  	CASEFLOW SUMMARY 2022:  WEEK ENDING ON 24 June 2022 				
	CASE DETAILS
	DOCUMENTS RECEIVED
	DIRECTIONS/ORDERS
	CORRESPONDENCE

	CCT :06/22
PARTIES: Bruce Chakanyuka and Others v Minister of Justice and Correctional Services and Others 
NATURE: Rule 19
 DATE OF HEARING: 24 February 2022
	17.01.22: Application for direct access
17.02.21: Respondent written submissions

	027.03.21: Directions
04.02.21: Respondent must file answering affidavit
10.02.21: Applicant must file written submissions
17.02.21: Respondent must file written submissions
18.02.21: Directions
24.02.22.21: Applicants  must file written Submissions
24.02.21: Applicant granted leave to make oral submissions 
	
	

	CCT :08/22
PARTIES: Mpumalanga Provincial Government: Department of Roads Safety and Transport v TMT Services & Supply (Pty) Ltd and Others 
NATURE: Rule 19
 DATE OF HEARING:
	20.01.22: Application for leave to appeal
	
	
	

	CCT :11/22
PARTIES: Independent Community Pharmacy Association v The Clicks Group Ltd and Others
NATURE: Rule 19
 DATE OF HEARING: 1 September 2022
	25.01.22: Application for leave to appeal
	06.05.22: Directions
03.06.21: Applicant must paginated record
17.06.22: Applicant must file written submissions
01.07.22: Respondent must file written submissions

	
	

	CCT :15/22
PARTIES: Nkomazi Local Municipality v Baziel Bongani Khoza and Others
NATURE: Rule 19
 DATE OF HEARING:
	28.01.22: Application for leave to appeal
	
	
	

	CCT :19/22
PARTIES: Organization Undoing Tax Abuse and Others v Minister of Transport and Others 
NATURE: Rule 16
 DATE OF HEARING:
	03.02.22: Application for Confirmation
07.02.22: 1st Respondent Answering Affidavit 
09.03.22: Application for Leave to Intervene by ARTO
	
	
	

	CCT :20/22
PARTIES: William France Masinga and Another v The Chief of The South African National Defence Force and Others
NATURE: Rule 19
 DATE OF HEARING:
	03.02.22: Application for leave to appeal
17.02.22: Respondents Answering Affidavit
	
	
	

	CCT :22/22
PARTIES: The Competition Commission v Aranda Textile Mills (Pty) Ltd and Another
NATURE: Rule 19
 DATE OF HEARING:
	04.02.22: Application for leave to appeal
	
	
	

	CCT :23/22
PARTIES: The South African Breweries Proprietary Limited v The Minister of Cooperative Governance and Traditional Affairs and Another
NATURE: Rule 19
 DATE OF HEARING:
	04.02.22: Application for leave to appeal
	11.04.22: Directions
22.04.22: Applicants must file written of no longer than 20 pages
06.05.22:Respondent must file written submissions of no longer than 20 pages
	
	

	CCT: 26/22
PARTIES: Agribee Heef Fund (Pty) Ltd and Another v Eastern Cape Rural Development Agency and Another
NATURE: Rule 19
 DATE OF HEARING:  06 September 2022
	07.02.22: Application for Leave to appeal
11.02.22: 1st and 2nd Respondents’ Answering Affidavit
[bookmark: _GoBack]24.06.22: Applicants’ written submissions

	06.05.22: Directions
10.06.22: Applicant must paginated record
24.06.22: Applicant must file written submissions
08.07.22: Respondent must file written submissions

	
	

	CCT: 28/22
PARTIES: The South African Post Office Soc Ltd v Post Office Retirement
NATURE: Rule 19
 DATE OF HEARING:  
	07.02.22: Application for Leave to appeal

	
	
	

	CCT: 29/22
PARTIES: Nu Africa Duty Free Shops v Minister of Finance and Others
NATURE: Rule 19
 DATE OF HEARING:  
	07.02.22: Application for Leave to appeal

04.03.22: 2nd Respondent Notice to Oppose 

08.06.22: Consolidated Record
15.06.22:  Applicants Written Submissions 
	
	
	

	CCT: 31/22
PARTIES: Public Servants Association obo Members v National Prosecuting Authority and Others
NATURE: Rule 18
 DATE OF HEARING:  
	08.02.22: Application for direct access
10.02.22: 1st Respondent Notice to Oppose
22.02.22: 2nd Respondent Notice to Oppose

	
	
	

	CCT: 32/22
PARTIES: Fujitsu Services Cores (Pty) Limited v Schenker South Africa (Pty) Limited
NATURE: Rule 19
 DATE OF HEARING:  
	08.02.22: Application for Leave to appeal
22.02.22: Respondent’s statement of opposition
05.05.22: Respondent  answering affidavit
	04.22: Directions
05.05.22: Respondent must file answering affidavit 

	
	

	CCT: 33/22
PARTIES: Dumisane Goodwell Tembe and Others v John Douglas Michau N.O and Others 
NATURE: Rule 19
 DATE OF HEARING:
	09.02.22: Application for Leave to appeal
	
	
	

	CCT: 34/22
PARTIES:  Dr Schalk Pienar and Another v Dr Badenhorst & Associates
NATURE: Rule 19
 DATE OF HEARING:
	09.02.22: Application for Leave to appeal
14.03.22: Respondents Answering Affidavit 
	
	
	

	CCT: 35/22
PARTIES:  North West Chrome Mining (Pty) Ltd and Another v Samancor Chrome Limited and Others
NATURE: Rule 19
 DATE OF HEARING:


	10.02.22: Application for Leave to appeal
	
	
	

	CCT: 36/22
PARTIES:  Independent Outdoor Media (Pty) Ltd  vs. The Body Corporate of the Overbeek Building and others
NATURE: Rule 16
 DATE OF HEARING:
	11.02.22:  Application for confirmation order
28.03.22: Notice of Withdrawal as Attorneys of Record 
18.02.22:  Notice to Abide
	
	
	01.03.22: From: Applicants  

	CCT: 39/22
PARTIES: Masisi-Letele Simon Masisi Letele  v University of Limpopo and Others   
NATURE: Rule 19 Application for leave to appeal
 DATE OF HEARING
	14.02.22: Application for leave to appeal
	
	
	

	CCT: 40/22
PARTIES: Herman Botha v Bool Smuts and Another   
NATURE: Rule 19 Application for leave to appeal
 DATE OF HEARING
	14.02.22: Application for leave to appeal
	
	
	

	CCT: 43/22
PARTIES:  Roos Van Dyk Attorneys Inc and Another v Nextec Security and Building Technologies and Others  
NATURE: Rule 19 Application for leave to appeal
 DATE OF HEARING”
	
	
	
	

	CCT: 44/22
PARTIES: Eskom Holdings Soc Limited v Vaal River Development Association (Pty) Ltd and Others   
NATURE: Rule 19 Application for leave to appeal
 DATE OF HEARING:23 May 2022
	15.02.22: Application for leave to appeal
22.02.22: 1st respondent Notice to Oppose
22.004.22: Record
19.05.22: Notice of Withdrawal of the Supplementary Records
	14.03.22: Directions
18.03.21: Applicant must file written submissions
25.03.21: 1ST Respondent in Vaal Application must file written submissions
25.03.22: Respondent in Lekwa Application   must file written

31.03.22: Directions
22.004.22: Applicant must file paginated Record
03.05.22: Applicant must file Written Submissions
10.05.22: Respondent in must file written

	
	

	CCT: 45/22
PARTIES: The Public Protector and Another v Pravin Jamnandas Gordhan and 9 Others   
NATURE: Rule 19 Application for leave to appeal
 DATE OF HEARING:  
	17.02.22: Application for leave to appeal
	
	
	

	CCT: 47/22
PARTIES: City of Ekurhuleni Metropolitan Municipality Munipality v Mosala Matlatle N.O and Others 
NATURE: Rule 19 Application for leave to appeal
 DATE OF HEARING
	18.02.22: Application for leave to appeal
	
	
	

	CCT: 48/22
PARTIES: Crypton Properties CC and Another v Astek Property Group (PTY) LTD  
NATURE: Rule 19: 
 DATE OF HEARING
	21.02.22: Application for leave to appeal
05.03.22: Respondent Answering Affidavit 
	
	
	

	CCT: 49/22
PARTIES:  Elias Sekgobelo Magashule v Cyril Ramaphosa and Others
NATURE: Rule 19:  
DATE OF HEARING
	21.02.22: Application for leave to appeal
08.03.22: Respondents Opposing Affidavit 
	
	
	

	CCT: 50/22
PARTIES:  True Ruby Trading CC t/a Posstnet and Another v Vukile Property Fund  Limited
NATURE: Rule 19: 
 DATE OF HEARING
	21.02.22: Application for leave to appeal
	
	
	

	CCT: 51/22
PARTIES:  Hermanus Pieterse in the matter between RH Schonegevel and another vs. The Occupiers of Paradise Park Holding Resort and others
NATURE: Rule 19:  DATE OF HEARING
	23.02.22:  Application for leave to appeal -  Recusal
	
	
	

	CCT: 52/22
PARTIES: Bennett, Susan Hilary v The State and Another
NATURE: Rule 19: 
 DATE OF HEARING
	23.02.22: Application for leave to appeal
08.09..22: Respondent Notice to Oppose 
	
	
	

	CCT: 54/22
PARTIES: Afrocentrics Projectsand Services (PTY) LTD t/a Innovative Distribution v State Information Technology Agency (SITA) SOC Limited and Others  
NATURE: Rule 19:  
DATE OF HEARING
	24.02.22: Application for leave to appeal
02.03.22: 1st Respondent Notice to Abide
	
	
	

	CCT: 55/22
PARTIES: Darren Sampson v Minister of Justice and Constitutional Development  
NATURE: Rule 19: 
 DATE OF HEARING
	25.02.22: Application for leave to appeal
	
	
	

	CCT: 57/22
PARTIES:  Commissioner for the South African Revenue Service v Ambassador Duty Free (PTY)LTD and Others
NATURE: Rule 19:  
DATE OF HEARING
	04.03.22: Application for leave to appeal

08.06.22: Consolidated Record

22.06.22: 2nd and 3rd Respondents’ Written Submissions
	
	
	

	CCT: 58/22
PARTIES: The Minister of Finance v Ambassador Duty Free (PTY) LTD and Others 
NATURE: Rule 19:  
DATE OF HEARING
	04.03.22: Application for leave to appeal

08.06.22: Consolidated Record
	
	
	

	CCT: 59/22
PARTIES: Mr. Surprise Dimakatso Magopane v The State 
NATURE: Rule 19:  DATE OF HEARING
	04.03.22: Application for leave to appeal
	
	
	

	CCT: 60/22
PARTIES: Shiabne Muhammad v SG Guarantee Company (RF) (Pty) Limited 
NATURE: Rule 19:  DATE OF HEARING
	07.03.22: Application for leave to appeal
	
	
	

	CCT: 65/22
PARTIES: Riaan Gerber v Stanlib Asset Management
 NATURE: Rule 19:  
DATE OF HEARING
	14.03.22: Application for leave to appeal
	
	
	 

	CCT: 66/22
PARTIES:  Vejandran Shunmugam Pillay vs. Huntrex 302 (Pty) Ltd and Others 
 NATURE: Rule 19
	14.03.22: Application for leave to appeal
	
	
	

	CCT: 67/22
PARTIES:  Vejandran Shunmugam Pillay vs.  Personify Investment and Others 
 NATURE: Rule 19
	14.03.22: Application for leave to appeal
	
	
	

	CCT: 68/22
PARTIES:  Vejandran Shunmugam Pillay vs. Misty Blue Investment (Pty) Ltd and others
 NATURE: Rule 19:  
DATE OF HEARING
	14.03.22: Application for Leave To Appeal
	
	
	

	CCT: 69/22
PARTIES:  Stable Brands (Pty) Ltd v LA Group (Pty) Ltd and Another
 NATURE: Rule 19:  
DATE OF HEARING
	14.03.22: Application for Leave To Appeal
	
	
	

	CCT: 70/22
PARTIES:  Neibour Edward Mutero v Pikitup Johannesburg (SOC) Ltd
 NATURE: Rule 19:  
DATE OF HEARING
	15.03.22: Application for Leave To Appeal
22.03.22: Applicants Supplementary Affidavit
23.03.22: Notice to Oppose
15.03.22: Respondents Notice to Oppose 
	
	
	

	CCT: 71/22
PARTIES: Paul van der Host and victim class action v Clicks Group SA and Others
 NATURE: Rule 19:  
DATE OF HEARING
	15.03.22: Application for Leave To Appeal
	
	
	

	CCT: 73/22
PARTIES: Contance Mogale and Others v Speaker of The National Assembly and Others
 NATURE: Rule 19:  
DATE OF HEARING
	15.03.22: Application for constitutional invalidity
	
	
	

	CCT: 74/22
PARTIES: Woolhead Holding Limited and Others v Lauritz Lanzer Dippenaar, N.O and Others
 NATURE: Rule 19:  
DATE OF HEARING
	18.03.22: Application for Leave To Appeal
	
	
	

	CCT: 75/22
PARTIES: Calvin Electonics For All Trade and Another v Multichoice Support Services (Pty) Ltd
 NATURE: Rule 19:  
DATE OF HEARING
	18.03.22: Application for Leave To Appeal
	
	
	

	CCT: 76/22
PARTIES: Government Of The Republic of South Africa v The Trustee For The Time Being Of The Burmilla Trust and Another
 NATURE: Rule 19:  
DATE OF HEARING
	22.03.22: Application for Leave To Appeal
	
	
	

	CCT: 77/22
PARTIES: Martinus Malan and Another v The Hon Magistrate Daniso and Others
 NATURE: Rule 19:  
DATE OF HEARING
	23.03.22: Application for Leave To Appeal
	
	
	

	CCT: 78/22
PARTIES: Lucky Masina v The State 
 NATURE: Rule 19:  
DATE OF HEARING
	23.03.22: Application for Leave To Appeal
	
	
	

	CCT: 79/22
PARTIES: Kgosi Gustuv Lekabe and Hassan Ebrahim Kajee v Minister of Police  
NATURE: Rule 19:  
DATE OF HEARING
	24.03.22: Application for Leave to Appeal
06.04.22: Respondent Answering Affidavit 
	
	
	

	CCT: 80/22
PARTIES: Paballo Mothulwe and Another v Department of Roads and Transport
NATURE: Rule 19:  
DATE OF HEARING
	24.03.22: Application for Leave To Appeal
	
	
	

	CCT: 81/22
PARTIES: Johanna (Elsie) Malan and Others v Nimble Investments (Pty) Ltd and Others
NATURE: Rule 19:  
DATE OF HEARING
	29.03.22:Application for leave to appeal and condonation
	
	
	

	CCT: 82/22
PARTIES: Indhrambal Goberdan and Others v Siyabulela Sitshetshe and Others
NATURE: Rule 19:  
DATE OF HEARING
	29.03.22: Application for Leave To Appeal
12.04.22:First to sixth respondents answering affidavit
	
	
	

	CCT: 83/22
PARTIES: Zunaid Butler v The State
NATURE: Rule 19:  
DATE OF HEARING
	29.03.22:Applocation for leave to appeal and condonation
	
	
	

	CCT: 84/22
PARTIES: Julian Nkoko v The State
NATURE: Rule 19:  
DATE OF HEARING
	30.03.22: Application for Leave To Appeal
	
	
	

	CCT: 85/22
PARTIES: Zakhele Ngema v The State
NATURE: Rule 19:  
DATE OF HEARING
	30.03.22: Application for Leave To Appeal
	
	
	

	CCT: 87/22
PARTIES: Novus Holdings Limited v Caxton and CTP Publishers and Printers Limited 
NATURE: 
DATE OF HEARING
	31.03.22: Application for Leave To Appeal
	
	
	

	CCT: 88/22
PARTIES: Letsemeng Local Municipality v Eskom Holdings Soc Limited and Others 
NATURE: 
DATE OF HEARING
	31.03.22: Application for Leave To Appeal
14.04.22: 1st Respondent Answering Affidavit 
	
	
	

	CCT: 89/22
PARTIES: e.tv (Pty) Ltd v Ministerof Communication and Digital Technologies and Others 
NATURE: 
DATE OF HEARING
	05.04.22: Application for Leave To Appeal
25.04.22: 2nd respondent’s notice of motion and answering affidavit

18.05.22: 12th Respondent’s Written Submissions and Condonation Application
	
	
	

	CCT: 90/22
PARTIES: Subisiso Sicelo Linduyise Langa v The State 
NATURE: 
DATE OF HEARING
	05.04.22: Application for Leave To Appeal
	
	
	

	CCT: 91/22
PARTIES: City of Tshwane Metropolitan Municipality v Brooklyn Edge (PTY) LTD v Brooklyn Edge (PTY) LTD and Another 
NATURE: Leave to Appeal 
DATE OF HEARING
	06.04.22: Application for Leave To Appeal
25.04.22: 1st respondent’s notice of motion and answering affidavit
	
	
	

	CCT: 92/22
PARTIES: Media Monitoring Africa v eTV and Others  NATURE: Urgent Application  
DATE OF HEARING
	06.04.22: Urgent Application 
25.04.22: 2nd respondent’s notice of motion and answering affidavit
18.05.22: 12th Respondent’s Written Submissions and Condonation Application
	
	
	

	CCT: 93/22
PARTIES: Trellicor (Pty) Limited t/a Trellidor v National Union of Mental Workers of South Africa Africaon on Behalf of Mlondi Ndwalane & Others
  NATURE: 19  
DATE OF HEARING
	06.04.22: Application for Leave To Appeal
	
	
	

	CCT: 94/22
PARTIES:  VJV and Another v Minister of Social Development and Others
  NATURE: 16 
DATE OF HEARING
	06.04.22: Application for  Confirmation 
	
	
	

	CCT: 95/22
PARTIES:  Gertruda Cornelia van Winsen and Others v Bekmar Irrigation (Pty) Ltd
  NATURE: 19 
DATE OF HEARING
	07.04.22: Application for leave to appeal
13.04.22:Respondents answering affidavit
	
	
	

	CCT: 97/22
PARTIES:   Sundowners by Stellenbosch CC and Another v Elizabeth Catharina Le Roux
  NATURE: 19 
DATE OF HEARING
	07.04.22: Application for  leave to appeal
	
	
	

	CCT: 98/22
PARTIES:  Collin Soobramany and Another v Changing Tides 17 (Pty) Ltd
  NATURE: 19 
DATE OF HEARING
	11.04.22: Application for  leave to appeal
	
	
	

	CCT: 99/22
PARTIES:  Merchant Saleh Mohammed Sattar v Body Corporate of Bencorrum
  NATURE: 19 
DATE OF HEARING
	11.04.22: Application for  leave to appeal
	
	
	

	CCT: 100/22
PARTIES:  Minister of International Relation and Co-operation and Others v Afriforum NPC and Others
  NATURE: 19 
DATE OF HEARING
	12.04.22: Application for leave to appeal
29.04.22: Notice to Oppose and Answering Affidavit
	
	
	

	CCT: 101/22
PARTIES:  Xolile Oscar Naki v The State    
NATURE: 19 
DATE OF HEARING
	12.04.22: Application for  leave to appeal
	
	
	

	CCT: 102/22
PARTIES:  Advocate Ron Simphiwe Mncwabe v The President of The Republic of South Arica and Others    
NATURE: 19 
DATE OF HEARING
	14.04.22: Application for  leave to appeal
	
	
	

	CCT: 103/22
PARTIES:  Zuzeka Mjavu and Another v Minister of Police    
NATURE: 19 
DATE OF HEARING
	19.04.22: Application for  leave to appeal
	
	
	

	CCT: 104/22
PARTIES:  Roderick Robert Station and Another v Robert Anthony   
NATURE: 19 
DATE OF HEARING
	19.04.22: Application for  leave to appeal
	
	
	

	CCT: 105/22
PARTIES:  The National Union of Metalworkers of SA v Trenstar (Pty) Ltd   
NATURE: 19 
DATE OF HEARING
	20.04.22: Application for  leave to appeal
11.05.22: Application to file a replying affidavit
	
	
	

	CCT: 106/22
PARTIES:  Kagiso Lekwadu and Another v Minister of Higher Education and Training and Others
  NATURE: 18 
DATE OF HEARING
	20.04.22: Application for direct access
26.04.22:  Respondent’s notice to oppose
	
	
	

	CCT: 107/22
PARTIES:  Samuel Sello Kekana v Education Labour Relations Council and Others
  NATURE: 18 
DATE OF HEARING
	22.04.22: Application for  leave to appeal
	
	
	

	CCT: 108/22
PARTIES: Thabo Sindisa Kwinana v Lulama Smuts Ngonyama and Others
  NATURE: 19 
DATE OF HEARING
	25.04.22: Application for  leave to appeal
	
	
	

	CCT: 109/22
PARTIES: Gary Walter Van Der Merwe and Others v The Commissioner of SARS 
  NATURE: 19 
DATE OF HEARING
	25.04.22: Application for leave to appeal
10.05.22:Respondents answering affidavit
	
	
	

	CCT: 110/22
PARTIES: Willem Abram Raaths and Another v The State 
  NATURE: 19 
DATE OF HEARING
	25.04.22: Application for leave to appeal

	
	
	

	CCT: 111/22
PARTIES: Kumarvasan Anappa v Dr Ahmed Sadeck Cassim Shaik and Others 
  NATURE: 19 
DATE OF HEARING
	26.04.22:Application for leave to appeal and condonation
	
	
	

	CCT: 112/22
PARTIES:  Joburger (PTY) LTD v Industrial Development Corporation
 NATURE: 19 
DATE OF HEARING
	26.04.22: Application for leave to appeal 
12.05.22:First and second respondents answering affidavit
	
	
	

	CCT: 113/22
PARTIES:  Tzaneng Treated Timbers (Pty) v The National Bargaining Council for the Wood and Paper Sector and Others
 NATURE: 19 
DATE OF HEARING
	26.04.22: Application for leave to appeal
12.05.22:Third respondents answering affidavit
	
	
	

	CCT: 114/22
PARTIES:  Dr Elsa Susanna Cecilia Baard v Dr Maureen Allen Inc
 NATURE: 19 
DATE OF HEARING
	26.04.22: Application for leave to appeal
12.05.22:Respondents answering affidavit
	
	
	

	CCT: 115/22
PARTIES:  Johannes Brits v Kommandratsdrift CC and Others NATURE: 19 
DATE OF HEARING
	26.04.22:Application for leave to appeal
	
	
	

	CCT 116/22	
Parties: KMX Towing & Recovery (Pty) Ltd vs. Old Mutual Insure Ltd
Nature: Rule 19
DATE OF HEARING
	29.04.22: Application for Leave to Appeal
	
	
	

	CCT 117/22	
Parties: Pieter Paul Le Roux and Another v Johannes G Coetzee and Another
Nature: Rule 19
DATE OF HEARING
	29.04.22: Application for Leave to Appeal
	
	
	

	CCT 118/22	
Parties:  Thinavhuyo Ndidinwangani Mpye v Kwikspace Modular Building (PTY) LTD
Nature: Rule 19
DATE OF HEARING
	03.05.22: Application for Leave to Appeal
	
	
	

	CCT 119/22	
Parties:  Sunil Dutt Sewpersad and Another v Leon Naude N.O

Nature: Rule 19
DATE OF HEARING
	03.05.22: Application for Leave to Appeal
19.05.22: Respondents Answering Affidavit and Condonation




	
	
	

	CCT 120/22	
Parties:   Khulekani Raymond Mathenjwa v Presindent of the Republic of South Africa and Others
Nature: Rule 19
DATE OF HEARING
	03.05.22: Application for Leave to Appeal
	
	
	

	CCT 121/22	
Parties: Umbhaba Estates (Pty) Ltd v The Commissioner For SARS
Nature: Rule 19
DATE OF HEARING
	03.05.22: Application for Leave to Appeal
	
	
	

	CCT 122/22	
Parties: Itani Mulaudzi v City of Tshwane Metropolitan Municipality and Others
 Nature: Rule 19
DATE OF HEARING
	03.05.22: Application for Leave to Appeal
17.05.22: 1st Respondent Answering Affidavit 
	
	
	

	CCT 123/22	
Parties: WK Construction Proprietary Limited v Moores Rowland and Others
 Nature: Rule 19
DATE OF HEARING
	03.05.22: Application for Leave to Appeal
	
	
	

	CCT 124/22	
Parties:  B Xulu and Partners Incorporated and Another v The Department of Agriculture ,Forestry and Fishers  and Another 
 Nature: Rule 19
DATE OF HEARING
 Nature: Rule 19
DATE OF HEARING
	03.05.22: Application for Leave to Appeal
	
	
	

	CCT 125/22	
Parties: Makana Peoples Centre v Minister of Health and Others
 Nature: Rule 16
DATE OF HEARING
	04.05.22:Application for confirmation
17.05.22:1st to 9th Respondent Answering Affidavit 
25.05.22: Applicants Notice To Oppose (1st to 10th Respondents ) Answering Affidavit
	
	
	

	CCT 126/22	
Parties: Dr. Hubert Adendorff and Another v Daniel Phentula Khubheka and Others
 Nature: Rule 19
DATE OF HEARING
	05.05.22: Application for Leave to Appeal
25.05.22: Notice to oppose
	
	
	

	CCT 127/22	
Parties: South African Council for Educators v Deon Scheepers and Others
 Nature: Rule 19
DATE OF HEARING
	05.05.22: Application for Leave to Appeal
	
	
	

	CCT 128/22	
Parties: Edward Alberto Erasmus v The Minister of Police and Another
 Nature: Rule 19

	05.05.22: Application for Leave to Appeal
	
	
	

	CCT 129/22	
Parties: Tebogo Mapeka Modise v The State 
 Nature: Rule 19
DATE OF HEARING:
	06.05.22: Application for Leave to Appeal
	
	
	

	CCT 130/22	
Parties: The School Governing Body of Botlokwa Speacial School v District Director Limpopo and Others 
 Nature: Rule 12
DATE OF HEARING:
	06.05.22: Urgent Application
	
	
	

	CCT 131/22	
Parties:  HBL International (South Africa) (PTY) LTD) v MWRK Accountants and Consultants (PTY) LTD
 Nature: Rule 19
DATE OF HEARING:
	09.05.22: Application for Leave to Appeal
20.05.22: Respondents’ Opposing Affidavit
23.05.22: Respondents Answering Affidavit

	
	
	

	CCT 132/22	
Parties:  Bliss Brands (Pty) Limited v Advertising Regulatory Board NPC and Others 
 Nature: Rule 19
DATE OF HEARING:
	09.05.22: Application for Leave to Appeal
	
	
	

	CCT 133/22	
Parties: Ben Matsobane Matsobane Mamabolo and Others v The State 
 Nature: Rule 19
DATE OF HEARING:
	10.05.22: Application for Leave to Appeal
	
	
	

	CCT 134/22	
Parties:  Cathrina Baby  Botha v Meintjies van Tonder &n Basson Registered Accountants and Auditors
 Nature: Rule 19
DATE OF HEARING:
	10.05.22: Application for Leave to Appea
25.05.22: Notice to Oppose
25.05.22: Respondent’s Answering Affidavit
	
	
	

	CCT 135/22	
Parties:  Central Energy Fund SOC LTD and ANnother v Venus Rays Trade (PTY) LTD and Others 
Nature: Rule 19
DATE OF HEARING:
	10.05.22: Application for Leave to Appeal
	
	
	

	CCT 136/22	
Parties:  Comfort Selemela and Others v Johannesburg Metro Municipality (Municipal Manager) and Others 
Nature: Rule 19
DATE OF HEARING:
	10.05.22: Urgent application
11.05.22: Respondent Notice to Oppose 
	
	
	

	CCT 137/22	
Parties:   Denise Bonita Scmit N.o. and Another v Firstrand Bank Limited and Others
Nature: Rule 19
DATE OF HEARING:
	10.05.22: Application for Leave to Appeal
	
	
	

	CCT 138/22	
Parties:  Khumalo CF v Brompton Court Body Corporates 
Nature: Rule 19
DATE OF HEARING:
	11.05.22: Application for Leave to Appeal
	
	
	

	CCT 139/22	
Parties:  Cathrina Baby Botha v Home Obligors Mortage Enhanced 
Nature: Rule 19
DATE OF HEARING:
	11.05.22: Application for Leave to Appeal
	
	
	

	CCT 140/22	
Parties: Kabelo Ephraim Molele v The State  
Nature: Rule 19
DATE OF HEARING:
	12.05.22:  Application for Leave to Appeal
	
	
	

	CCT 141/22	
Parties:Monwabisi Michael Guwa v Firstrand Bank Limited
  Nature: Rule 19
DATE OF HEARING:
	12.05.22:  Application for Leave to Appeal
	
	
	

	CCT 142/22	
Parties:  Pandelani Midas Mudau v Municipal Employees Pention Fund v Others 
Nature: Rule 19
DATE OF HEARING:
	13.05.22:  Application for Leave to Appeal
	
	
	

	CCT 143/22	
Parties:  Unica Iron & Steel (Pty) Ltd v Suresh Chanderbham Michandani 
Nature: Rule 19
DATE OF HEARING:
	13.05.22:  Application for Leave to Appeal
	
	
	

	CCT 144/22	
Parties:  Zolani Xeggo v The State 
Nature: Rule 19
DATE OF HEARING:
	17.05.22:  Application for Leave to Appeal
	
	
	

	CCT 145/22	
Parties:  Liezle, Mpolokeng, Mary Kedibone v Road Accident Fund
Nature: Rule 19
DATE OF HEARING:
	20.05.22:  Application for Leave to Appeal
	
	
	

	CCT 146/22	
Parties:  Gaston and others vs. The National Prosecution Authority and Another
Nature: Rule 19

	20.05.22:  Application for Leave to Appeal
	
	
	

	CCT 147/22	
Parties:  Tshikonelo Emmanuel Ramovha v Standard Bank of South Africa Ltd
Nature: Rule 19

	23.05.22:  Application for Leave to Appeal
	
	
	

	CCT 149/22	
Parties: Sasol  Chevron Holdings Limited v Commissioner for the South African Revenue Services   Nature: Rule 19
	25.05.22:  Application for Leave to Appeal
	
	
	

	CCT 150/22	
Parties: Ad Hoc Central Authority for the Republic of South Africa and Another v Heidi Nicole Koch N.O and Another 
Nature: Rule 19
	25.05.22:  Application for Leave to Appeal
	






	
	







	CCT 151/22	
Parties:  Sd Pillay and another v Varsha Sewlal n.o. and two others
Nature: Rule 19
	25.05.22 Application for Leave to Appeal
	
	
	

	CCT 152-22 
Parties: African Global Holdings (Pty) Limited and others vs Ralph Farrel Lutchman and Others
Nature: Rule 19
	31.05.22  Application for Leave to Appeal
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CONSTITUTIONAL COURT OF SOUTH AFRICA
(HELD IN CONSTITUTIONAL HILL, JOHANNESBURG)

CASE NR:CCT119/2022

in the matter between:

SUNIL DUTT SEWPERSAD

(ID NR: 681108 5097 081) First Applicant
VINODTHA SEWPERSAD

(ID NR: 750807 0092 080) Second Applicant
And

LEON NAUDE N.O First Respondent
MARC BRADLEY BEGINSEL N.O Second Respondent

THE CITY OF JOHANNESBURG
METROPOLITAL MUNICIPALITY Third Respondent

FILING NOTICE

DOCUMENT FILED: Respondents’ Answering Affidavit

DATED AT PRETORIA ON THIS THE 18 DAY OF MAY 2022,





AND TO:

AND TO:

VEZI & DE BEER ATTORNEYS
RESPONDENT’'S ATTORNEYS

319 ALPINE WAY

CORNER ALPINE AND SOUTHVILLAGE ROADS
LYNNWOOD

PRETORIA

TEL: 012 361 5640

REF: EDB/WDP/MAT54276

EMAIL: willie@vezidebeer.co.za

THE REGISTRAR OF THE ABOVE HONOURABLE COURT
CONSTITUTIONAL HILL, JOHANNESBURG

aeneraloffice@concourt.org.za

SUNIL DUTT SEWPERSAD
FIRST APPLICANT IN PERSON
5 VAAL HARTS STREET
BRACKENDOWNS

ALBERTON

JOHANNESBURG

2001

TEL: 011 298 8500

CELL: 062 253 6024

EMAIL: vinodthas@gmail.com





IN THE CONSTITUTIONAL COURT OF THE REPUBLIC OF THE
REPUBLIC OF SOUTH AFRICA

Case Number: CCT119/2022

In the matter between:

SUNIL DUTT SEWPERSAD First Applicant
(ID. NO.: 681108 5097 081)

VINODTHA SEWPERSAD Second Applicant
(ID. NO.: 750807 0092 080)

And

LEON NAUDE N.O. First Respondent
MARC BRADLEY BEGINSEL N.O. Second Respondent
THE CITY OF JOHANNESBURG - Third Respondent

METROPOLITAN MUNICIPALITY

FIRST AND SECOND RESPONDENTS’
ANSWERING AFFIDAVIT






1.5. The facts contained herein are, unless indicated to the contrary,
within my own personal knowledge and the best of my belief both

true and correct.

1.6. I confirm that I have been attending to the day-to-day
administration of the abovementioned insolvent estate and, further,

that I am duly authorised to depose to this affidavit.

1.7. I append hereto a confirmatory affidavit by my co-trustee, being the

Second Respondent, and mark it as Annexure “LN2" hereto.

PURPOSE:

2.1 The purpose of this affidavit is to oppose the Applicants’ application
for leave to appeal (brought on notice), dated 30 March 2022, and

issued on 3 May 2022.

2.1.1. The Applicants caused to be sent to the First and Second
Respondent’s attorneys of record, i.e. Vezi & De Beer Inc.,
the Notice of Application for leave to appeal in terms of

Rule 19(2) of the Constitutional Court Rules, on 31 March

/

2022 (brought on notice only).





of general public importance which ought to be considered by the
Constitutional Court. In order to be arguable a point of law must
have some prospects of success.! The arguments raised by the

Applicant have no prospects of success.

3.3. The Applicants do not raise a constitutional issue.

POINT IN LIMINE: IRREGULAR PROCEEDINGS:

4.1. The Applicants’ application is inundated with irregularities and does
not comply with the provisions of Rule 19(2) and 19(3) of the above

Honourable Court’s rule.

4.2. The Applicants’ application does not address the requisites listed in

Rule 19(3) of the above Honourable Court’s rules.

4.3. The Applicants’ application is brought on notice only and is not in

the form of a notice of motion supported by an affidavit.

4.4. Notwithstanding the aforesaid irregularity I have been advised to file
an answering affidavit dealing with the Applicants’ shortcoming and
addressing, ad seriatim, the contentions contained in the Applicants

2 /1

notice dated 30 March 2022.

1 pautsen v Slip Knot Investments 777 (Pty) Ltd 2015 (3) SA 479 (CC) at [22]





5.5.

5.6.

5.7.

5.8.

dismissing the Applicants’ application for rescission of the eviction

order granted on 3 October 2019).

A copy of the Judgment is appended hereto and marked as

Annexure “"LN3".

The order granted on 11 March 2022 relates to the Court a quo’s
dismissal of the Applicants’ application for leave to appeal against

the Judgment dated 14 October 2021.

In order to properly contextualise the misconception of the current
application it is incumbent upon the First and Second Respondents
to invite the Honourable Courts intention to the correct background
herein and the plethora of orders eventually culminating in the

current application for leave to appeal.

It is, accordingly, of importance to attach the respective recission
applications (as will be referred to herein infra) as annexures hereto
in order to, firstly, demonstrate that the rescission applications were
based on substantially the same grounds and, secondly, to
demonstrate that the current application for leave to appeal seeks
to list grounds of appeal beyond the evidence presented. The
Honourable will, for this purpose, be requested to excuse the

9 /)

prolixity of the papers.





already appended as Annexure “LN3,” wherein the second

rescission application was dismissed with costs.

5.16. It is, in effect, this order that forms the subject matter of this

application.

5.17. The Applicants, thereafter, brought an application for leave to
appeal against the judgment dated 14 October 2021, which
culminated in the order of Ladyship Justice Janse van
Nieuwenhuizen dated 11 March 2022, dismissing the application for

leave to appeal.

5.18. The aforesaid order is appended hereto and marked as Annexure

\\LNGII.

6.
ORDERS NOT SUSCEPTIBLE TO APPEAL:

6.1. The Applicants’ first rescission application is appended hereto and

marked as Annexure “"LN7".

6.2. The first rescission application was opposed.

6.3. The Learned Judge, after having read the papers and having
considered the evidence presented on behalf of both parties, in its ,

judgment dated 3 October 2019, held that: /

4y





11

In the founding affidavit of the Applicants it was
submitted that the Applicants regard the immovable
property as their home where they have lived for the past
10(ten) years. Mention was made of the emotional bond
that they have formed with the property and the hardship

that they would suffer should they be evicted.

However, the version of the Applicants does not
constitute a valid defence to the actions of the
Respondents in applying for their eviction. Those actions
are the natural consequence of the provisions of the
insolvency act. Furthermore, the Applicants have known
about the situation since March 2018 when they were
sequestrated. Since they have resided on the property
free of charge and refuse to vacate the property. The
Applicants did not suggest that there is no alternative

accommodation available to them.

As mentioned before, the Court considered the eviction
application and exercised its discretion and decided that
it would be just and equitable to grant an eviction order.
Nothing was placed before this Court to suggest that the

Court erred in exercising its discretion in the way that he

did and resulted in the Applicants failing to demonstrate

9

i

!

/





6.10.

6.11.

6.12.

6.13.

6.14.

6.15.

6.16.

13

When a court has already decided a matter, in the exercise of its
discretion, as has been the case in casu, another court may only

interfere with the exercise of such discretion on very limited grounds.

The matter was accordingly already judged upon.

The judgment handed down on 14 August 2020 (dismissing the first
rescission application) considered the evidence presented by the
Applicants in the first rescission application (being similar to the
evidence, or alleged defence, raised in the second rescission

application).
The Court was functus officio.

The implication of the aforesaid, so I have been advised, is that the
judgment granted on 14 August 2020 could only potentially have

been appealed against and was not susceptible to rescission.

The consequence of the aforesaid is that the order could not be
rescinded and, on this basis, cannot successfully be appealed

against.

The dismissal of the First Rescission application could not be

rescinded by way of Rule 31(2)(b), Rule 42(1)(a) or in terms of the

common law. /-)
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6.22. The Second rescission application, on that basis alone, was legally

untenable.

6.23. On the same score this application for leave to appeal, being
premised on the order that emanated from the second rescission
application i.e. the judgment of 14 October 2021 (dismissing the

rescission application), cannot succeed.

ISSUES ON APPEAL NOT RAISED IN COURT A QOU.:

7.
7.1. The Applicants listed the following aspect in the affidavit in support

of its second rescission application:

7.1.1. That the Applicants have resided at the property for a
period of 10 (ten) years and that they regard it as their

home*;

7.1.2. That the Applicants are living on the property with an

elderly person®;

4 Paragraph 6.3 of founding affidavit. r(
5 Paragraph 6.5.2 of founding affidavit U
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8.1. In the supplementary affidavit (which the Applicants filed at a whim
of their own and without leave having been granted) the Applicants,
in addition to the abovementioned, contended that:

8.1.1. the views of the municipality were not provided??;

8.1.2. the Applicant would “be able to convince the Honourable
Court through case law and authorities about the one-
sidedness of the scale of sequestration laws in South Africa
as oppose to other countries when it comes to protection
of creditors leaving the debtors absolutely out in the cold,
hence the need for the inclusion of a constitutional remedy
in sequestration related disputes.1l”

8.1.3. lastly, the Applicants contended that they “would have
been able to address the Honourable Court about the
importance of the housing laws affirming that for an
eviction to be just and equitable an Honourable Judge must
consider whether homelessness may result should eviction
be granted.1?”

10 paragraph 12.2.4 of supplementary affidavit ﬂ

11 paragraph 12.2.5 of supplementary affidavit

12 paragraph 12.2.6 of supplementary affidavit
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12.

12.1. From a reading of the judgment of the Court a gou (dated 14
October 2021), it is evident that the Honourable Court considered
the circumstances raised by the Applicants in the affidavits, and,
notwithstanding the aforesaid, dismissed the second rescission

application.

12.2. The Court a gou, however, took the circumstances into consideration
when affording the Applicants an opportunity within which to vacate

the property.

12.3. In Paragraph 16 of the Judgment (dated 14 October 2021) it is
recorded that: “the matter was heard on 1 September 2021 and at
the date of the handing down of this judgment, the Applicants would

have had sufficient time to find alternative accommodation.”

12.4. The Judgment was handed down, as indicated herein above, on 14

October 2021.

13.

From a reading of the, full, background herein, the First and Second
Respondents have obtained an eviction order as far back as 3 October 2019
and has by way of the persistent, with respect, irregular and ill-fated

applications frustrated the enforcement of the eviction order for a period of

two and a half years. ﬂ /]





21

16.

AD PARAGRAPH 1.2 THEREOF:

16.1. It is correct that the Applicants continued to apply for a rescission
of the order of 14 August 2020 (dismissing the first rescission
application), which resulted in the order of 14 October 2021

(dismissing the second rescission application).

16.2. Other than for the aforesaid the content hereof is noted.

17.

AD PARAGRAPH 1.3 THEREOF:

The content hereof is noted.

18.

AD PARAGRAPH 2.1 THEREOF:

18.1. The Court a gou did not disregard any factors.

18.2. The Court a gou granted an order dismissing a rescission

application.





20.4.

20.5.

20.6.

20.7.

23

The Applicants were obliged to set out their case in the founding

papers, in the second rescission application, and not for the first

time in the application for leave to appeal.

The contentions raised in the paragraph under reply is not of a legal

nature, not contained in the affidavit in support of the second

rescission application and not corroborated by any evidence.

Section 4(7) of the PIE Act enjoins a court from making an eviction
order only in the event that it is of the opinion that it is just and
equitable to do so taking into consideration the relevant

circumstances.

The Court a gou considered all raised circumstances.

21.

AD PARAGRAPH 2.3 TO 3.2 AND 2 (sic) THEREOF:

21.1.

21.3.

The content hereof is denied for the reasons listed herein above.

The listed aspects go beyond the evidence in the Second Rescission

application.

The Court a gou, other than for the aforesaid, considered all raised

circumstances. [Q/ }/

/,
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CONSTITUTIONAL COURT OF SOUTH AFRICA
(HELD IN CONSTITUTIONAL HILL, JOHANNESBURG)

CASENR: (T H':,'J’J/ZZ
In the matter between:

SUNIL DUTT SEWPERSAD

(ID NR: 681108 5097 081) First Applicant
VINODTHA SEWPERSAD

(ID NR: 750807 0092 080) Second Applicant
And

LEON NAUDE N.O First Respondent
MARC BRADLEY BEGINSEL N.O Second Respondent

THE CITY OF JOHANNESBURG
METROPOLITAL MUNICIPALITY Third Respondent

RESPONDENTS APPLICATION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME DIRECTED TO THE
HONOURABLE CHIEF JUSTICE OF THE CONSTITUTIONAL COURT OF SOUTH

AFRICA

TAKE NOTICE THAT the above mentioned Respondent intends applying to the
Honourable Chief Justice of the Constitutional Court of South Africa for an order in the

following terms:





a) That the above Honourable Court, or the Honourable Chief Justice of the
Constitutional Court of South Africa extend the time for the Respondent to
respond, in writing, setting out the grounds for the Respondent’s opposition
to the Applicant’s application for leave to appeal, which time is provided for

in Rule 19(4)(a) of the Rules of the Constitutional Court;

b) That the Respondent’'s non-compliance with Rule 19(4)(a) of the Rules of

the Constitutional Court be, and is hereby, condoned;
c) Further and/or alternative relief.

DATED AT PRETORIA ON THIS THE |% ‘DAY OF MAY 2022.

VEZI & DE BEER ATTORNEYS

RESPONDENT’S ATTORNEYS

_ 319 ALPINE WAY

o :'-::CORNER ALPINE AND SOUTHVILLAGE ROADS
| . LYNNWOOD
PRETORIA

TEL: 012 3615640

REF EDBNVDP/ MAT54276

EMAIL wﬂhe@vemdebeer co.za





AND TO:

AND TO:

THE REGISTRAR OF THE ABOVE HONOURABLE COURT
CONSTITUTIONAL HILL, JOHANNESBURG

generaloffice@concourt.org.za

SUNIL DUTT SEWPERSAD
FIRST APPLICANT IN PERSON
5 VAAL HARTS STREET
BRACKENDOWNS

ALBERTON

JOHANNESBURG

2001

TEL: 011 298 8500

CELL: 062 253 6024

EMAIL: vinodthas@gmail.com





IN THE CONSTITUTIONAL COURT OF THE REPUBLIC OF THE
REPUBLIC OF SOUTH AFRICA

Case Number: CCT119/2022

In the matter between:

SUNIL DUTT SEWPERSAD First Applicant
(ID. NO.: 681108 5097 081)

VINODTHA SEWPERSAD Second Applicant
(ID. NO.: 750807 0092 080)

And

LEON NAUDE N.O. First Respondent
MARC BRADLEY BEGINSEL N.O. Second Respondent
THE CITY OF JOHANNESBURG - Third Respondent

METROPOLITAN MUNICIPALITY

AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF APPLICATION OF EXTENSION OF TIME AND
CONDONATION

I, the undersigned,






WILLEM JACOBUS DU PLESSIS

do hereby declare under oath and state that:

1.1.

1.2.

1.3.

1.4.

1.
I am an adult male practicing attorney employed by Vezi & De Beer
Incorporated at 319 Alpine Way, Cnr South Village Street, Lynnwood,

Pretoria

Vezi & De Beer Incorporated is the attorneys of Record for the

Respondent in the above mentioned proceedings.

The contents of this affidavit are within my personal knowledge,
uniess the contrary is indicated or appear from the context, and ar

to the best of my knowledge and belief true and correct.

I depose to this affidavit in support of an application for the extension
of time allowed for the Respondent in to, in writing, respond to the

Applicant’s Application for Leave to Appeal.





1.5. At the outset I wish to confirm that it was never the intention of the
Respondent, or the Respondent’s attorney, to disregard the rules of

the above Honourable Court.

2.
The Applicant filed an Application for Leave to Appeal in terms of Rule 19

in the above Honourable Court on 3 May 2022.

In terms of Rule 19 a Respondent in an Application for Leave to Appeal is
to respond in writing within 10 days of the lodging of an application for

leave to appeal, stating the grounds for such an opposition.

Our client was only available to sing the answering affidavit on 18 May 2022

making it that filing of the answering affidavit is late by 1(one) day.

I confirm that the Respondent is/was not dilatory in its approach to this
matter. This matter has a long history and according to the processes of
the Respondent, instructions must first be obtained to proceed with the

matter including the consultation with Counsel. \
N





The Answering affidavit should have been filed on/or before 17 May 2022.
Making the filing of the Answering affidavit on 18 May 2022 late by 1(one)

day as stated above, with no prejudice to the Applicant.

In the premises the indulgence of this Honourable Court and the
Honourable Chief Justice will be sought in terms of which the Respondent
to be granted extension of time to provide its written response stating the

grounds for opposition as provided for in Rule 19(4)(a).

DATED AT PRETORIA ON THIS THE ........ DAY OF MAY 2022

DEPONENT

I certify that the deponent has acknowledged that he knows and
understands the contents of this affidavit which was signed and sworn to

before. me at /7 EIO/ /T on this the /T 77 day of
C7:{/ ROAR 2022, the regulations contained in

Govergment Notice R1258 published in the Government Gazette No 3619
dated 21 July 1972 (as amended) having been complied with.





COMMISSIONER OF OATHS

- \ ‘\‘ )
FULL NAMES:

_ KARIN MEYER LATEGAN
ADDRESS:\__ | COMMISSIONER OF OATHS
DESIGNATION: PRACTISING ATTORNEY

328 The Hillside, Lynnwood
Pretoria, Gauteng






