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IN THE HIGH COURT OF SOUTH AFRICA
(GAUTENG DIVISION PRETORIA)
(TRIALS / SPECIAL INTERLOCUTORY COURT ROLL)

22 AUGUST 2025

BEFORE THE HONOURABLE JUSTICE (S MYBURGH A J)
JUDGE’S SECRETARY: Kgomotso Moatshe

CONTACT NUMBER: (012) 492 6750

EMAIL ADDRESS: KgMoatshe@judiciary.org.za

ROLL WITH COMMENTS:

ARRIES SA VS RAF 019057/23

Judge’s Notes:

Satisfied with Draft Order uploaded onto Caselines 00-4, save for punitive costs in prayer 3, which should be
argued.

MACEKE R VS RAF 32022/22

Judge’s Notes:

Satisfied with prayers 1 and 3 of the Draft Order uploaded onto Caselines 014-2. Prayer 2 to be argued.

MATSOBANE AK VS RAF 29260/22

Judge’s Notes:

Prepared to grant costs of the application, on a party and party scale. Punitive costs should be argued.

ADAMS R VS RAF 32822/19

Judge’s Notes:

The specific date contained in paragraph 3 of the proposed Draft Order on Caselines 12C-9 should be
deleted. Satisfied with the remainder.
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5. MOKONYANE RM Vs RAF 84507/19

Judge’s Notes:

Satisfied with the Draft Order uploaded on Caselines 31-2.

BALOYI LL VS RAF 033359/25

Judge’s Notes:
Order should follow the following wording:

1. The respondent is declared to be delinquent by reason of its default in failing to engage in mediation
within the terms of the Mediation Directive and Protocol of 22 April 2025 (and its revision) in that it failed to

(provide details).

2. The Respondent is ordered to comply with its obligation to ............... within 10 days of service of this
order.
3. In the event that the Respondent fails to comply as ordered in para 2, the Applicant shall be excused

from engaging in mediation and be forthwith entitled to set down the case on the appropriate default
judgment roll to seek:

3.1. An order holding the plaintiff/defendant/respondent in contempt of this order,

3.2. An order striking out the claim/defence of the plaintiff/defendant/respondent

3.3. An order dismissing the claim/granting relief in terms of the particulars of claim.

3.4. An order of costs on the attorney and client scale

4, The Respondent is ordered to pay the costs of this application on the High Court party and party

scale (scale ).

PHOLOTO LR VS RAF 15851/20

Judge’s Notes:

No access to Caselines.

COLLING M Vs RAF 9192/20

Judge’s Notes:

Satisfied with Draft Order uploaded on Caselines 053-8.

VILAGAZI DA Vs RAF 55892/19

Judge’s Notes:

Not satisfied with prayers 2 and 3 of the Draft Order uploaded on Caselines 026-8. Punitive costs should be
argued.



10.

11.

12,

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

VAN WYKR Vs RAF 017701/22

Judge’s Notes:

Prayer 2 of the proposed Draft Order on Caselines 12.2-1a-4 should be Scale A.

MBHIZA D VS RAF 078686/24

Judge’s Notes:

Satisfied with prayers 1 and 3 of the Draft Order uploaded on Caselines 12.1:1a-5. Prayer 2 to be argued.

QANGA M Vs RAF 055734/24

Judge’s Notes:

Satisfied with prayers 1 and 4 of the Draft Order uploaded on Caselines 12.1:1a-5. Prayers 2 and 3 should be
argued. The Court requires detailed argument on whether the Rule 21 Notice is in compliance with the said
rule.

MAHLANGU SP VS RAF 024091/24

Judge’s Notes:

See previous remarks in matter supra. Similarly applicable in the present matter.

MOTLA ME Vs RAF 103149/23

Judge’s Notes:

See previous remarks in matter supra. Similarly applicable in the present matter. In addition, the relevance
of the documents listed in the Rule 35(3) Notice, should be argued fully.

MASIZA SV VS RAF 70468/19

Judge’s Notes:

Satisfied with the Draft Order uploaded on Caselines 0-1. No cost order is sought for the application.

NYAMKAPA LC VS RAF 34985/21

Judge’s Notes:

Follow the wording of the Draft Order referred to supra. Not inclined to grant punitive costs. Costs should
thus be argued.

MTHETHWA EA Vs RAF 43068/18

Judge’s Notes:



18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24,

See notes in previous matter.

NGWENYA MT

VS

RAF

54717/15

Judge’s Notes:

Satisfied with Draft Order on Caselines 42-2.

E MILAZA

Vs

RAF

18946/19

Judge’s Notes:

Satisfied with Draft Order on Caselines 39-2.

MOKGOTHO MD

Vs

RAF

58249/17

Judge’s Notes:

Satisfied with Draft Order on Caselines 42-2.

SHONGWE SG

VS

RAF

18458/18

Judge’s Notes:

Satisfied with Draft Order on Caselines 39-2.

SIBIYA EN

Vs

RAF

62704/14

Judge’s Notes:

Satisfied with Draft Order on Caselines 39-2.

MOKWANE N

VS

RAF

047111/24

Judge’s Notes:

Satisfied with Draft Order on Caselines 04-8

TSHABALALA LP

VS

RAF

029317/24

Judge’s Notes:

Satisfied with prayers 1 and 2 of the Notice of Motion.



25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

SEPINARE TPE VS RAF

32709/22

Judge’s Notes:

Delete the reference to the trial date in the proposed Draft Order on Caselines 0-4. Satisfied with the

remainder.

TYSON TK Vs RAF 130508/23
Judge’s Notes:

Prayer 2 of the Draft Order uploaded on Caselines 008-1 to be argued.

MOCUMI PB VS RAF 16355/17
Judge’s Notes:

Satisfied with the Draft Order uploaded on Caselines 0-1. No cost order in the Draft Order.

DAWIDS MM Vs RAF 3241/21
Judge’s Notes:

Satisfied with the Draft Order uploaded on Caselines 12-13.

THEUNISSEN J VS RAF 39871/15
Judge’s Notes:

Only prepared to compel attendance of a pre-trial. Matter should thus be argued.

MOHAMMED H VS RAF 3948/22

Judge’s Notes:

Satisfied with prayers 1 and 2 of the proposed Draft Order uploaded on Caselines 012-13. Prayer 3 should

be argued. Not inclined to grant punitive costs per prayer 4. Costs should thus be argued.

SNYMAN PCW VS RAF

7229/14

Judge’s Notes:

Satisfied with prayers 1 and 3 of the proposed Draft Order uploaded on Caselines 12B-11. Prayer 2 should

be argued.



32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

KHUMALO P VS RAF 11900/21

Judge’s Notes:

Satisfied with Draft Order on Caselines B-7.

MOGOFE MBF Vs RAF 53465/20

Judge’s Notes:

Satisfied with Draft Order uploaded on Caselines B-7.

PETERSEN JIG Vs RAF 3544/22

Judge’s Notes:

To follow the wording of the Draft Order referred to supra.

SHANGE M VS RAF 16566/21

Judge’s Notes:

To follow the wording of the Draft Order referred to supra.

MTILENI N Vs RAF 37830/21

Judge’s Notes:

Satisfied with Draft Order uploaded on Caselines 0-8 (removal).

HEAVY WEIGHT CIVIL & CONSTRUCTION VS INVICTA CONSTRUCTION CC 29020/19

Judge’s Notes:

Matter is to be argued.

M HENRIQUES & OTHER VS NATIONAL SECURITY & FIRE 14048/22

Judge’s Notes:

Draft Order uploaded on Caselines 012-15 should be properly completed. Satisfied with the prayers
contained therein.

DUBETM Vs RAF 46500/14

Judge’s Notes:

No Caselines access.



1. PHOTOLO MD VS RAF 19937/21

Judge’s Notes:

No Caselines access.



