, i
deny, restrict, or limit the
provision opens the door for
fender s, provided there is a
the procedures and requireme.]
rentl vy, no such provisions he
or other | egislation.

Al ternative Approach

| consulted the Child Law Cen
Mr Chritopher Abr ahams ria for their perspective. B e
District Magistrate sponse:
Introduction Dear Magistrate Abrahams,
Your query raises an interest
Of fender s sentenced undeir t he Chil d Justice Act .
@I o) o U ch . 10 i s corrtecti no_fspeglflc par ol
s,peci i ca a er , are no cl as s | e S .
( P y q ph sentenced to %YCthl.d'?he(rje i s
ri soners. Il nstead, t he ar e entence 0 i a .
P hoC GCe® aycc by q fofS t he (Q,hldldlrencs Act rt]or di s
Yout ar PA. eBY , efinition,
) ¢ ] ) .y but the Department of Soci al
i s not a prison. According to the Correctional Servl%es
@S A)a rison is an | ace gxtergllisghgéjcthPO\tNeres without
Ac ,
L ] P ) y.op ) C?ﬂ?dren sentenceg to CYCCs s
reception, detenti on, confinement, or ttreatméznt of i ndi -
programs offere there Unf o
viduals | iable to detention.
used as surrogate prisons, w
cus on therapeutic programs 3
Gi ven t his di stinction, child of fender. s sentenced t o
g . L q H dwr:clch shoul? only be used wh
CYCCs 0O not a under t e efini i 0 ri soner , no
from éY(Q,g progprams an(f neeo[s
do CYCCs qualify as prisons. eC;[onsequently, these of -
fenders are not eligible for p '

y
arol e under Sections 51
S

and 73 of the CSA. There appe_lar to be no, alternative
he correct | egal answer r eme
directive in other | e-g2i9s1l aa fi O({Jo'urats Smeacktiinognst hzlgsoa grey ar ¢

the Criminal |pPGR&A)wHduCAh cevious.l ' .
! ! I e ) . A Vi SUUItyabl for review or appea

e
addressed t he sentencing of v\)/.out.h of fender s, have .
illing to represent the chil
been repealed by the CJA. .
Kind Regards,
Child offenders in CYCCs are not treated as prisoners
but as <children, enjoying more privileges and care. The
environment is therapeutic rat her t han punitive, sug-
gesting that remaining in a CYCC wuntil the sentence
expire

s might be in their best interest. =




Di s
The
1.

cussion of Key Points

response highlights two

Powers of the Department
mentwhil e officials in th
ci al Devel opment hold var
authority to release an i
prisonment was identifiec

tive framewor k.
’,

2. Judicial ClTard frnatatt e onmay
judicial <clarification. T
addressed this issue, an .~
Hi gh Court woul d be bene
Centre is prepared to rep
case to seek a definitive

Concl usi on

This situation underscores

garding the early release of

The therapeutic nature of C

ing children until their ser

cial, but the | aekeabeamethk
remains problematic. Judici'
essary to resolve this |l ega

child offenders are treated

their rights.

1)
2)
3)

Act 75 of 2008.
Act 111 of 1998.
Act 51 of 1977.
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(ayhe group had the intenti
possession of the guns th
tor; and

(b)) The actual detentors ha
guns on behalf of the gr ol
Only i f both requir drhemtes
be joint possession invol\
the group as a whal.e and
to possess 6all the guns.

Consequently, only if the pro
the group had the intention t
one or more members of the g

possession did so on behalf
Ms Kershni Zanetic guirements for a conviction &
Rajmolwhere one of t he &

. . . ins v
Acting Regional Magi strate
amongst others the charge of
in a vehicle taken in the col
the Supreme CdSCAhefdAppatl si

was no evidence as to who pu

I ntroducti on

Given the <current state of e%\élecrjn?rclzcévito epnrtovceri_mheesthienr the
South Africa where firear ms aV\r/aeS u'snesdI dwehetnhecovrr?wiltctleed’ the p
lpossession ?f the said %istol
by a group of perpetrators, he prosecution TiTnvariably
. . . c{n that caunt .was accordi,ngly
relies on the concept of join possesslion in "proving thle
charges of being i n possession of unl awf ul firear ms
. For argument sake, even i f a
against each of them.
t hat case, one nevertheless |
The test for joint possessionsald by tiBe vSGMh#éMMenrr e knowl ed
the others that he was in po
I n practice, the concept of j8Pgte\pl)8gsggg|1“oﬁsﬁsgggn8¥ H?S”
prosecution with numerous dif??'&n?}??|8gr&ﬁgﬁ {ﬁeclg)lﬂnrm('jttenr()bl
. . ma k e hem join 0SSesso f
of proof is applied to the fac?s otf casles'w elpe rs10tSaIrF o
m) empdh.asj s
none of the accused were foun& Yn ag ua| Losse53|on o f
the sofaoawlkliendy ghe test for joint posses-
sion of an ill egal firearm and ammunition was | ong es-
tablished NKNwbhsre the Court stated that it
must be possible to properly infer from the established

facts that:

P




Wi t
pro
t he
Ano

fac
pos
pos
cul

ten
gro
acgq

member of the group does nol

h a view to the prevailin
ving such charges, it 1is

ConstitutionaS vCoMakK h udbeec
thert was rightly observe
t ual scenarios which meet
session where there has [
session. This of course

ty inherent in proving th
tion of possessing the fi./
up, bearing in mind that

uiescing to the possessio

verdict of the others.
Conclusion

Whil st the application of | e
remains challenging, I am ho
sage cited with appdevia$i dry
Hadegceonscienti zing Courts tc
proach when analysing the bo
fone may fail to see the wood
1) 1998 (1) SAGIR. (W) 286H

2) 2017 (2) SACR 353 (SCA).

3) 2003(1) SACR 97c(SCA) at 115b

4) 2017 (2) SACR 665 (CC) para 46.

5) 1997 ZASCA 86 para [13].
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From a-esociomic perspective,

tended to incicuide zearst avin hn @
dence, refugee or asylum se
t hrough wdiitcihzemosn can be i-nt e

economic devel opment designs
ugee and immigration laws. As welcoming as South Africa

is t@einozens, who enter her |
greener pastures, scores stil
ders and some have found cres
to remain | awfully within. I
been done by the criminal j u:
the ti dei toifzemsn who enter SA |
evinced by the high number of
terms of s49(1) of the Act

Ms Nompumel el o Gusha Having sat in the &ReCpiuartalh ol
Regional Magistrate and seized with divorce matte
on the rise, one which if- | e

lntroducti on term and devastating consequ¢

and perhaps the fiscus. Adj u

I have been a Judici al Officeirncfroéasailr{ngols)l 2hdwradgst 2R fHat e
currently ply my trade as a Rggipnads Mp@dsdir@d Coud BI @¥¢rs
my | ife on the bench, and takg; my &I“\ﬂéféalriﬂatr\‘/vaﬁ/‘nsrioofusc'ir
Iy, Il i ke all of Judici al Offirﬁ;aerrrsi adgoe's Eovfercyont\)'JThei elncset_epTH"
court, I strive to mete out juustd ceq e the%iUlde efe®hd oa nfdd VeO Ui 2
prejudice and for the most PALE e le rMma ey Sguactce‘%/veac&/edtoi Neitiz
doing so. | have however foundsoyefi LRy %eA&s offhdh Pelnder

siding in divorce court poseg #yBht anmiagrcﬁtéihd:rﬁnfg&gaulﬂlﬁt?irc
because divorce matters are B@E‘HI‘E%Snclbﬁ'&]ed,atihr?srtabnet'ly, pe
cause of the myriad of | egal @ﬁi”ﬁféﬁbdﬁlfhﬁfg BELRef Pt Ba¥ns

igate especially the interface between our family law is wrong with a marriage conc

with the | mmigration IeQiSIatfH&'adults is great. The ans.\

Our constitution both in itsH%%eVaenipl eWhfdd ONKFe Bl YES odeen
righests equality of rights, PPRITERGgest Redl hlehaliitls Gause
citizens and impééanomiyc griaghds sdae?iW and the deplorable
citizens<ciatmidz eiroBr i &ketransfoVmPepywho due to unemployment
constitutionalism point of vieW tihe HURBPhmehbeBFeSVE? n
Africa is primarily mandated to protect the human secu-
rity of its people.

P




By the time this is wuncove

already bolted, as these of
t hfwi diensti tutes divorce proc
than not applies for subst
| ast heaw huswmance day of th
that she hafsusha@aamet hmd ni scu
ments of beiRBG6G R8OOMoONt h,
often dry up withifiwetddri ed. ©
By the time she approaches
fhusbaind all probability ha
South African citizenship.
do | know t hétshfawiwedld ssi mpé e
in their particulars of <cl a
ted to ask, why not refuse
t ho
so simple.

n
D

circumstances, we l | t

South Africa does not defin
of convenience in any | eqgis
spective, a marriage of con
pal atabl e, is valid as the
entering into a valid marri

marriage can only be termin

riage so long it conforms t]
marriage,n ifg auadtech tagi sheare
be dissolved by a decree of

Concl usi on

I venture to submit that if o

l aws to stem the tide, the erosion and significance of
the rulehefi hawitution of marriage, public policy,

and the right to dignity as wel/ as the protection of na-
tional security through workable i mmigration and refu-
gee rules and regul ations, this epidemic wildl continue

unabated.

ive, the people of South Africa, Recognise the injustic-
es of our past ; Honour those who suffered for justice
and freedom in our | and; Respect those who have
worked to build and develop our country; and Believe

t hat South Africa beléodngmy to all who Iive in it

own emphasis).

1) The preamble to the Constitution.

P




The second is c¢clause 11, whi c
pute between the parties rega
or liabilities arising from ¢t
be submitted to arbitration (t

On 1 Mar ch 2021, t he appell
Mai ntenance Court with an app
mai ntenance order and to reco
nance in terms of s 26 (bhet he
Mai ntenance Act) . The mainten
reqguested oaxarhbasni san I n addi't
Mai ntenance <court interdicted
Ltd, the second respondent, f

any monies from the account C
Aggrieved by this, the first
Mr Mol au Ngoasheng return date. In his oppositio
Acting Regional Magistr ®dthd ected to the jurisdiction o
contended that the parties cc

Section 2(a) ofprAavbidesattethtagr Add sdiction from hearing the
ence to arbitration shall not®hMS pQfy nfi & il tjrpd tyigdsny el ugs

matrimonial cause or any mattgpd LAChAERIALe L@O@NY AMERIss

cauélen an unrepoWI¥d ve¢as&Vdfyjandy the maintenance enquiry

Capiteg¢g, Bahnek Hi gh Court i n BT'hoeemrféjéqﬁoeri&enti Napdhe al eds tohre M
appeal against a judgment Ofdetrr,‘eaw?iirhtse”aalnlcuede(ao“trot’alread
found that an arbitration C'h’"i“éeadd‘eaal.diTVhoerCI-Pi gshetdoluer”ﬂe”ctor
agreement ousted th& [Marind ®@in@tpicgp,GQq W\t the arrear maint en
The appellant was aggrieved Wiythhe 4d&€i Pivdvi®£Lmwd otfook 2t of
on appeal and for purpose ofCcaimiod ddies cduesCsijdoend thhye tchaes eMai n
shall be r &flewnraenddJtlonucitbhee rdi sthe arbitrator, since the part
arose in the following 9diSrPPUFfs tta®hc@®sP i trrhat ipon ¢ j Blye H

put e

were married to each other ahnfah neh e Fabir§RYyornyaBugl sdeci «
solved on 4 June 2015. The d%SMtefe®!ofdUsiSyloirONe igh alhhics apPpe
incorporated a deed of setti®@hdnhdi thndnuGdd Ml Ntphance |
parties. Two clauses thereofdigPdt el &fSntBer Arbidgdapjpen A
poses of this appeal. The filr's& ShRMijSSicqn s &N i t ryatjicon
provides the appellant with %'heNdntMatithedincdi depha!l phg.an
me nt o f spousal mai ntenance. In terms of this c¢clause,
the spousal mai ntenance would cease i f she remarries,

cohabits with another maiwmm or upon her death (the
casdlaause) .

P
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SCA said that, it is welllThestahirishedi shatoarprofhaeredc
s not oust the jurisdictiaowbnfcet verdt sf.orSetcwo onedsohst hdée
ntenance Act also stipul atdéesptubhat seamb Magimsarmaient enan

rt functions as a Maintenbwceh&€obhrghatoumte whenrtilte ma
el , possessing jurisdictibhnesovweas dalilssmhtvedr sl tarri esli antge s
m the Maintenance Act. A maunteaadceaobrdlee umsdarel-yi ng s
ed in the Maintenance Actappelhgntorseugltitoran her dpary-f or
t, including the periodi clTehle maymenty off tdhems!| af ms con
ey . . . i ssued by any catuhratt iwerehema®ephplthe firstAre
rt in the Republic includes a High Court .. )
A proper analysis of the arbit

appell ant argued that thkekati mMpugwad aobtchedtiion a gen
use was i n &onoffl itchte wArtbhi tsrpagtciiofny Atchte enf orcement of ma
ause the arrear mai ntenantbhatdi spbotled chenstéetetesd at o ar |
ri monial cause, or a mattetrhei nc$sseat dlurtthemetios that no
. clause or the deed of settl emé
first respondent contended that the deed of settl e-

. ~ the fact t hat the arbitrator ¢
t di sposed of al |l the disputes between the parties;
] o ) of jurisdiction. As indicated
ibset ween 't he paretsi ejsy dbtedest e ) ]

] ) found i n the arbitration agree
ri moni al cause between the parties ceased to exist
n a decree of di vorce wakn girmtnd repr, etnontghisneggctrieo-n 2 ( a)
ned that was incidental t & CsAu chhe | cda utshea. b At Hif edi i laitsa seéh er d i
racterisation of the dispaot amrmettiwealn nehaeni mar,t iaensd iwsh e n
cerned, the first responddepnosedmsometthit h@t hd hme mipng it

Gamnctause of actiodumscéhasadnanurtaenle result of somet hing

use; and the parties expresslal agreed that all i ssues.
] The&CAal so considered the Main
sing from the settl ement agreement were to be deal't
) } found that the said Act j eal
h by way of arbitration; their arbitration, agreement
courts, to wit mai ntenance co
uld be respected by the court,.
pl aints where any person | ega
SCA alluded that the chamadbhter ifsadatlisont oofdd heoprandi 1 he
i ssue before this Court oirdeasfundament al point of
arture of the dispute between the parties. This is .
) In terms of s 8(1(0t lbd Dihwo rDdev
dent because whilst the apPeI_Iant refers to it as ar -
) ] I is possible for a maintena
r mai ntenance, the first respondent , on the ot her .
] scinded, or suspended. This s
d, rel ates tdhemdcapPpaasetoat he .
) ) ) 19 of the Maintenance Act Tt
y to maintain. According to him, this would include_ a
_ i clothed with these powers i mpo
stion of whether the maintenance order has | apsed
been extinguished.

M p




The powers are bestowed upon &rhemctouet abowéyanAs$ ygsems, it c

ing for a moment th&tcoheerdtirGe emspiomgeatrear maintenanc:

to the effect t hat he was nmentobdfi gelde tor dpeay amai mtoe - conn
nance as ordered by the high adowratusies ocorarreectmatitte rnse ainnsc,i d
procedurally, he should haveofaptpheakhlkeidt rt ehtei omma iAnctte -i s wi d e
nance court for an applicatitoenr st mutli sthahgefi eladyof oar bit
suspend it. The arbitrator caiud @ctneod idtisseclhfarbgye doerf ewariyng t
such order. the arbitrator. The issue tha
nance court was not a dispute
The SCA went dtto issaysitgmatfi cant to mention
ment agreement, but an enforce
that s 8(1) of the Divorce Act specifically provides for
) visions of thedéorder of the co
the maintenance order or an order regarding custody,
access, or guardianship of a Iamhiclodn ca su sarodie rtsh bteltta@mo chaall adwet thr
vari ed, rescinded, or di schahiglkeidt s Tthlee soeucsttiionng difd trhmet j ur |
include the proprietary orderougtant ddebgpnpelel andaua sttesh.esrcef- «
Apart from the fact that thenaBrioogkscdoulnd maatt emaveeabvééy de
relied upon by the first respgonmderst idreaWwhi ewht H oa pduerlsiucet uali
cl ai m, this exception createtaibiyt esnadn(cle) ogfderhaeandi sanoet |
Act serves as the main reasomiwhy itel appco®ach thies maunt ence
thority cannot advance his chaient MaamaenAate, TheKdegegs salnat
sues relating to custody, acoédssaiinsclfwdicreg bgyu arredai saonns hafp t h
of children, is and remains laediisvleatiusrseuy e noort diexcmpwtse derdi \
pending on the differing cirtchuennseatacm.ce€omdequreentdar,t itehse ar
That is why access to the manmtt einmntbecour tuinst anades of t
availabl e pdievoarncde. poAsst al r eajdyr iisnddiicctaitoend of tohe mai ntenanc
above and with the risk of repetition, this is so because
Concl usi on
any party can approach the court any time after such an
order has been made to requekhi st hies dirrsegaikpiunpad | w &g magnt  whi
tion or setting aside of thd i mAtno8ndMmee atbuttabirldietry of
The argument regarding res jluddikaeaftdsnghemplbeat i mrs for
pl aded. native dispute resolution in t
access to courts in maintenar
Th&CAnade referenceRd s dlhle \caBesof . ~ .
ed by private arbitr&tion
sell 1976 (1)l rSAt Ri8s9 maat t2e9rl,. the court_.r.e . ‘
|nterpretat|on of section 2(a
fused to enforce a settl ement gr eement that, was made .
mald%” Si%MeM e ar" 3t h M arr mai |
an order of court. The settlemel%t ggreem nt al so p
o} ma§ MG e'nah'ce de ar e
IétEd that anyhdospe)ebe(weel% _m%tpanbniaI causes or .matte
ties had to be referred to aégr'itrqgttmrgbntnroan%ISpUte existed
concerning access to a <c¢child after the divorce. The
court held that a&hefprtchwei sArobni tirmts o2(
Act excluding any matter incidental to such matri moni al
cause is adequately wide enough to keep such matters
out of the field of arbitration. The court further ex
t hat this applies whether the dispute arose befo
after the divorce.






THE ATTACHMENT AND SALE OF AN
TERMS OF SECTI ON 66 OF THE MAG
1944

Mr Ebrahim Makda
Senior Magistrate

Summar y: Case Not e

The appeal court ilne B®rdayn dGo
nard Sectional Scheme TOVRE}
turned a decision of a cour

section 66(1)(a) of f§a&peppMag

tion. The court a quo consil

|l ess the outstanding bond a

ment, which would result in |

The appeal court, i n parag

found that this stance by the <court a quo denied the
appell ant its rights to enforce a judgment granted in its
favour and any prospect of recovery of the judgment

debt were concerned. The appeal court found that the
court a quo should have established if the property con-

cerned was a primary residence of the respondent and,
if so, a reserve price should have been set when grant -
ing the s66 application.

1) A3043/2021 (SGHC)

2) Act 32 of 1944.

My
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efficiently and effectively.

division s magistr at'é fmeSeetpi-
tember 2024. Amongst the i
di sposing matters wusing virt
finalised about 70 divorce m:
sible delay of six month du

plaintiff in a divorce matte
weeks; Pol okwane finalised o
whi | e one of t he parties w
Morebeng, hinted on how what

ble a witness testifying vir
ments he/she was called to
heard expert witnesses based

tory, Pretoria, remotely in

Mr Raguvhu Madzhiye and the Specialised Commerci
Acting Regional Magistrat@i yani, continued evidence o

to Pakistan after his initial

The above highlights il lustr

Introduction gy in court processes is lik

The former President of RSA, 'Ohe&oUdtte NeSIq&Ven PvfantdiedSa LT
once ®aidage is not theitabrsaefiLENGY g, i mprove safety. TI

ther the judgement that somet® iUSg deidSe Pil &t QL WS jfyrom wh

portant ot.han fear could testify remotely.

Coviid brought about fear in theCqbT9ly %G a GNO &% lghat te
people from physical contact 'b®ut9®Srovindeld? "aln' ColUpl pfo'rrt ulnMs-t @l

ty for technology to thrive 28€¢¢inh&ni d&¢t i%'ne"£PdNee coUman

nomic enabl em,ewc meoatni ngf adoi MFaf AiNg§s . the court must ado

The South African courts wer aWbeng efHi IR PO Vvaud mpJg @Pp rvt e
conducted virtual hearings tovhe&d®d innuwed stte dd iCsOpSetn swag ygwal
tice to the public and the pWhaeiéel anad| ke PHOGggedighds o
during difficulot Itoicnke sd ooMn sc o (TPoBtrhe/- foOor vi rt ulal thheea rcionugr,t
tion but few of the unreport e Ndede st Nceo n&xucalelde nvti r @ RPN tyu
wer Moyane v REnEacphnoosmai ¢ Fr e ddfPmtimgcl osely observe the dg¢
Fighters v Minister of JustiOde @aaf@' Y reicdhtonan fsreqgnt o
videamthe City of Johannesburtghan New Fos@Eaqprets.i n
Consuliting

While the vibe &@rhde eretwh insoirars ns eoefms
to be eludi-i@gt poslti mnpopad Regi onal Divi -

sion constantly exploit the new norm of wusing technol o-

P

gy to dispense justice expeditiously,
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nclusion

r the courts to dispense justice expeditiously, ef fi-
ently and effectively, al |l parties involved must under
and that the new #fAd®rnmscrtecatbeed by Covi d

ntinued as per Dr Hilda Grobler, Director of Aequitate
spute Resolution Services for LexisNexis South Afri -

, in her&artual ehentl add are here to stay

blished by Lexi sNexi s, 31 May 2021. The | ower

urts are nows k5 oWreirmidn dly Procedur e

tand s 55C of t he Magi sctornates Court Act

ct virtual hearing, the judiciary should |l ead to give |
these enabling provisions to eradicate from our jus-

ce system delhaysaitabsédt pyoti witness-

es.

1)
2)
3)
4)
5)

6)

(74452/2019) [2020] ZAGPPHC 184 (24 June 2020) .
(CCT104/20) [2020] ZACC 22 (30 September 2020) .
(168/2020) [2020] ZASCA 123 (10ctober 2020).
(81157/2017) [2021] ZAGPPHC 209 (24 March 2021).
Act 51 of 1977.

Act 32 of 1944.




MY EXPERI ENCE AT THE NEWLY

TRAI NI NG PROGRJAGWNSET 20 2 4

-

Criminal Court and Family Cc
one day.

The Judici al Educators demon
ent husiasm sharing their 1leg
experiences together with th
ticvery few of us would forge
t hat one should never trust
wrong. There are too many <co
I can honestly say that my n

Concl usi on

Ms Sheri ka Mahar aj

it was a | ife changing trea:
District Magistrate wal ked away better, wiser an
ence, the network | have gai
Introduction have made are invaluabl e.
'"'"The function of education is to teach one to think inter
sively and t o- Mahlritnikn cLruitthiecral Kiyng Jr .
'"'"Becoming a | ower court judicial of ficer is not a job, b
a calEdwgators South African Judici al Education
I nst ({SAJtdES .
These words reverberated with myself and my fellow
newly appointed Magistrates. It is difficult to put i nto
words my experience at the newly appointed Magi s-
trates training program held at SAJEI in August this
year . | f I were honest, I would say that | we nt in to it
with blinkers on. | was comfortable with | egal theory 1in
most areas of | aw, because that is what i pride myself
on. However, the experience showed me how Ilittle |
really knew.

Experience

It was a jam packed four weeks, which required you to
switch your brain over from one area of practice to an-
other on a weekly basis. I guess it was preparation for
daily work as in practice you may find yourself sit

a Chid@ dCeuwmr t , \
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The Court held that in regul at
exotic animal s, t he Act provi
without a permit hunt speciall
further provides that no persoa
ic ani mal on | and of which t he
except with the written per mi

l and. The penalty clause in sc
(a) of the Aecnty spteartseosn twhhaot i s
of an offence in terms of the
of fence referred to Iin sectio

not exceeding R250, 000, or, toc

od not exceeding 15 year s, or

such imprisonment, and, to a f

the commerci al value of the f

Ms Sizophila Sokhel a mation in respect of whi@h the

Law Researcher, SAJEIl The appeal Court found that tt
sentencing the appellant in ac

1l egal wildlife traffickingcliasusa amdgnihi sant ergdiob@lt hies s:

which threatens biodiversitytaod eeesui(®&ms .of Ovaari T eh-all e nPire

pl or at.
spe

tra

on

cies t
causing |
fficki

internat.i

of wil dli

reports (0]

ed specie

these off

and poaching of pretat¢leq@ esnarmfpiosseddrwa'se de@didri be

o extinction, di st uprrboipnrgi att ke a@@o wast ermesp | dRbd  wi
oss of genetic divempsitsynmBagul ations on wildlife
ng vary oglobally. There are both national and

onal |l egi sl ation th\lghowmaq% u“{:tor}neorast Vthse i ssue

fe trafficking. TheThel lapWiend aat & iwetrear ecshta rNgde dc aij
n animal poaching apdriblb&ggalhatrrgade grfi spirnogt e€t om
s. The case |l aw highbaeghtegthrasebteursnegsover a
ences and sentencesyihipbusamamdBs i dnmPP sreddt bryYe reser

Courts if a person is convicttehkyofwdrheeseonifeneg&son al most
Kubai and another v S were sentenced to | engthy per
resulting in an effective sent
The appellant was convicted rf'?efnth.””'ﬁhie”yg uonfsuacc%%%‘fiu"l”llyyappl
protected wild ani mal (rhi ”Oa@%"f“ﬁ%itnq)h’eiir” cCoPlnMtifc@ VieoMts 0d'n d
of the Limpopo Environ[r(ﬁﬁhﬁalbLMan\ﬁ(greéneaFa@tcéd l eave on pet
Acotand was sentenﬁiendprtiosolnnneynet@érsl-'leow|y defined grounds.
was granted |l eave to appeal against sentence only.
However, the appeal court directed the appellant t o
show cause why the sentence imposed by the trial
court should not be increased.

e
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Court held that the queStV oMa&rcer &ppgedhotwreare

her the j[rlall court, actLI_ a4 i pte?rms f_o%%cr:tat ! 5(5)h
he Constitution, CorrECtlblrdlslOav}’\eddsma)fﬁlcmaalmma\f'sqenr%ey
d as a result of the unlanl\}[llgl%etacracuhetOfofa EB%{mrg\?anng

me art of the e denti a materi al |l aced before_ it
P vi ! IEn |aronh1 ntgl %onsm(r(ﬁrwltllenm)#nCQr

he State; and whether or not the cumul ative effect
) y Wro_anully and intentionall

he sentences i mposed by the tri.a court rendered the
] ] cals without a valid permit o]

ences shockingly d|sproport|onate

and by wrongfully and unl awf ul

rding the first question,i nitcawas vddmmowi tchaowste at hvaal i d
police had entered and séhochéeg. aAthhbaeghi Apwai tcant s

appell ants were present wehhbabhs aofseadaheh Owdrinante, t h
Tri al Court found that tal daverbbehi uadawfyult.heThRr obl e
ssibility of evidence thaandwhs cheenmnobbbaiasaetthénkaepin

er t hat vi ol ates rights cgiueasr atnht &ete darbey ctlhaessBifliled ofs p
ts is dealt with in sectihad PP Eer)Xedf ntohe g@on gtyi tantdi ohna
ion 35(5) wehepspgoe@seastwbhesbastshethat they were entit
ence sought to be excludefd mihet Matvieonbaclen Ealei ronment
ed in a manner that i nfr (MEgM&dpsugoamsta fiicghti oguéoant he
by the Bill of Rights. loff ittha scdmanal s haThéesde hmgudpe
ence was so obtained, theoeddaond ntaep iins etfd eccdt earc-t ed
whet her the admission ofi nt hae feavcitdueanlc es iwtiddt ircemm deher ei

trial unfair, or bring theradmi niostamatiindrerefst|j woritbg ©
eput e.

Appell ants appealed against t
section does not provideté‘rg)crestheOnauatgg"néaélic e,{xc\INgS ar g
of f—:tVldence t hat was Obtlaa'nrlesdt'hnatV'tohIeayt'hoand Onfot rpercoe'i
?d right. The Court statgg tol?att hteheCOanpsptelItluatnltosn V\{eorgeeth
in any way compelled to pAadrmt|'n sqataet|(/%Afld esicllcswcao)evC rrygue
he articles in the chalet. Féjrthqr, the, breach of_ the

_ _ . pose a e'gal duty "upon the

kslarhtgh.t .to privacy dl-d n%ton%%?rv%tt?otn_o Suenrdvelrcnélsne,[0 gi ve
rel|.ab|l|ty of the. ev'de_nccoen'5|Tdheer aatrito'nCIteos e eaprpelliecvaatni
evidence that.eX|ste.d _'RggBFpgﬁpt'fnyadOfsugrrﬁlyttoéd,thaend 1
ons.of the police off|C|zwhat aggnswtoiutludteh Vere%eseonnarb?_e
ed independeng lyi ghit the Imv(Pop“E‘AMOCtyﬁlvary according to the ci

rdingly, the admission ofCetdHd esyvisddes t®idd i Motsecdnmon 3

the trial unfair. The dedtteer-mi nation of whet her the

ssion of the evidence would be detriment al to the

ni stration of justice required a value judgment. The
t was satisfied that the trial court correctly found
the evidence ought to be admitted, as its exclusion
d cause harm to the administration of justice. It

al so found that the sentences imposed were no

har sh. The appeal against conviction and se

therefore di smissed.
HoO
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The right to be given an oppdhe€eufiotuytt semgréedephéseds gume
tations was fundamental. I n S$i@WwsSoWert@enN@QloodN M ktiintgut i on
relationship that had hitherthatexpesamklde pwehtoweweins hggipdijo- trar
lants and the Northern Cape R&ttRrénceRecithedospseies of
vices (the statutory body resigdrmesiapliceerftdf iratai #§ pPaemMit
requisite permits to persons €edXelseinti ntghato thanepdroOoVvEel ©85n
wild animals or keep them insStraipgt&d oxippipdpan g athe al hwidt h ¢
had at the very least a legibPPpmatelf ekhPeceataeal $ hiah tMme yme

would be given an opportunity itht@dkenrwppebtdphthfigfdsin te
before their permit appl|cat|on V\éas rnefalénsded hTehrlss did not
occur .

The accused was convicted of

The State had not tendered arfy 08¢i Pdn csee Cttd opir oAlel Jt(hfadt of t
their permit applications ha@r ippe ARQER)hhe | Gomtd frad rfy g de
considered by the Northern CapP®rRRfUAEECH®ABERDAR| on
Services in terms of the applyigGabdegyrli® dniesS!lgatii Pt JddEt iodd Y3
factor considered by the Nortpheenran| Cparpoevi'\éaitounrse. Clotnsdarro'vides
vation Services in dealing WEBHtrIzi‘\?erPierfd“iée@tpipdr{CQE'&P(‘P)
were the provisions of the Prbgeegm AMiimagdn Gognptgd O ¢ qrodii'mpri
nance. The wvalidity of thoselPf@vfﬁbPP§onrinéntW.aSThaergsueerdi’ous
was qguestionabl e. AppellantsadadpheesytimphlaitShhends 80 the Act
fmesthetia ni nctaerriensgt f or any wiilgglsigfse whi CLhegVYasSI ature has or
in need of care. They had a;hightedhiecBrbiowgd E68Ms in
section 24 of the Constitutioarbaqr’bchetheanpdroivﬁsig[g?nafmlg%-sur

MA . Section 24 of t he Constitp%taic%q n%]t thhqctht rhaats e cHhee al a

had the right.
The Court t ook note of the f &

Thi s |l atter right, it was awhsed.henemps 9§reir!l YfprAavaskeedn
over ot her per mit restricti @as alhypoo stehde B MP e by ePrr €o f al | t
Constitutional ordinances. ThHee pvaGV itshieonus ta fmatt ke pNatswme wha
and Environment al Conservati@m| aQufduilnaanctei vand e heThe Court
Problem Ani mal Control Or di nmaemtoer.seAp el lhanst sace®mdns . The
tendedfi nwearlee d as being unconstiruwehenal iandadany-ing out t h
trary to the Bill of Rights @amd MEMA.ndT hehyei ntchojnrsdi Ssd cechicsye d
arose from the fact t hat thetperpppeet ofc NEMAd was not

t o criminalize the conduct of those concerned with the
car e, wel fare and condlAempedent of wild ani mals

l ants contended that they were entitled to invoke the
protection of NE MA. The |l atter statute entitled them to
transport and provide care for any ani mal i n need

ftbecause this right superseded the provisions of t he

P

ordi nainncegsuesti on.
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n after considering the mibhPg8PHhY @iAe@amesehheek! bfdeci

each accused, the Court -was auCndaupi|ree dt c@ Nidmpipasse inMonPOSsessi o
custodial sentences. The firabahebBase®PewBbte@ehRht¥hBeada cas
to an effecdiimpei $8nments thel daBtowdegéed not to testify.
cused to an efdienptrivveonimdBnyea@@@yltt heoncluded that the rele\
third accused to Gampefbeamiewnebyl st hhee aStsat e beyond reasonabl e
Liang Jv S Regarding the appeal against ¢
. ed that section 92%&)(Cb)1rbfA¢:
The appellant was convicted of contravening section 42 i
) (MCAj)yegul ates the penal jurisd
(1) (b) of the Ordinance and contravening regulation_ 36
The jurisdiction of regional ¢
(1) (a) promul gated wunder the Ordinance. He was sen-.
N ) tion of fines at the time t he
tenced tobimeni geament , of which three years
) ] charges on” 28 October 2013 was
were suspended on condition that the appell ant pai d
] ] ) the trial court exceeded the p
the sum of R5 million in respect of counts 1 and 2, and
. . i section 92(1) of the MCA in imn
to 2 6yea@arssonment in respect of count 3, and it
] Il i on. That sentence wa set E
was ordered that the ivory and abalone were to be for-
) ) one in terms of which t ap
feited to the State. Finally, R5 million was _to be ai d toc
respect of the o rmptricomnmentt,c
the Cape Nature Board. )
payment of a fine of R300 000.
The present appeal was against the convictions and
sentences. The court held that the issue for determina-
tion on appeal were whether thel?f%al°cdtt("Was correct
in convicting the appellant 9on bt’h°fc’Pdhts 1 and 2 or
whet her this amounted to splidttrntgsit ifelS%harges; the fine
of R5 million i mposé&d moned eade)d [t2h22el] QoAllt tSA 538 (ECG).
jurisdiction; theo ameprtiesmmnenenfs) tomoosy@EarscLR 616 (NC) .
count 3 was too harsh; and the wPpdiV¥dnté in® Mo ah digogse Ndag )G €
should be in any event be uph®g!l thrdinance No 26 of 1957 (Cape).
During argument, the State c®ncédé¥% ¥hd°% there had
been a splitting of charges.® TR® TT8Urt°%°set aside the
conviction on count 2. The apgpPelq®ahlt 2 fu'bm 12 dECP)hat t he
only issue in contention in Ilgsipedel off 19¢d.unts 1 and 2
was whether the appell ant hadz2)ac2guéalr®zdl It haes7irvovcy) . f rom
another person and had been i18) poass2esisiown. thereof . I n
respect of the abalone referred to in count 3, the only
i ssue was whether the appell ant had been wunlawfully
and wrongfully engaged in keeping and/or controlling
and/ or storing and/or transporting and/or being in pos-

session thereof.

P
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5.2.3 DETERMI NATI ON OF THE SITTI NG SCHEDULES AND
OFFI CERS

The Head of a Court shall determine the sitting sch
derogating from the abovementioned gener al standard
to arrange sittings in the cases before them to mak:

5.2.4 JUuDI CI AL CASE FLOW MANAGEMENT

(i) Case flow management shall be directed a
through the speedy finalisation of all/ matters.
(1) The National Efficiency Enhancementdi Qart
case flow management at national l evel . Each p
Enhancement Committee, |l ed by the Judge Presi de
(i) Every Court must establish a case mana
see the implementation of case flow management .
(i1 v) Judicial Officers shall take control of
(v) Judicial Officers should take active anct
tion to conclusion to ensure that cases are cor
(vi) The Head of each Court shatlrli alnswaref arhean

and as regularly required to achieve the expedi
(vii) Judicial Officers must ensure that ther
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STRUCK OFF AND SUSPENDED

SEPTEMBER-NOVEMBER 2024

L E

GAL

-l

Acfti o

Na me Designati ¢8tatus of]|PreogvailncelDate of
Practitiolner
Nel son Sel |l o MpAKktwedreney Suspended|Free St al|t2ed 21412 7
Paul us Mol atl heAgtit orney Struck of] Garuotne nRgo | 2 0 21411 4
l an Sakile PhaldAttorney Suspended|Gauteng |20 21411 2
Scheugnet Yvetfhlet tBoarrntdyetffSuspended|KwaZul u |Nat2Mi1 2
Rufus Amber ose| ARathoreney Suspended|Norther n|l202M# 8
Dorethea Regi naAtNtoortreey Suspended|Mpumal an|a 21410 8
Ezeki el Habak ulkAt tMorhneayl al]Suspended|Mpumal an|ge 21410 8
Mphafol ane Jer [Ad vKoocneat e Struck of] Garuotne nRgo | 2 0 21410 5
Lusanda Tr api e]| Atotf o rrmaeny Struck of] Wersotne rkno |[Qa0R2#63 1
Tokol ogo Al fr e|dAtMad rent ey Struck of] Garuotne nRgo | 2 0 21463 1
Hendri k Cornel At tVvordneyen|Struck of| daruotne nRgjoll 2 0 21462 9
Mokgadi Sophy [Nktatnoyranneey Struck of] Garuotne nRgo | 2 0 21401 7
Sityebi Just i cleAtMaograndeey Suspended|Norther n|20a2mMe 5
Petrus JohannepAtVtioriney Struck of] Garuotne nRgo |l 2 0 21402 4
Tebogo EI mon MpMmtatnoerl nae y Struck of]| Garuotne nRgo | 2 0 21402 2
Ayanda Lennox [PAtptaor ney Struck of]| Norrotnh RMels2t0 21402 1
Nt ombi kayi se | [nmtotcoernnteya |KShuus-pended|Gauteng 2 0 21401 7
mal o
Al bert Tiyani PAatntdoerknae y Suspended|Free St a|t2ed 21401 5
Tsela Joseph Kphtetloernnyeay Struck of]| FHrreoem SRoalt2ed 21401 0
Lufuno dagada Attorney Struck of] Frreoem SRoalt2ed 21401 O
Ni chol as Mal hef/Mtet or ney Struck of]| daruotne nRgo | 2 0 21401 0
Phenyo Antoni o| AMotcdreney Suspended|Gauteng 2 0 21400 8
(Mudau)
Il an Mel vill e HuAtcthoersnseoyn Suspended|Gauteng 2 0 21400 8
Anna Eli zabet h|Metyoron edys Struck of]| Wersotne rRo |Qa0R2e492 0
Zacharia Bosao|AMotlcertrseayn el Suspended|Fr ee St ajt2ed 20491 9
Moeket si Dani e| AtBtacarsn ey Suspended|Free St a|t2ed 20491 9
Phet ogo GIl adnepphst tLoerrmoegya n|gSt r uc k o f | Garuotne nRgo | 2 0 20491 2
Ramaru (Mol ati
Shahir Vinesh [RAatjtkourmaery Suspended|Kwa Z+lau g2 0 20490 9
Ramdass
Al ugumi Gi ven [Mutltaourdnzey Suspended|Gauteng 2 020490 5
Gugu Nokut hul a| AMotgoort nsel y Struck f rloFm eRo ISt alt2ed 20490 5
Mbuso Emmanuel | Atktoosriney Suspended|Mpumal an|ga 20490 2
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No |Cour spCour se Dat e Province
code

2 AD HOLCDiversity awdstechy€addadanuary 202Mestern Cape
Judges

3 DCM1OBFamily CoWwdf uSkiclalt 4 b31l6 nJanuary 26F2%®e State
Family Court (A & B)

4 AD HOLCEquality cPbEBPYWDASkKkiIlllLd January 2026entralised

5 DCM104Ci vi l CokEvti cBkiohlss |20 22 anuary 202% mpopo

6 DCM10pCri minal CBueéa BkofHe&Ri3hgmuary 20LRuUteng

7 DCM1O0OpFamily Court Skilld273Qanuary 20&L3Rauteng
GBV & Femicide

8 DCM14pCriminal Court SkillP&2anuary 20XZN
Il nquests Pietermaritzbdu

9 AD HO[PCBrigitte -Mapandhta Wadma8rnlanuary 20Z=ntralised
Judges Gauteng

10| AD HORfrican Judicial T abmiehegb romarCl i2nB2%t r al i sed
Change Law and Litilgati on

11 |DCM1IOfFCi vi l CokEvtal Slatli losn |@3% OB-veib-ruary 2/F2%e State
dence A & B

12 |DCM10BCri mi nal Centes&i g V& 0February |RKBRS
Ancill ary Orders Dur ban

13| DCM14pChil@r €Eaur tF®ktied sQaOr3de0 Besbr uary 2/KZN
Al ternative Placemgnt Pietermaritzbu

14| DCM10OPCriminal Court SkillD§06ebruary 2/@Gauteng
Secti oinfso f7T 7CP A

15| DCM11pPCriminal Court Skill0D§06ebruary 2/ N5t hern Cape
Enquiries in 7t%frmGRAf S77

16 |DCM11[Chi l&r €aur tCIBiklid | bu|sltOilclEebr uary 2/Q25%Mpopo
Act

17| DCM11pPFamily Court Skilld4101Z%ebruary 2 Nd5th West
Mai ntenance Act
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code
18| DCM113|Civil Coo€CostSkills |101February 2@Gauteng
19| DCM114|Family Co-WPAITSAKI | | 121 February 20RBN
Dur ban
20| DCM147|Criminal GC&8aiti Blpiplfl @& A&d6iebnrsuary 2(KZN
Pietermaritzbu
21 |DCM115|Family CoMainSénahgqgéTRIFebruary 20R&stern Cape
PATSAA Region 2 ( Mt hgdg
22 |DCM118|Family Co-bDotmeSkiilcl 1 D20E@lcreuary 20Wé&stern Cape
Act
23| DCM116|Cri minal CBluett S&nift8awebruary 20R&stern Cape
Documentary Evidenge Region 1
(PE & EL)
24 |DCM117|Chil@r €aur tAdokpitlilosnfs 18 20 ebruary |[RBERBur ban
National -Comuadtirryt er
25| DCM119|Chi l@r €aurt Skills 24 2m7ebruary |BAaRbeng
Child Justice Court
26 DCM12[0Ci vi |l ColAptpl Skialtli 9 n RARBFeebruary |KBRBur ban
dur e
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