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SUPPLEMENTARY FOUNDING AFFIDAVIT

I, JOHN HENRY STEENHUISEN, declare under oath:

1. | am an adult male member of Parliament and member of the applicant (the

Democratic Alliance, hereafter ‘the DA’). | am the DA’s Federal Leader and the

Leader of the Opposition in the National Assembly in terms of section 57(2)(d) of

the Constitution. | am duly authorised to depose to this affidavit on the DA's

behalf.



The facts contained in this affidavit are to the best of my belief both true and
correct. They fall within my personal knowledge or are apparent from
documentation under my control (including the contents of the limited Rule 53
record provided), except where the context indicates otherwise. Where | rely on
information provided to me by others, | have obtained confirmatory affidavits,

where possible.

Where | make legal submissions, | do so on the basis of legal advice received

from my legal representatives, which | believe to be correct.

This is the DA’s supplementary founding affidavit, filed in terms of Rule 53(4).
Where a term is defined in the initial founding affidavit, those definitions are

reused here.

The DA is not filing a supplementary notice of motion. It continues to seek the
relief sought in its initial notice of motion, except that it is now seeking a punitive

costs order against the Commissioner and Mr Zuma.
| structure the remainder of this affidavit as follows:

6.1. first, | briefly explain the similar review applications that have followed

this one;

6.2. secondly, | set out the efforts of the applicants to obtain the full Rule 53

record and the Commissioner’s unlawful refusal to provide it;

6.3. thirdly, | go through the limited record that has been provided;
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6.4. fourthly, | explain how even the limited record shows how the parole
decision is unlawful, and how it further justifies the relief sought in the

notice of motion; and

6.5. finally, | deal with the question of remedy and costs.

EVENTS SINCE THE LAUNCH OF THIS APPLICATION

7. This application was launched on an urgent basis on Friday, 10 September 2021.
Since then, similar urgent applications have been launched by other parties, also

seeking to review and set aside the parole decision:

7.1. one by the Helen Suzman Foundation under case number 46468/2021

(launched on 13 September 2021) (‘the HSF application’); and

72, the other by AfriForum NPC under case number 46701/2021 (launched

on 15 September 2021) (‘the AfriForum application’).

8. The parties have agreed that the three applications will be heard together, which
| refer to together as ‘the review applications’. | refer to the DA, the HSF, and

AfriForum together as ‘the applicants’.

9. The review applications are all being opposed by the Commissioner and by

Mr Zuma.

THE RULE 53 RECORD
Introduction

10. The Commissioner has failed to file the full Rule 53 record. Instead, he has filed
only what has come to be called ‘the non-controversial record’, and whicw
\
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12.

13.

‘the limited record’. Portions of documents, apparently containing Mr Zuma'’s
confidential medical information, have been redacted, and some documents may
have been excluded from the record entirely (I say ‘may’ because the
Commissioner has refused to provide a list of documents excluded entirely from

the record, despite numerous requests from the applicants).

The Commissioner claims that he is unable to file the full record for two reasons:

11.1.  The first is that Mr Zuma has objected to the disclosure of what he says
is his confidential medical information, and the Commissioner has taken
the position that he is precluded from disclosing this information without

Mr Zuma'’s consent.

11.2. Secondly, the Commissioner has claimed that some of the documents
are in the possession of the South African Military Health Service

(‘SAMHS’) and that SAMHS has, to date, refused to hand them over.

| am advised that this is unlawful. Mr Zuma does not have a veto over the
disclosure of parts of the Rule 53 record because he feels those parts are
confidential. The Commissioner is the decision-maker and he must disclose the
full record — even if the subject of the decision does not like it, and even if that

subject is the former President of the Repubilic.

Mr Zuma’s refusal to agree to the disclosure of the full record is, moreover,
unreasonable. Both the DA and the HSF have proposed a robust confidentiality
regime in terms of which only the judge and the parties’ lawyers would have
access to the full record, and not the parties themselves or anyone else. Mr Zuma

has point-blank rejected this proposal, without explanation.



14.

15.

In particular, Mr Zuma'’s refusal is unreasonable for the following reasons:

14.1. A lawyers-only confidentiality regime cannot prejudice him, because no

member of the public and no member of the applicants will see the

information he claims is sensitive.

14.2. Confidential information is routinely disclosed in Rule 53 records subject

to confidentiality regimes. Mr Zuma is ably legally advised. He knows

this. He seeks special treatment.

14.3. Mr Zuma takes the view that he is entitled to medical parole based on
his medical information, but then maintains that anyone who wishes to

interrogate the lawfulness of that decision is not entitled to see that

information. This is self-serving and unreasonable.

Classification and the fact that another party may have some of the items in the

record are equally not bases for failing to provide them:

15.1. Classification may be a justification for a confidentiality regime. It can

never be a justification to refuse to provide the record even to the Court

and the parties’ legal representatives.

15.2. It is difficult to understand how the Commissioner does not have copies
of documents he relied on to take the decision. If SAMHS documents
were before him when he decided to grant Mr Zuma medical parole, he

should have copies. But even if he does not, mechanisms exist in the

rules to obtain copies.



16. It is difficult to escape the conclusion that Mr Zuma, aided by the Commissioner,
wishes to draw the applicants into protracted interlocutory battles regarding the
disclosure of the record in order to delay the hearing of the main review

application.

17. The DA will not take the bait. While the DA objects to the Commissioner’s failure
to file the full record, and places on record its concern that the Commissioner
appears to value the wishes of Mr Zuma over his obligation to comply with the
rules, even the limited record shows that the parole decision is patently unlawful.
The DA has elected to proceed with the review on the basis of the limited record

only, as it is permitted to do. The other applicants have elected to do the same.

Efforts to obtain the full record

18. The Commissioner’s failure to file the full record is not for want of trying on the

part of the DA and the other applicants. In this section, | describe those efforts.

19. The notice of motion (filed on Friday, 10 September 2021) required the Rule 53
record to be filed a week later, by Friday, 17 September. The Commissioner

failed to file anything by this deadline.

20. On Monday, 20 September 2021, the DA launched an urgent interlocutory
application to compel the filing of the record. The following day, on Tuesday, 21

September 2021, Mr Zuma filed a notice of intention to oppose.

21. The DA set its interlocutory application down on Tuesday, 28 September 2021,
the same day that the HSF and AfriForum had set down the Part As of their

applications, which also sought to compel production of the record.



22. On Wednesday, 22 September 2021, the Commissioner’s attorneys wrote to the

23,

24.

applicants’ attorneys —

22.1.

22.2.

22.3.

22.4.

22.5;

stating that they ‘[held] instructions not to oppose part A in all three

matters and comply with your request for reasons in terms of Rule 53’

stating that they ‘[were] in the process of compiling the report and also
taking instructions on the status of some of the documents that should

be included in the record’;

explaining that the Commissioner had been unable to comply with the
deadlines set by the applicants for the production of the record on

account of various administrative issues;

promising that ‘the record as called upon by all the Applicants in terms
of Rule 53 [would] be ready by Tuesday the 28th September 2021, and
shall be made available to the parties subject to any directives that may
be sought by [the Commissioner] and issued by the Deputy Judge

President’; and

proposing that the parties seek a hearing with the Deputy Judge
President (‘the DJP’) ‘for a directive on how this matter should proceed
and to further request a special allocation, if the parties so wish’ and

proposed that the meeting be held on 28 September 2021.

A copy of the Commissioner’s letter is annexed marked ‘DAT'.

The following day, on Thursday, 23 September 2021, the DA’s attorneys wrote

to the DJP, copying in the parties in the three applications — \



24.1. explaining background of the three matters;
24.2. proposing a case-management meeting; and

24.3. stating that the DA would not enrol its urgent interlocutory application on
28 September, given the Commissioner's commitment to providing the

Rule 53 record on that day.
25. A copy of this letter is annexed marked ‘DA2'.

26. But later on Thursday, 23 September 2021, the Commissioner’s attorneys wrote
to the parties, stating that ‘some of the information in our possession is subject
to confidentiality and classification protocol and may very well need a ruling by
the DJP/ADJP on how it is handled’ and that after meeting with the DJP on 28
September, ‘subject to the directives and/or ruling by the DJP/ADJP, then the
record will be dealt with accordingly’. A copy of this letter is annexed marked

‘DA3’.

27. This constituted a departure from the Commissioner’s promise in his letter of 22
September 2021, which was that the record would be provided on 28 September.
Now, ‘directions’ would be sought from the DJP on that day, only after which the

record would be provided.

28. On Sunday, 26 September 2021, the DA’s attorneys wrote to the Commissioner,
demanding that the entire record be produced on 28 September, failing which
demanding that the Commissioner indicate by 12h00 on Monday, 27 September
2021, the directions it would seek from the DJP and in respect of which portions

of the record. | annex a copy of the letter, together with a copy of the letter from

\
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29.

30.

31.

32.

the HSF’s attorneys to which the DA’s letter refers (without annexures), marked

‘DA4’. The Commissioner did not respond to this letter or the HSF’s letter.

On 27 September 2021 Mr Zuma'’s attorneys sent a letter to the Minister and the
Commissioner, copied to the Applicants (attached marked ‘DAS5’). The letter
demanded ‘that the Minister and/or National Commissioner should furnish us
with an undertaking that, unless ordered to do so by a competent court of law ...
no confidential information which belongs to our client will be released without

his consent, which is hereby specifically withheld.’

Tuesday, 28 September 2021 came and went, and the Commissioner failed to
provide the record in any form. The parties scheduled a case-management

meeting with the DJP at 10h00 on Thursday, 30 September 2021.

On 29 September 2021, the DA’s attorneys wrote to the other parties, proposing
a timeline for the further conduct of the matter in anticipation of the case-
management meeting scheduled for the following day. A copy of this letter is
annexed marked ‘DA6’'. The DA proposed inter alia that ‘[t]he dispute concerning
the provision of the Rule 53 record’ be resolved at the following day’s case-

management meeting and that the record be provided on 1 October 2021.

At 9h25 on Thursday, 30 September 2021 (i.e., half an hour before the case-
management meeting was to begin) Mr Zuma’s attorneys wrote to the parties,
stating that Mr Zuma ‘feels very strongly that the dispute about the disclosure of
his private and confidential medical information cannot simply be decided by the
Honourable DJP in chambers’ and that the dispute ‘will have to be referred to

proper adjudication in court’. A copy of this letter is annexed marked ‘DAT’.
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33.

34.

At 10h00 on Thursday, 30 September 2021, counsel representing the applicants,
the Commissioner, and Mr Zuma met with the DJP over Microsoft Teams. | annex
a copy of the minutes of the meeting marked ‘DA8’. Ms Elzanne Mureen Jonker,
the attorney in charge of this matter for the DA, was in attendance and will
depose to a confirmatory affidavit confirming the accuracy of the minute. The
other applicants have expressly confirmed the accuracy of the minute, and the

respondents have failed to object.

The minute of the meeting speaks for itself. Of note:

34.1. The Commissioner admitted that he was obliged to disclose the Rule 53
record, but stated that it contains confidential medical information,
classified information, and information that is in the possession of the

South African Military Health Service (SAMHS’).

34.2. The Commissioner committed to providing the portions of the record that
did not contain the above sensitive information by Monday, 4 October

2021.

34.3. Mr Zuma’s counsel stated that Mr Zuma does not consent to the release
of any of his medical information. The DA enquired whether Mr Zuma
would consent to the release of his medical information under a
confidentiality regime under which only the parties’ lawyers and the judge
would have access. Mr Zuma’s counsel immediately responded and said

that he would not.
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36.

34.4. The HSF stated that Mr Zuma cannot reasonably reject any and all
confidentiality regimes without even considering proposals from the

applicants.

34.5. Mr Zuma's counsel requested that the Commissioner consult with him
as to the content of the limited Rule 53 record before disclosing it, and

the Commissioner’s counsel agreed. The DA objected to this.

34.6. The DJP directed that the Commissioner file the sanitised Rule 53 record
by Monday, 4 October 2021, and that the parties attempt to reach
agreement in respect of the confidentiality of the remaining portions of

the record.

At 11h16 on Monday, 4 October 2021, the Commissioner’s attorneys circulated
the limited record via email. Portions apparently containing Mr Zuma'’s medical
information have been redacted. The limited record also contains the
Commissioner's reasons, which are not redacted. | deal with the contents of the

limited record, and the reviews grounds it generates, below.

On Tuesday, 5 October 2021, in accordance with the DJP’s directive, the DA’s
attorneys proposed a robust lawyers-only confidentiality regime for the
remainder of the record, in terms of which only the parties’ lawyers and the judge
would have access. The DA's attorneys sought a response by the following
morning, failing which the DA would assume that no further portion of the record
would be forthcoming under any conditions. | annex a copy of the relevant letter

marked ‘DA9’.
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37.

38.

On Wednesday, 6 October 2021, the Commissioner responded. | annex a copy
of the letter marked ‘DA10’ He made it clear that he considered that Mr Zuma
had a veto over the disclosure, in any form, of information he considered

sensitive. | quote the relevant portions of the letter:

‘We need to record that we have been served with a letter dated the 27th
September 2021, where all the parties were copied, wherein the legal
representatives of [Mr Zuma] explicitly put it on record that they are denying
us consent to divulge the medical reports and/or records of their client
without his consent. It was made clear that we can only do that through a
court order. In that regard, we are hamstrung and constrained by the refusal
of the Former President and his legal representatives to give us consent to

divulge the medical reports and/or records.

The other issue that impedes our disclosure of the whole record is the fact
that we have been informed by [SAMHS] that they are the custodian of the
medical records of the Former President as they have been entrusted with
the responsibility of providing health care services to all Presidents, and
Former and current Presidents of the Republic of South Africa. We were
informed by SAHMS that those documents are classified as top secret and
therefore they cannot just be disclosed.

We are, as the legal representatives of the National Commissioner, in
principle, in agreement with the confidentiality regime as proposed by both
the legal representatives of the HSF and the DA but we are of the view that
presently it will not assist us as the legal representatives of the Former
President have denied us consent to produce those medical records

without a court order.’

On Thursday, 7 October 2021, the DA’s attorneys emailed the attorneys for the
other parties, responding to the Commissioner’s letter of the previous day,
reserving the DA’s rights, and proposing that a case-management meeting be

held the following day. A copy of the email is annexed marked ‘DA11’. ;\
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39.

On Friday, 8 October 2021, a second case-management meeting was held over
Microsoft Teams. | annex a copy of the draft minutes of the meeting marked
‘DA12'. The Minute was prepared by the Applicant’s Junior Counsel and
circulated to all Counsel. Only the Counsel for the Applicants reverted with
regards to their acceptance of the Minute. Ms Jonker was present and she will

confirm the accuracy of the minute in her confirmatory affidavit. Of note:

39.1. The minutes of the meeting of 30 September (a copy of which is annexed
above marked ‘DA7’) were accepted without objection, subject to
Mr Zuma’s counsel stating that it omitted some information but without
specifying the nature of the information. | deny that the minute omitted

any material information.

39.2. The Commissioner's counsel confirmed that, absent a court order, he
would not be able to disclose the remainder of the record, given Mr
Zuma'’s failure to consent and given that some documentation was in the

possession of SAMHS.

39.3. The applicants all confirmed that they intend to proceed with their review
applications on the basis of the limited record, and that they would not

seek disclosure of any additional portion of the record.

39.4. Both the Commissioner’s counsel and Mr Zuma's counsel admitted that
the applicants were permitted to proceed to their reviews on the basis of

the limited record.

39.5. The DJP, with the agreement of the parties, handed down directions

pertaining to the exchange of papers and the hearing date.

.
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Conclusion

40.

M,

42.

The Commissioner's conduct sets a dangerous precedent. When taken on
review, a decision-maker can refuse to provide sensitive portions of the Rule 53
record because the subject of the decision unreasonably refuses to consent to
disclosure, even under a robust confidentiality regime that cannot possibly
prejudice him. In order to obtain the full record, the applicant must then go to

court to force disclosure.

This makes it all too easy for decision-makers to insulate their decisions from
review — as appears to be the intention of Mr Zuma in this case, aided by a supine

Commissioner.

| am advised that the correct position is that it is unlawful for a decision-maker to
refuse to disclose any portion of a Rule 53 record only because the subject of
the decision refuses to consent. A decision-maker must always disclose the
entire Rule 53 record — if necessary, under a confidentiality regime — over the
objection of the subject of the decision, unless the subject of the decision obtains
a court order directing otherwise. It is for the subject of the decision to go to court

to prevent disclosure. It is not for the applicant to go to court to obtain disclosure.

This is the correct interpretation of Rule 53, in light of the constitutional rights of

access to courts and administrative justice.



WHAT THE RULE 53 RECORD REVEALS

Introduction

43.

44,

45.

Fortunately, in this case the parole decision is so patently unlawful that even the
limited record significantly bolsters the DA’s grounds of review and fully justifies
the relief sought in the notice of motion. In this section, | traverse what the Rule
53 record shows about the chronology of the parole decision. In the following
section, | analyse the additional grounds of review generated by the limited

record.

In short, what the Rule 53 record reveals is a concerted effort by SAMHS, the
Commissioner, and various officials at the Department of Correctional Services
(‘the Department’), often working over weekends, to procure medical parole for
Mr Zuma — despite the fact that he did not qualify for it. This effort began from
the day Mr Zuma was admitted to prison and did not let up until he obtained

medical parole.

It goes without saying that no other prisoner receives this sort of treatment. Only

Mr Zuma does.

The facts leading up to the parole decision

46.

47.

It will be remembered that Mr Zuma eventually turned himself in late on
Wednesday, 7 July 2021, and that he was admitted to the Estcourt Correctional

Centre as an inmate in the early hours of Thursday, 8 July.

This is confirmed by the admission form of the Estcourt Correctional Centre for

Mr Zuma, a copy of which is annexed marked ‘DA13’.
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48.

49.

50.

Mr Zuma was examined by Dr QSM Mafa on behalf of SAMHS on the day he
was admitted (Thursday, 8 July 2021). In a report dated that day (a copy of which

is annexed marked ‘DA14’), SAMHS made the following recommendation:

‘This report is hereby recommend ([sic] that Mr Zuma be moved to a
specialist medical facility high care unit to be assessed further to ensure his
health is not jeopardised during this period. It is further recommended that
a thorough specialist medical investigation be done to verify and rule out

other challenges that could have been missed during the examination.

Your cooperation in this matter will be highly appreciated as this will prevent
any embarrassment to the government should anything happen.to Mr

Zuma.’

Of note:

49.1. The recommendation is that Mr Zuma be moved to a high-care unit not
because he has a terminal illness or because he is physically
incapacitated (the medical requirements for medical parole), but for

further assessment.

49.2. It cannot be emphasised enough that the very day that Mr Zuma is

admitted as an inmate, SAMHS recommends that he be immediately

checked out again ‘to be assessed’. Ordinary prisoners do not receive

this sort of treatment.

But this request was not granted immediately, given that Mr Zuma appears only
to have left the Estcourt Correctional Centre for the first time on 22 July 2021 to
attend a funeral. This is confirmed by the admission form annexed above as

‘DA13".
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51.

52.

53.

On Friday, 9 July 2021, SAMHS wrote to the head of the Estcourt Correctional
Centre. A copy of the letter is annexed marked ‘DA15’. SAMHS requested that
Mr GM Moloisi, a paramedic, be ‘granted permission to monitor him on a daily
basis and alert the doctors and specialists immediately of any changes should
there be any during this period while he is in your facility’. We invite the
Commissioner to confirm whether (a) permission was granted, and (b) whether

Mr Zuma was examined on a daily basis by Mr Moloisi.

Almost two weeks passed. On Thursday, 22 July 2021, Mr Zuma was permitted
to leave the Estcourt Correctional Centre to attend a funeral and returned the

same day. This is confirmed by the admission form annexed above as ‘DA12’.

The following Wednesday, 28 July 2021, SAMHS drafted a further medical report
relating to Mr Zuma. A copy is annexed marked ‘DA16’ Its conclusions were as

follows:

‘Taking the abovementioned medical conditions into consideration, there is
a fear that [Mr Zuma'’s] condition may further deteriorate if intervention is
delayed. As a result of this report, it is hereby recommended that Mr Zuma
be moved to a specialist medical facility to be assessed further by
specialists under presidential medical team [sic] for proper investigations

and to optimise therapy for better outcome [sic].

This is not a final report; the comprehensive medical report will follow once
all the investigations have been conducted by the specialist. The specialists
will also determine other investigations as necessary. The final report by
the Specialist Medical Panel will assist towards further interventions;

prognosis and application for Medical Parole.’

)



54,

99.

56.

57.

Once again, there is no indication in this report that Mr Zuma suffers from a

terminal iliness or is physically incapacitated.

On the same day (i.e., Wednesday, 28 July 2021), Dr Mafa applied for medical
parole on behalf of Mr Zuma. A copy of the application is annexed marked

‘DA17’. Of note:

55.1. While this is not completely clear from the limited record, it appears that
only the SAMHS medical report of 8 July 2021 (a copy of which is

annexed above marked ‘DA74’) was annexed to the application.

55.2. The application was based solely on Dr Mafa’s examination of Mr Zuma

of 8 July 2021. Mr Zuma was not examined by any specialist.

55.3. While Dr Mafa claimed that Mr Zuma was suffering from a terminal
disease or condition which was chronic and progressive, he did not claim
that it had deteriorated permanently or that it had reached an irreversible
state (section 5(d)). He merely claimed that Mr Zuma’s condition had

progressively deteriorated since 2018 (section 5(g)).

55.4. Dr Mafa expressly stated that Mr Zuma was not physically or functionally

incapacitated (section 6.1).

Paired with Mr Zuma’s application was a consent form, signed by Mr Zuma, for
the sharing of his medical information. A copy of the form is annexed marked

‘DA18’.

It appears that Mr Zuma'’s application for medical parole was submitted to the
operational manager of the Estcourt Correctional Centre. On 29 July 2021,\1@\_}
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recommended that Mr Zuma be placed on medical parole. A copy of the

recommendation is annexed marked ‘DA19'. Of note:

57.1. He took note of the report from SAMHS of 28 July 2021, which
‘suggested that Mr Zuma be urgently transferred to Military hospital in

Pretoria [sic]'.

57.2. His recommendation that Mr Zuma be placed on medical parole was

based on the following:

‘The report written by his medical team stating that Mr Zuma has
number of comorbidities including [REDACTED] [sic].

[REDACTED)]

Mr Zuma needs tertiary health care services that Correctional

Services is not providing.

His conditions need to be closely monitored by Specialist, and
should his condition complicate during the night it will take time

for him to access relevant health services.’

57.3. It bears emphasis that this recommendation is not on the basis that Mr
Zuma has a terminal iliness or is physically incapacitated. It is on the
basis that he has a ‘number of comorbidities’, that he needs ‘tertiary
health care services that Correctional Services is not providing’, and it is

possible that his condition might ‘complicate during the night'.

58. A week later, on Thursday, 5 August 2021, SAMHS addressed a further medical

report to the Commissioner. A copy is annexed marked ‘DA20’. Of note:



58.1. Mr Zuma had been examined by a ‘medical team’ after Mr Zuma
‘complained of chest pains and coughing’, which had begun at noon that

day ‘while sitting’.

58.2. SAMHS requested that Mr Zuma be moved to ‘a military medical facility

the latest on the 06 August 2021’ on the following basis:

‘Taking the abovementioned medical conditions into
consideration, there is a fear that his condition is deteriorating. As
a result of this, it is hereby recommended that Mr Zuma be moved
to a specialist medical facility as matter of urgency to be assessed
and managed further by specialists under presidential medical
team in order to avert a crisis looming if his medical condition is
attended to. Proper investigations are urgently required to
determine the therapy required for better management and

outcome.’

58.3. Once again, no mention is made of a terminal medical condition or
physical incapacity — merely to a fear’ that Mr Zuma'’s ‘condition’ might

be ‘deteriorating’.

59. This request was acceded to. Mr Zuma’s admission form (already annexed
above as ‘DA13’) confirms that he was permitted to leave the Estcourt
Correctional Centre on Thursday, 5 August to go to hospital. Other documents

indicate that Mr Zuma went to the private Mediclinic Heart Hospital in Pretoria.

60. A week later, on Friday 13 August 2021, Mr Zuma was examined by Mr Moloisi

and two medical officers, Dr Motene and Dr Mdutywa.

61. The following day, on Saturday, 14 August 2021, Mr Zuma underwent a surgical

procedure. \\\/\
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62. On Tuesday, 17 August 2021, Mr Zuma was examined by a surgeon, Mr Moloisi

and Dr Motene.

63. On Monday, 23 August 2021, Dr LJ Mphatswe, a member of the Medical Parole
Advisory Board (defined in the initial founding affidavit as ‘the Board' and
referred to in various documents as the ‘MPAB’), recommended to the Board
that Mr Zuma be released on medical parole after examining him. A copy of the

recommendation is annexed marked ‘DA21’. Of note:

63.1. Dr Mphatswe referred to the two examinations of Mr Zuma that took

place on 14 and 17 August 2021.
63.2. He recommended the granting of medical parole on the following basis:

‘The Applicant being Mr JG Zuma, 79 years of age present as
stated herein above a complex medical condition which
predispose him to unpredictable medical fallouts or events of
high-risk clinical picture. He is of old age and generally looks
unwell and lethargic. The total outlook of his complex medical
conditions and associated factors in an environment limited to
support his optimum care is of extreme concern. More worrisome
is the unpredictability of his plausible life threatening cardiac and
neurological events. The risk for potential surgery has become in
my assessment a personal one albeit a potentially development
of a malignant condition arising from a high grade ileocecal and
colon lesion exists. In the main and primarily in summation of the
total clinical assessment motivated by high risk factors. | wish to
recommend that the applicant be released on Medical Parole with
immediate effect, because his clinical picture presents
unpredictable health conditions constituting a continuum of

clinical conditions. Sufficient evidence has also arisen from the
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64.

65.

66.

detailed clinical reports submitted by the treating Specialists to

support the above-stated recommendation.’

63.3. It bears emphasis, once again, that this recommendation does not assert
that Mr Zuma is terminally ill or that he is incapacitated. The concern,
rather, seems to be that he might suddenly need medical attention that

the Estcourt Correctional Centre cannot itself provide.

On Thursday, 26 August 2021, the Board met, considered Mr Zuma'’s application
for medical parole and decided not to recommend the granting of parole on the
basis that it ‘did not have sufficient information to reach a decision’. It requested

additional information. A copy of its recommendation is annexed marked ‘DA22’.

On Saturday, 28 August 2021, the Board met again, considering Mr Zuma's
application in the light of additional information received, and again decided not
to recommend the granting of medical parole, again on the basis that it still ‘did
not have sufficient information to reach a decision’. It, once again, requested

additional information. A copy of the recommendation is annexed marked ‘DA23'.

On Monday, 30 August 2021, the Surgeon General, on behalf of SAMHS,
submitted a number of medical reports (presumably to the Board), together with

the following statement in a covering letter:

‘It is the view of- the Surgeon General that these reports taken individually
may paint a picture of a patient whose condition is under control but all
together reflect a precarious medical situation especially for optimisation of

each one of them.

We will remember that the patient was fairly optimised prior to his
incarceration and it took only four weeks for his condition to deteriorate such

that his glucose, blood pressure and kidney function went complete\y out of
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kilter. The Surgeon General believes that the patient will be better managed

and optimised under different circumstances than presently prevailing.’

67. A copy of the covering letter is annexed marked ‘DA24’. Of note, once again, the
absence of any reference to a terminal iliness or incapacity. Rather, the Surgeon
General concedes that Mr Zuma'’s ‘condition is under control’. He thinks his
condition ‘will be better managed and optimised’ outside of prison. The concern
is not that Mr Zuma is terminally ill. The concern is that he can obtain better care

out of prison.

68. On Thursday, 2 September 2021, the Board met and decided to recommend
against the granting of medical parole. A copy of the second page of the
recommendation is annexed marked ‘DA25’ (the first page was withheld). | quote

the recommendation in full:

‘DECISION
Recommended / Not recommended based on the following:

The MPAB appreciates the assistance from all specialists with provision of
the requested reports. The board also notes and appreciates the use of
aliases and has treated all submitted reports as those pertaining to the
applicant. From the information received, the applicant suffers from multiple
comorbidities. His treatment has been optimised and all conditions have
been brought under control. From the available information in the reports
the conclusion reached by the MPAB is that the applicant is stable and does
not qualify for medical parole according to the Act. The MPAB is open to
consider other information, should it become available. The MPAB can only

make its recommendations based on the Act.’

69. On the same day (2 September 2021), a ‘social work suitability report’ was

submitted to the Estcourt Correctional Centre. A copy is annexed marked ‘D]AZG’.
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70.

1.

{2,

73.

On Saturday, 4 September 2021, the KwaZulu-Natal Regional Commissioner of
Correctional Services and the Head of the Estcourt Correctional Services met
with the Commissioner and expressed their concern that the Board had

recommended against the granting of medical parole.

As a result of this engagement, the Commissioner requested the documents
relevant to Mr Zuma'’s application for medical parole. The following documents

were presented to him:

71.1. the three medical reports of SAMHS dated 8 July, 28 July, and 5 August
2021 (copies of which are annexed above marked ‘DA13’, ‘DA14’, and

‘DA15’);

71.2. the report by Dr Mphatswe dated 23 August 2021 (a copy of which is

annexed above marked ‘DA20’);

71.3. the Board’'s recommendation against granting medical parole to

Mr Zuma (a copy of which is annexed above marked ‘DA24’).

Up to this point, the power to grant medical parole in respect of a prisoner serving
a sentence of less than 24 months had been delegated to the head of the relevant
correctional centre. In this regard, | annex a copy of the system of delegations

marked ‘DA27.

On Sunday, 5 September 2021, the Commissioner rescinded the delegation
referred to in the previous paragraph and decided to grant medical parole to Mr
Zuma for the remainder of his sentence. A copy of the reasons for the decision,
together with the instrument containing the decision itself, is annexed marked

‘DA28'. Of note: \
NS
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73.2.

73.3.

73.4.

73.5.

The Commissioner’s reasons (which have not been redacted) indicate
that he did not grant medical parole on the basis that Mr Zuma suffers
from a terminal disease or that he is physically incapacitated (apart from
a perfunctory reference to ‘the criteria in section 79(1) to be placed on
medical parole’ towards the end of the reasons). The Commissioner
acknowledged that Mr Zuma'’s treatment had been optimised and that

his ‘condition’ had been brought under control.

Rather, he granted medical parole on the basis that Mr Zuma suffers
from ‘numerous comorbidities’ that (apparently) require ‘tertiary health
care’ and which cannot be treated to his satisfaction at the hospital

facility in the Estcourt Correctional Centre.

Mr Zuma would not, however, be released into a tertiary hospital. He
would be released to his residence in Nkandla in rural KwaZulu-Natal, to
be cared for by one of his wives, Ms Gloria Bongekile Ngema, a
businesswoman with no medical training (assisted by SAMHS). His

release was not made subject to any medical treatment plan.

Mr Zuma was not placed under house arrest. He merely must be
monitored by the Community Corrections office closest to his residence,
and is precluded from leaving the magisterial district without ‘prior

arrangements’.

The Commissioner appears to have taken the stance that Mr Zuma
deserved a degree of special treatment by virtue of having been

President. In the Commissioner's words:

\
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‘[T]his situation occasioned a unique moment within the history of
Correctional Services, where a former Head of State of the
Republic of South Africa is incarcerated whilst still entitled to

privileges as bestowed by the Constitution.’

Conclusion

74. It seems that Mr Zuma did not spend a day in a prison cell. On his admission on
8 July 2021, he was immediately admitted to the Estcourt Correctional Centre’s
medical facility, where he stayed until he was released to go to hospital less than
a month later on 5 August 2021 (except for the day he was permitted out of the
prison to attend a funeral). He did not return to Estcourt thereafter. If | am

incorrect, | invite the Commissioner to specify in what respects.

75. Officials began to agitate for Mr Zuma’s release for medical reasons literally from
the day that he was incarcerated — before he even formally applied for medical

parole.

76. Mr Zuma fell ill while he was incarcerated, but he received treatment and his
condition has been stabilised. There is no indication anywhere in the limited
record that Mr Zuma satisfies the requirement for medical parole set out in
section 79(1)(a) of the Correctional Services Act, viz that he is ‘suffering from a
terminal disease or condition’, or has been ‘rendered physically incapacitated as
a result of injury, disease or illness so as to severely limit daily activity or inmate
self-care’. The Commissioner's reasons make it clear that he did not grant

medical parole on this basis.
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ADDITIONAL GROUNDS OF REVIEW

77. The Rule 53 record, in the first instance, confirms the ground of review in the
DA's initial founding affidavit: that the Commissioner granted to Mr Zuma medical
parole against the recommendation of the Board. This renders the parole

decision unlawful for the reasons in paragraphs 75 and 76 of that affidavit.

78. It also generates the following additional grounds of review.

Mr Zuma does not satisfy section 79(1)(a) of the Correctional Services Act

79. The record makes it clear that Mr Zuma does not satisfy section 79(1)(a) of the
Correctional Services Act: he does not suffer from a terminal disease or
condition; nor is he physically incapacitated as a result of injury, disease, or

illness so as to limit daily activity or self-care.
80. | begin with the second disjunctive requirement — physical incapacity:

80.1. Mr Zuma did not claim in his application for medical parole that he is
physically incapacitated. In section 5(f) of his application (a copy of which
is annexed above as 'DA16’), it is asked is the offender able / unable
to perform activities of daily living and self care due to the above
mentioned? (If unable, please attach Occupational Therapist’s report)’.
In response, Mr Zuma did not assert that he is so unable, nor did he
attach an occupational therapist’'s report. Rather, it was merely stated
that ‘patient is under full time comprehensive medical care of medical

team’.
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81.

82.

80.2. Similarly, in section 6.1 of his application, Mr Zuma expressly states that

he is not functionally or physically incapacitated.

80.3. The Commissioner did not grant medical parole to Mr Zuma on this

basis.

Mr Zuma also does not satisfy the first disjunctive requirement — a terminal

disease or condition:

81.1. In the Board’s final recommendation, it found that Mr Zuma ‘does not
qualify for medical parole according to the Act’. While he suffers from
‘comorbidities’, his ‘conditions have been brought under control’ and he

is ‘stable’.

81.2. Even the recommendations of Dr Mphatswe and the Surgeon General
do not state that Mr Zuma suffered from a terminal iliness. Both merely
expressed concerns about his general state of health and the quality of

care he would receive at Estcourt.

81.3. The Commissioner did not grant Mr Zuma medical parole based on him

having a terminal illness.

As such, the parole decision is reviewable under sections 6(2)(a)(i), 6(2)(b), and

6(2)()(i) of PAJA, alternatively the principle of legality.

Irrational / unreasonable

83.

It appears that the primary reason for the parole decision was that Mr Zuma
needs (or may need) tertiary medical care that cannot be provided by the

Department or the hospital wing at the Estcourt Correctional Centre. \\/\
\
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84.

85.

86.

87.

88.

89.

| have already explained why this is an illegitimate reason. But regardless of

whether it is legitimate or not, it renders the decision irrational and unreasonable.

This is because Mr Zuma was sent further away from tertiary medical care, not
closer to it. Mr Zuma has been sent to his residence in Nkandla, a place that is
around a two-hour drive away from the closest tertiary hospital, Ngwelezana
Hospital in Empangeni. Nkandla is almost three hours away from another tertiary

hospital, Grey’s in Pietermaritzburg.

By contrast, on his incarceration, Mr Zuma was in the Estcourt Correctional
Centre, a new prison with a state-of-the-art hospital wing. He was then permitted
to go to an outside hospital — apparently the private Mediclinic Heart Hospital in

Pretoria.

If the Commissioner genuinely wished for Mr Zuma to be closer to the best quality
medical care, he would have transferred him to a prison in Johannesburg,
Pretoria, Durban, or Cape Town — not to his residence in rural KwaZulu-Natal,
where his primary caregiver is his businesswoman wife and where he is hours

away from the closest tertiary hospital.

The DA has no objection to Mr Zuma receiving the medical care that he requires.
All prisoners should receive the care they need. But they should receive it while
remaining prisoners. Medical parole exists for a very narrow category of inmate,

not for every inmate who might need to be hospitalised.

As such, the parole decision is reviewable under section 6(2)(f)(ii)(cc) of PAJA
(for not being rationally connected to the information before the administrator),

section 6(2)(f)(ii)(dd) of PAJA (for not being rationally connected to the reasons



given by the administrator), and section 6(2)(h) of PAJA (for being

unreasonable), alternatively for being irrational under the principle of legality.

Ulterior purpose / irrelevant circumstances

90.

91.

92.

The Commissioner’s reasons assert that he granted Mr Zuma medical parole not

because he is terminally ill or physically incapacitated, but because —
90.1. he s ‘79 years old and undeniably a frail old person’,

90.2. he has ‘multiple comorbidities’ that require specialised tertiary health

care that the Department cannot provide;

90.3. he might suddenly fall ill and require medical care that the Department

cannot provide.

But none of these are legitimate reasons to grant medical parole. | am advised
that the purpose of medical parole is to allow an inmate to die with dignity outside
of prison, or to prevent the indignity of living in prison while being utterly
incapacitated. It is not to permit frail’ old people to leave prison, or to allow them
to receive premium healthcare that the prison system cannot provide. Nor does
it apply to inmates who are ill, but not terminally ill. They must be treated while

remaining inmates.

And this is if one believes the reasons given by the Commissioner. The parole
decision is not consistent with the motivation that Mr Zuma be closer to better
medical care because, as set out above, he has been sent to a place that is far
away from tertiary medical care. The facts generate the inference that the real

motivation for the parole decision was nothing more than to permit Mr.Zuma to

~
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leave prison and to go home. This is, of course, an irrelevant and illegitimate

motive.

93. As such, the parole decision is reviewable under section 6(2)(e)(ii) of PAJA (for

being subject to an ulterior purpose or motive), and section 6(2)(e)(iii) of PAJA

(for taking into account irrelevant considerations), alternatively the principle of

legality.

Bias

94. The facts generate an inference of bias or at least a reasonable suspicion of bias

—that Mr Zuma obtained special treatment because he is the politically powerful

former state President and former president of the African National Congress:

94.1.

94.2.

94.3.

944

The facts show numerous state bodies agitating from the day that Mr

Zuma was admitted to prison to secure his release for medical reasons.

When he was granted medical parole, it was for flimsy reasons patently
not permitted by the empowering statute. The decision to send Mr Zuma
to Nkandla is moreover inconsistent with the proposition that he was

released to obtain speciality medical care.

The Commissioner granted Mr Zuma medical parole against the
recommendation of the Board. We invite the Commissioner to indicate
whether, since the creation of the Board, any other prisoner has ever

received medical parole against the Board’'s recommendation.

The Commissioner all but admitted in his reasons that Mr Zuma received

special treatment. he acknowledged that Mr Zuma’s situation was a

ol



95.

‘unique moment within the history of Correctional Services, where a
former Head of State of the Republic of South Africa is incarcerated

whilst still entitled to privileges as bestowed by the Constitution’.

As such, the parole decision is reviewable under section 6(2)(a)(iii) of PAJA,

alternatively the principle of legality.

REMEDY

96.

97.

Substitution remains an appropriate remedy. As | stated in the initial founding
affidavit, Mr Zuma does not qualify for medical parole as a matter of law. As such,
the correct decision is a foregone conclusion, and this Court is in as good a

position as the decision-maker to make it.

We emphasise that, if this Court reviews and sets aside the parole decision,
substitutes it with one refusing medical parole, and sends Mr Zuma back to
prison, this would not preclude Mr Zuma from applying for medical parole at a
later stage, if he does develop a terminal iliness or becomes incapacitated. It will

merely result in the rejection of this application for medical parole.

COSTS

98.

In paragraph 94 of the initial founding affidavit, | warned the Commissioner that
the DA would seek a punitive costs order against him if he failed timeously to
disclose the full Rule 53 record. Unfortunately, this is exactly what occurred. He
initially failed to disclose the record at all (after acknowledging his obligation to
do so and promising to do so). Only when faced with various applications to

compel and a directive from the DJP did he file the limited record.
k-\\,\/\
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99. The DA will seek a punitive costs order against Mr Zuma as well. He is opposing
this application and has, wholly unreasonably, refused to consent to the
disclosure of his medical information, even under a robust confidentiality regime
that cannot possibly harm his interests. His obstructionism has resulted in the

Commissioner refusing to disclose the full record.

100. This Court should, with respect, transmit a warning to administrators and the
subjects of their decisions that — if they work together to prevent the disclosure
of the full Rule 53 record, even under a reasonable confidentiality regime, they

will face a punitive costs order.

WHEREFORE | pray for the order sought in the notice of motion, including a costs

order on an attorney-client scale, jointly and severally against the Commissioner and

Mr Zuma. }
f AN 7 \\
\ \
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF SOUTH AFRICA

(GAUTENG DIVISION, PRETORIA)

In the matter hetween:

THE DEMOCRATIC ALLIANCE

and

THE NATIONAL COMMISSIONER OF
CORRECTIONAL SERVICES

THE MEDICAL PAROLE ADVISORY BOARD
JACOB GEDLEYIHLEKISA ZUMA

THE SECRETARY OF THE JUDICIAL COMMISSION
OF INQUIRY INTO ALLEGATIONS OF STATE
CAPTURE, CORRUPTION, AND FRAUD IN THE
PUBLIC SECTOR, INCLUDING ORGANS OF STATE

THE MINISTER OF JUSTICE AND CORRECTIONAL
SERVICES

Case number: 45997/21

Applicant

First respondent

Second respondent
Third respondent

Fourth respondent

Fifth respondent

CONFIRMATORY AFFIDAVIT

I, ELZANNE MUREEN JONKER, declare under oath:

1. laman adult female attorney for practising as Director at Minde Schapiro & Smith

Inc, Tygervalley Office Partk li, Cnr Old Oak & Willie van Schoor Rds,

Tygervalley, Bellville. | am the attorney of record for the Applicant herein.

correct. They fall within my personal knowledge.

The facts contained in this affidavit are to the best of my belief both true and




| have read the Supplementary Founding Affidavit deposed to by John

Steenhuisen and confirm the correctness thereof ins

Signed and sworn before me at Cape Town en Wednesday,
13 October 2021, the deponent having acknowledged that
she knows and understands the contents of the affidavit,
that she has no objection to iaking the prescribed cath and

that she cansiders it binding on her conscience.

ELZANNE MUREEN JONKER

i

COMMISSNONER OF OATHS

COMMISSIONER CF OATHS

Marlene Botha CA (SA)
SAICA Membership No 08039462

Tyger Vailiey Office Park No 2
Cnr, Willle van Schoor Avenue &
Oid Oak Road, 8ellville, 7530




DA1

OFFICE OF THE STATE ATTORNEY: PRETORIA
Salu Building

316 Thabo Sehume Str

Tel: 012 309 1576

Email: Rsekgobela@justice.qov.za/

reubensekgobela@gmail.com
Our ref: 2822/21/7259

TO: MINDE SCHAPIRO AND SMITH ATTORNEYS

Ref: R Nyama / MD / HM001035

AND TO: HURTER SPIES INC

Ref: WD Spies / MAT4215

AND TO: WEBBER WENTZEL REF: V Moshovich /P Dela / D Cron / D Rafferty / D

Qolohle 3050264

IN RE: THE DEMOCRATIC ALLIANCE // THE NATIONAL COMMISSIONER OF

CORRECTIONAL SERVICES AND 4 OTHERS

AFRIFORUM NPC // THE NATIONAL COMMISSIONER OF

CORRECTIONAL SERVICES AND 5 OTHERS




HELEN SUZMAN FOUNDATION // NATIONAL COMMISSIONER OF

CORRECTIONAL SERVICES AND 3 OTHERS

SIR/MADAM

1. The above matters refer. We act on behalf of the National Commissioner of

Correctional Services (“the First Respondent™) in all the three matters.

2. Our instructions are to approach the court and request that all three matters

be heard by the same Judge on the same day.

3. We also hold instructions not to oppose part A in all three matters and comply
with your request for reasons in terms of Rule 53. We are, in this regard, in the
process of compiling the report and also taking instructions on the status of

some of the documents that should be included in the record.

4. We are acutely aware that in the Democratic Alliance // The National
Commissioner of Correctional Services and 4 Others we were required fo
dispatch, on the 17 September 2021, to both the Registrar of the High Court
and the Applicant’s Attorneys the record of the parole decision, including all
recommendations, correspondence, reports, memoranda, minutes of meetings,
documents, evidence, transcripts of recorded proceedings and other

information before our client when the decision was made.




We were unable to comply with that directive as the Legal team was only
briefed on Tuesday afternoon and due to the unfortunate incidence regarding
the IT systems of the State Attorney, documents could not be sent to the Legal
team. Documents were sent straight from client to Legal team only during the

late afternoon of Tuesday.

The parties will appreciate that at this time the State Attorney had already
received three (3) applications and other requests that are related to the same
matters but not relevant to this letter. The Legal Team had to hastily read

through all three applications in preparation for a consultation.

On Wednesday morning, Legal team started arranging for a consultation, which
consultation called for the inclusion of officials from Escourt Correctionat
Services Center in Kwa Zulu Natal and all other role players. The officials could
only avail themselves on Saturday the 18% September 2021. A consultation was

subsequently conducted on Saturday the 18% of September 2021.

Subsequent to the consultation, a decision was made to compile the necessary

record with a view of providing same to the different parties.

Two of the Applicants, the AFRIFORUM NPC and the HELEN SUZMAN
FOUNDATION have set their applications down for the hearing of Part A on
Tuesday the 28" September 2021 for an order directing the First Respondent
to file the record in terms of Rule 53 of the Uniform Rules of Court within seven

and three days of the court order respectively.




10.

11.

12.

We hold instructions that the record as called upon by all the Applicants in
terms of Rule 53 will be ready by Tuesday the 28" September 2021, and shall
be made available to the parties subject to any directives that may be sought
by the First Respondent and issued by the Deputy Judge President. All the
parties involved are aware and appreciate the nature of the information to be
produced which includes but not limited to, confidentiality, classified
information and the protocol applicable to the disclosure of such information.
Notwithstanding the aforementioned factors, the First Respondent is prepared
to comply with the request to file the necessary record, but within the confines

of the |law,

We therefore propose that the Legal Representatives of the parties should seek
a hearing with the Deputy Judge President for a directive on how this matter

should proceed and to further request a special allocation, if the parties so wish.

We propose that such meeting should be requested for the 28t September
2021, with the concurrence of all parties involved and subject to the Deputy

Judge President’s availability.

We await a positive and expeditious respaonse.

Sincerely
5GD; R SEKGOBELA
RN SEKGOBELA

ASSISTANT STATE ATTORNEY: PRETORIA







THE REGISTRAR
HONOURABLE ACTING DEPUTY JUDGE PRESIDENT
PER EMAL / HAND

Deor Sir/Madam

46¢97/21) — REGUEST FOR URGENT CASE- MANA@EMEN? MEET!
1.

2
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MINDE SCHAPIRO & SMITH
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Our Rel: DEMI6/0786/ELZANNE JOMRER/Rs | Your Rel | Dobe: 23 Seplember 20247
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The above matter refers, We act for the applican], the Democrafic Alliance {'the DAY)

This purpose of this lefter is fo request a meefing with the Honourable ADJP to abldin a
special allocation and directives as fo the further conducet of ihis urgent matfer, Asis
explained below, the fist respondent, the Mationdal Commissioner of Comechional
Sewices {'the Commissioner’}, is in broad agreement fhal this s anpropricte.

The background of the matter s, bielly, as follows, On 29 June 2021, the Consfliutional
Court sentenced the former Prasident of the Republic, Mr Jacob Gedleyinlekisa Zuma,
1o 15 months’ imprisonment for confempt of court, On or about & Septamber 2021, the
Commissioner granted Mr Zuma madical porols (‘the parcle declsion’).

On Friday, 10 September 2021, the DA lounched an urgent application to review and
sat aside that declsion ~ The matier at ssus,

Since then, two similar urgent applications have baen launched in this Court by ofher
parttes, diso seeking to review and set aside the parole deckion:

5.1 one by the Helen Suzman Foundation {*the HSF'} under case number 44448/2071
flaunched on 13 September 2021] {the HSF application’}; and

5.2 the other by ARForum NPC [PARForum').under cose numbar 44701/2021
{launched on 18 September 2021) {'the AfriForum application'),

Minels Schaphe & Smilh noiporatad | Allomeys Nolades & Conveyancers dince 1927 | Reglshafion number 2010/025182/71

Diraclom: Heirvich Crous BA LB | €kanne Jenker BA LB { *Jonathan Rubln 8 Coms LLE LM | Vanesen Reddy 118
Senjor Assoclules: Garhord Lousers TPSAT BA LLB | Andre van Breda 8 Comm LLB
Assockdes: Jhoné Bazvidenhoul 118 | Laven Jacobs LB
Cansulianiy: Louls Meyer B Jurs 118 | Matlonno Ofivler B Cormne LLS (b4 | Maoreris Hoon BA LLB

Val raglsiration numben; 4580257428 | *Al Sreenacios, Guaberha (previously Porl Bzabsih)




i0.

MINDE SCHAPIRG & $MITH

In ferms of its notice of motion, the DA required the Commissioner fo fumnish the Rule 53
record by Friday, 17 Seplember 2021, This deadline has passed and the Comimissionar
has Talled fo provide the record,

So, on Monday, 20 September 2021, the DA launched an uigent interioculory
application o compel the production of the Rule 53recaord, setting it down on Tuesday,
28 Seplember 2021,

Both the HSF and the AfiiForum applications include an urgent Part A seeking on order
compeling the production of the Rule 53 record, and both Part As are saf down on

Tuesday, 28 Saptember 2021,

There are thus currently three separcte matters set down on 28 September in this Court
saeking near-identical relief - an order compelling production of the Rule 53 record for

the parole decision,

On Tuesday, 21 Septermber 2021, the Commissioner's atiomeays wiole o the DA, the
HSF, and AfriForur, staling the following:

16,1, that the Commissioner's atforneys are in the procass of campiling the Rule 53
record;

10,2, that the record will be made available on Tuesday, 28 Seplember 2021;

103, that the disclosure of the record may be subject to ‘confidenticlity, classified
information and the protocol applicable 1o the disclosure of such informalion’;

and

104, that the Commissionat’s altorneys praposed that the pariies in the three motiers
should seek o hearing with the Deputy Judge President for a direciive on how
this matter shauld proceed and to further request o spacial dfocation' and that
this hearing should be requested for 28 September 2021,

A caopy of the letter s annexed marked *A'.

On Wednesday, 22 Seplember 2021, and in response 1o the Commissioner's letfar, the
HSF's attoreys wrole to the office of the Judge Preddent and the Acting Deputy Judge
President, aiso proposing that the paries hold o case-managament meeting with the
ADJP on 28 Seplember 2021 Yo discuss the further conduct of the three matiers, shouid
his be convenient fo the ADJP. A copy of this letier s annexed marked '8

The DA 5 In broud agreerment with this proposal, with one suggested modification:

e e e et £ s N U O S
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MINDE SCHAPIRO & §MITH

131, The DA B concemned, given the qualfication contained in the Comimissionar's
letter queoted in paragraph 103 above, thal the Rule 53 record the
Commissionsr has committed to providing onh 28 September 2021 will be

incompleie,

132, The DA thus suggests that the case-management mesting rather be held on
Thursdary, 30 September 2021 {should the ADJP be available), This will glve the
pairfies time fo peruse the Rule 53 record ofter receiving it on 28 September. if it
i incomplete, this can be raised of the case-manageament meeiing bwo days
later and the proper provision of the Rule 53 record con then form part of the
ADJP's directions for the further conduct of the three maliers, should the ADJP
be amencabile thereto,

14, The DA requests that any case-managerment meeting be held vidually,

15, Jf30September 2021 s not conveniant, the DA requests that the meeting be convened
a5 soon s possibie thereafter, given the urgency of the three dpplicadiions.

14, Given the Commissionar's commitment to providling the Rule 53 record, the DA will not
enrol its urgent interlocutory application for hearing on 28 Sepiember. If reserves the
right fo re-enrol it on an urgent basls should this be necessary.,

17, Thelegutrepresentatives for alt the parliss in the flvee matiers have been copled in on
this letter,

18, Wae thank the honourable ADJP for thelr corsideration of this letier, and respecifully leok
forward to thaelr urgant response.

Yours fodfhiully )
MiN @fﬁmﬂ) &73MTH NG,

par:

minels $ethapho & Smiih iIncorporafed | Aomays Molotes & Conveyancers since 1999 | Registiollon number 2010/025152/2)
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OFFICE OF THE STATE ATTORNEY: PRETORIA
Salu Building

316 Thabo Sehume Str

Tel: 012 309 1576

Email: Rsekgobela@iustice.aov.za/

reubensekgobela@amail.com

Our ref: 2822/21/Z59

23 September 2021

TO: MINDE SCHAPIRO AND SMITH ATTORNEYS

Ref: R Nyama / MD / HM001035

AND TO: HURTER SPIES INC

Ref: WD Spies / MATA4215

AND TO: WEBBER WENTZEL REF: V Moshovich /P Dela / D Cron / D Rafferty / D

Qolchle 3050264

IN RE: THE DEMOCRATIC ALLIANCE // THE NATIONAL COMMISSIONER OF

CORRECTIONAL SERVICES AND 4 OTHERS

AFRIFORUM NPC // THE NATIONAL COMMISSIONER OF CORRECTIONAL

SERVICES AND 5 OTHERS

DA3




HELEN SUZMAN FOUNDATION // NATIONAL COMMISSIONER OF

CORRECTIONAL SERVICES AND 3 OTHERS

SIR/MADAM

Your responses to our etter dated the 21 September 2021 and your letters dated the 22"

and 23™ September 2021 addressed to the DIP/ADIP respectively bear reference.

1. We thank you for your prompt response and note that in general, all parties are in

agreement on the conduct of this matter.

However, the DA response postulates that we file the record on the 28 September
2021 and only thereaﬂ‘:er see the DIP/ADIP on the 30™, This arrangement might cause
a problem as we have already indicated that some of the information in our possession
is subject to confidentiality and classification protocol and may very well need a ruling
by the DIP/ADJP on how it is handled. We therefore request that we see the DJP/ADIP
on the 28" September 2021 and subject to the directives and/or ruling by the
DIP/ADIJP, then the record will be dealt with accordingly.

We re-iterate our commitment to file the whole record subject to paragraph 2 above.
Kindly note that we will also write a letter to the DJP/ADIP advising on the same
proposal and also confirming that we agree to a meeting on the 28" September 2021

as proposed.

We hope this will assist in taking the matter forward.




Sincerely
SGD: RSEKGOBELA
RN SEKGOBELA

ASSISTANT STATE ATTORNEY: PRETORIA
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MINDE SCHAPIRO & SMITH

Docex i | Tygerberg
PO Box 4040 | Tyger Valloy | 7534 | South Afica
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T: 021 918 9000 | 021 918 9020 (Direct Line) | F: 021 918 9070 (General} | 086 613 1061 (Direct Fax)

E elzonne@mindes.coza jwww.mindes.co.za

Our Ref: DEM1&/0784/ELZANNE JONKER/&s | Your Ref: 2822/21/15% | Date: 24 September 2021

STATE ATTORNEY
PER EMAIL: reubensekaobela@amail.com

Dear Sir

NATIONAL COMMISSIONER OF CORRECTIONAL SERVICES AND OTHERS - CASE NUMBER
45997/21

1. As you know, we act for the Democratic Alliance {'the DA’} in the above proceedings.

2, The DA shares the concerns and issues raised in the lefter of the Helen Suzman
Foundation dated 25 September 2021 {'the HSF lstter'), mutatis mutandis.

3. The DA makes the same demands:
3.1, that your client produces the entire record on 28 September 2021; and
3.2.  without defracting from the above, in the event that directions will be sought by
your client, that your client provides the DA with the same information sought in
paragraph 11 inclusive of the HSF letter, namely, that your client, by no later than
12100 on Monday, 27 September 2021 —
3.2.1. indicate what directions it will seek;

3.2.2. inrespect of which material; and

3.2.3. on whal legal basis, with specific reference to any applicable legislative
provisions if appropriate.

4, The DA's rights are reserved, including the urgent enrolment of the DA's interlocutory
application to compel production of the full record.

Yours faithfully
MINDE SCHAPIRO & SMITH INC,

per: ?

Minde Schapire & Smith Incorporated | Attomeys Notaries & Corveyancers since 1929 | Registration number 2010/0251 82721

Bireclors: Heinrich Crous BA LLB | Eizanne Jonker BA LLB | *Jonathan Rubin B Comm LLB LLM | Venesen Reddy LL8
Senior Associates: Gerhard Lourens FPSA® BA LLB | Andre van Breda B Comm LL8
Assoclates: Jhané Bezuidenhout LLB | Lauren Jacobs 1LB
Coansultants: Louis Meyer B Juris LLB | Marianne Ofivier B Cornm LEB LLM | Marais Hoon BA LLB
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'WEBBER WENTZEL

inatliance with > Linklaters

The Honourable Maumela J 90 Rivonia Road, Sandton

. Johannesburg, 2198
Cio Ms Y Maja
PO Box 61771, Marshalltown

Johannesburg, 2107, South Africa
Docex 26 Johannesburg

T +27 11 530 5000
F +27 11 530 5111

By email: YMaja@judiciary.org.za

www,.webberwentzel,.cam

Your reference Our reference Date
2822211259 V Movshovich / P Dela / D Cron / 25 September 2021
D Rafferty / D Qulohie / B Lotter
GP case no 2021/465468 3050264
Dear Sir/ Madam

Helen Suzman Foundation // National Commissioner of Correctional Services and others

(GP case no 2021/46468) {("the proceedings")

1. We represent the Helen Suzman Foundation ("HSF" or "our client") in case no.
2021/46468. We note that the matter is enrolled before Your Lordship on
28 September 2021, albeit that Your Lordship's registrar has indicated that "[t]he Judge

would have loved to hear these matters on Monday. Please make arrangements."

2. There has been a flurry of correspondence exchanged amongst the parties, such that the
matter may, potentially, not need to proceed on 28 September 2021, depending on

development which are anticipated only to occur on 27 September 2021.

3. Our client, the Democralic Alliance and Afriforum NPC have all instituted litigation seeking
to review and set aside the decision by the National Commissioner of Correctional Services

("the Commissioner") to grant medical parole to ex-president Mr JG Zuma.

4. Part A of our client's litigation was to secure the Rule 53 record and to secure an expedited,

judicially ordered timetable for the hearing of the review proper.

5. Regarding the Record, at least our client and the Democratic Alliance particularised the

minimum components which the Commissioner was to provide under Rule 53 (see, simply

Beaior Partner: IC Els Managing Partner: S) Hutton Partners: BW Abraham RB Afiica NG Alp RL Appelbaum BC Bayman KL Bellings AE Benneti
AP Blalr DHL Booysen AR Bowley 1 Braum MS Burger M Bux RI Carrim 7T Cassim S) Chong ME Claassens C Collett KL Collier KM Colinan KE Coster
K Couzyn DB Cron PA Crosland R Cruywegen JH Davies PM Daya LdeBruyn PUDela M Denenga DW de Villiers BEC Dickinson  MA Diamont
DA Dingley MS Dladla G Driver W Drue GP Duncan Hl du Preez CP du Toit SK Edmundson LF Eoypt KH Eiser Af Esterhuizen MIR Evans K Faral
Af Felekis G Fitzmaurice 1B Forman L Franca KL Gawith OH Geldenhuys MM Gibson OJ Gouws PD Grealy S Haroun IM Harvey IS Henning ¥R Hillis
Z Hlgphe CM Holfeld PM Holloway AV Ismail ME Jarvis CA leanings JC Jones CM Jonker S Jooste LA Kabn ACR Katzke M Kennedy A Keyser MD Kota
JC Kraamwinkei 11amb Kilebea £ Louw M Mahlangu V Mannar L Marals G Masina T Masingl N Mbere MC Mclntosh 51 McKenzie CS Meyer Al Mills
D Mo NP Mogomezuiz P Mohaniall M Moloi N Moadley LE Mastert Vs Movshovich  C Murphy  RA Nelson G Niven 2N Nishana M Mxumalo
AM Myatsumba A October L Odendaat GIP Olivier M Palge AMT Pardini AS Parry S Patel N Pather GR Penfold SE Phajane M Philippides BA Phillips
MA Phillips  DJ Rafferty D Ramjettan Gl Rapson K Rew SA Ritchie NJA Robb J Reberts G Sader M Sader H Samsodien IW Scholtz KE Shepherd
Al Simpson N Singh N Singh-Nogueira P Singh S Sithole 1 Smit RS Smithy MP Spaiding  PS Stein MW Straeull L) Swaine 2 Swanepoel A Thaker
T Thaessen TK Thekisa C Theodosiou T Theunissen R THhavani G Truter PZ Vanda SE van der Meulan P van dar Poel CS Vanmali JE Veeran B Versfeld
MG Versfeld TA Versfeld DM Visagie EME Warmington J Watsan AWR Westwood RH Wilson KD Wolmarans DI Wiight M Yudaken
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10.

Page 2

by way of example, paragraph 4 of our client's founding affidavit and paragraph 89 of the

Democratic Alliance's affidavit).

On 21 September 2021, the State Attorney, representing the National Commissioner,
addressed the representatives of our client, the Democratic Alliance and AfriForum,

recording, infer alia, that:

they “hold instructions not to oppose part A in all three matters and comply with your

request for reasons in terms of Rule 53",

"a decision was made fo compile the necessary record with a view of providing same
to the different parties";

"Inlotwithstanding the aforementioned factors [confidentiality, classified information
and the protocol applicable to the disclosure of such information], the First

Respondent is prepared fo comply with the request to file the necessary record"; and

“the record as called upon by all the Applicants in terms of Rule 53 will be ready
by Tuesday the 28" September 2021, and shall be made available to the parties
subject to any directives that may be sought by the First Respondent and issued by
the Depuly Judge President" (emphasis added).

As such, it was represented and undertaken that all the material requested would be
provided (this was so despite various alleged concerns of the Commissioner), and that the

record would be available on 28 September 2021.
A copy of that letter is annexed marked "A".

It was also suggested that the 28 September 2021 be used to have a meeting with the
Honourable Deputy Judge President to determine the progress of the reviews, which, it was

suggested, be consolidated.

The parties exchanged further correspondence and the Honourable Acting DJP was
addressed to confirm such a meeting (with the Democratic Alliance suggesting a mesting
on 30 September 2021, after the Record has been received on the 28" and considered, lest
further actions were required). Copies of the relevant correspondence are annexed marked
"B".
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On 23 September 2021, however — the day before Heritage Day — the Commissioner's
representatives wrote a strange letter, indicating that the Record would not in fact be
provided on the 28" and that the meeting was being requested to discuss the Record itself,
and fo secure directions in this regard ("We therefore reqguest that we see the DJF/ADJP
on the 28" September 2021 and subject to the directives and/or ruling by the DJP/ADJP,
then the record will be dealt with accordingly").

This is not what the Commissioner initially represented and undertook. The entire record
was to be delivered by 28 September 2021, as per the Commissioner's previous
correspondence, which was made in the face of court proceedings to compel the delivery

of the entire record.

It s in any event entirely unctear what directions may be sought; whether the subject matter
of these can competently be made by way of direction by the Acting DJP; and what these

directions are intended to cater for or to apply fo.
A copy of the 23 September letter is annexed marked "C".

Our client urgently addressed the Commissicner, citing its concerns that the contents of the
record was now seemingly to be negotiated when this had already been conceded in
correspondence. Our client requested the Commissioner to provide the entire record on 28
September 2021,

Without detracting from the above, it was also requested of the Commissioner, if he
intended seeking any directions, to inform our client, by no later than 12:00 on 27 September
2021:

indicating what directions he would seek;
in respect of what material; and
on what legal basis.

Our client expressly reserved its rights to continue with Part A if necessary. A copy of our

client's letter is annexed marked "D".

As it stands, Part A was initially understood to be settled, as the Commissioner had
indicated that he would be providing the Record {and knew what was required in this

regard). Only on 23 September 2021 was this aspect clouded. It is now unclear whether
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any record will be produced by 28 September 2021, and — if produced — whether it will be

complete.

19.  Unfortunately, our client is not in a position to know what the Commissioner will actually do.
Our client should be better placed to know where the matter may be heading on
27 September 2021 if the Commissioner responds, and on 28 September 2021 if the

Commissioner provides any record.

20. inthe circumstances, the matter is not ripe for hearing on 27 September 2021. Our client
respectiully requests that the matter be stood down until 29 September 2021, and
undertakes to alert Your Lordship as to any developments in the interim which may

determine whether the matter will proceed (and, if so, when).
21. The respondents’ legal representatives are copied hereon,

Yours faithfully

WEBBER WENTZEL

Pooja Dela

Partner

Direct tel: +27 11 530 5422

Direct fax: +27115308422

Email: pooja.dela@webberwventzel.com
1 etfer sent electronically

C: Mr Reuben Sekgobela
By email: RSekgobela@justice.gov.za; reubensekgobela@gmail.com

Cc: Nianga Nkhulu Incorporated
By email: mongezidnfanga.co.za

Ce:  Minde Schapiro and Smith Attorneys
By email: elzanne@mindes.co.za
Ref: R Nyama/MD/HMO01035

Cc:  Hurter Spies Aiforneys
By email: spies@hurierspies.co.za
Ref: WD Spies/MAT4215




Miznga Nkualu inc. Altorneys

Your Ref:
Our Ref: M.Ntanga/Z20018/21

27 September 2021

The Minister of Justice and Correctional Services

C/O State Attorney

Pretoria

Per Email: Rsekgobela@jusiice.gov.za/
revbensekaobela@oamail.com

And

The National Commissioner of Correctional Services
C/O State Attorney

Pretoria

Per Email: Rsekgobela@justice.gov.za/

reuhensekachela@amail.com

Dear Sirs

LITIGATION BROUGHT IN THE GAUTENG DIVISION OF THE HIGH COURT
(CASE NOS 45997/21, 46468/21 AND 46701/21): URGENT DEMAND FOR AN

UNDERTAKING
1. We act on behaif of former President JG Zuma (“our client”).
2. As you are aware, three private parties or entities, namely the Democratic Alliance,

the Helen Suzman Foundation and Afriforum, have instituted urgent motion court

proceedings under the above case numbers, respectively. In all of the matters, our

H
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Mianga Nkuhie i, Altomsys

client is cited as the respondent and he has filed opposition notices.

3. Although instituted separately, there is ample evidence pointing to the fact that the
three applications have been clearly synchronised among the three like-minded
private badies or persons.

4. Cne of the common features of the applications is that each of the applicant
organisations demand that the National Commissioner must furnish them with a
record, which must include medical reports pertaining to the health conditions which
affect our client. We note and support the State Attorney’s promise to furnish the
Rule 53 record within the confines of the law and bearing in mind the limiting issues

of confidentiality privacy and classified information.

5. In our considered view, none of the aforesaid private parties has any legal
entitlement to the confidential médica% information which relates to and belongs to
our client. Furthermore, given the official status of our client as a former Head of
State, there are additional security concerns on his part which operate against the

release of his private information.

8. In dealing with the appiications, it is our express instruction to dispute the alleged and
- claimed legal standing of all three applicant organisations to institute the relevant

proceadings.

7. In any event and even if they have the requisite focus standli, which is denied, they
certainly hold no entitftement to the private and confidential information regarding
the medical status and health information of our client. Neither does the Department
or Commissioner of Correctional Services have any right, legal or duty to release

such sensitive information to private third parties,

8. In that regard, we specifically refer you to what was said by our superior courts, the

decisions of which and relevant dicta are binding on the High Court:

8.1. The Supreme Court of Appeal, in Cape Town City v SA National Roads
Agency 2015 (3) 386 (SCA); per Ponnan JA, said at 416G-H:
1
P P - Directors: E Contact: Physicai Addregs: i Postal Addrass:
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S,

“(A)s Rule 53 will only ever apply to the disclosure of documents by
public bodies, I entertain some doubf as to whether such a body can
invoke the right to privacy to profect form disclosure documents relied
upon by it to make its decision. That does not mean that public bodigs
never have a claim fo keep documents confidential. But any claim of

confidentiality arises from other interests such as securily or even the

privacy rights of persons mentioned in the documents, but not from its

right to privacy”.

8.2. The Constitutional Court, in Helen Suzman Foundation v Judicial Service
Commission 2018 (4) SA 1, subsequently affirmed the view that absolute
non-disclosure may be justified in exceptional circumstances. It is our view
that the present circumstances are truly exceptional. The Constitutional Court

went on to say, per Madlanga J at paragraph [701:

“Where absolute non-disclosure is not justified, the information

af issue may — in the court’s exercise of discretion, be disclosed,

or not disclosed or disclosed subject to a confidentiality regime.

The court will weigh up the interests that favour the disclosure

against the asserted confidentiality interests. The outcome of

that exercise of discretion will depend on the circumstances of

each case”.

9. In view of the above, the purpose of this letter is accordingly to demand, as we are
instructed and hereby do, that the Minister andfor National Commissioner should
furnish us with an undertaking that, unless ordered to do so by a competent court of
law, after hearing the parties and considering the circumstances of this maiter, no
cordidential information which belongs to our client will be released without his
consent, which is hereby specifically withheld. For the avoidance of any doubt, our
client’s claims of privacy and confidentiality will be maintained until a competent

court rules otherwise,

]
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10. We are further instructed to demand that the aforesaid undertaking must be furnished
to us as soon as possible but by no later than 17h00 on Wednesday 29 September
2021, failing which, we hold instructions to approach the courts on an urgent basis

to obtain the necessary prohibitory order without giving any further notice to you.

11, Kindly revert to us as a matier of extreme urgency and before the deadline
mentioned in the preceding paragraph. A copy of this letter is duly copied to all the
three private applicant parties.

12. Incidentally, we are in full support of your proposal for the consolidation of the three
applications and for the holding of a meeting between the Acting DJP and the
parties, with a view fo seeking and obtaining diractions as to the further conduct of
the individual consolidated application(s), more particularly in view of the
sensitivities and national security implications of the issues raised above.
Accordingly, for ease of reference at the envisaged case management meeting, this
letter is also copied to the office of the Acting DJP.

ey

MONGZI NTANGA

CC WEBBER WENTZEL
Per email: pooja.dela@webberwentzel.com
CC: MINDE SHAPIRO AND SMITH ATTORNEYS
Per email: elzanne@mindes.co.za
CC: HURTER SPIES INC

Per emalil; spies@hurterspies.co.za
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CC: STATE ATTORNEY JOHANNESBURG

Per email: johannesvi@discoverymail.co.za

The Acting DJP Nolopa-Sethosa
C/O Registrar
Per Email: Omolopa@judiciary.org.za
cpulentmolopa@amail.com
SSidesha@judiciary.org.za

' | Contactt
[ Tek+27103595 1035

Fax: 427 86535 8718
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MIMDE SCHAPIRD & SMITH

Docex 1 | Tygerberg
PO Box 4040 | Tyger Valley | 7534 | South Alica
Tyger Valley Office Park | Bulding Number 2 | Crr Willie van Schoer & Cld Oak Roads | Bellville
T. 021 218 9000 | 021 918 902C {Direct Line) | F: 021 918 $07C {General} | 086 413 1041 (Direct Fax}

E: elzanne@mindes.co.za | www.mindes.co.za

Our Ref: DEMI14/0788/ELZANNE JONKER/ks | Your Ref: 2822/21/259 | Date: 29 September 2021

ALL APPLICANTS AND RESPONDENTS
PER EMAIL

Dear Sirs and Madams,

DA, HSF 8 AFRIFORUM NPC v THE COMMISSIONER OF CORRECTIONAL SERVICES & OTHERS -
CASE NUMBERS 45997/21; 44468/21; 46701/21

1. We wiite 1o seek agreement for the fufure conduct of this matter,

2. As appears from the notice of maotion, our client has set the matter down for Tuaesday
26 October 2021, and set fimelnes for the exchange of pleadings. The National
Cormmissioner's failure to file the Rule 53 Record by the fime stipulated in the notice of
motlion or at all, make those timelines, and the proposed hearing date, no longer
viable,

3. In order to move the matter forward, our client proposes the following timeline for fhe
further conduct of the maiter:

3.1. The dispute concerning the provision of the Rule 53 record is resolved by the
Deputy Judge President at the meeting of 30 September 2021;

3.2, The National Commissicner provides the record, in fenms of whatever directions
are issued by the DJP, on 1 October 2021;

3.3.  The applicants file their supplementary founding affidavits by 8 October 2021;
3.4, The Respondents file answering affidavits by 22 October 2021;

3.5, The Applicants file their replying affidavits by 29 October 2021;

3.4, The Applicants file heads of argument on 5 November 2021;

3.7. The Respondents file heads of argument on 12 November 2021; and

Minde Schapiro & Smith Incorporated | Attormneys Notaries & Conveyancers since 1929 | Registration number 2010/025182/21

Directors: Heinrich Crous BA LLB | Elzanne Jonker BA LLB | *Jonothaon Rubin B Comm LLB LLM | VYenesen Reddy LLB
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MINDE SCHAPIRG & SMITH

3.8. The matteris heard on any two days between 22-24 Novermber 2021.

4, Kindly let us know by 8:30 tomorrow morning today whether your client agrees to this
proposed timetable.,

Yours faithfully
MINDE SCHAPIRO & SMITH INC.

per: g)

Minde Schapiro & Smith Incorporaled | Attorneys Notaries & Conveyancers since 1929 | Regisiration number 2010/025182/21
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Associates: Jhané Bezuidenhoul LLB | Lauren Jacobs LLB
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Your Ref:
Our Ref: M.Ntanga/20018/21

30 September 2021

Minde Shapiro and Smith Atiorneys

Cape Town
Per email: elzanne@mindes.co.za

Dear Sirs

LITIGATION BROUGHT IN THE GAUTENG DIVISION OF THE HIGH COURT
(CASE NOS 45997/21, 46468/21 AND 46701/21): URGENT DEMAND FOR AN

UNDERTAKING

We refer to the letter received from Minde Shapiro Attorneys yesterday and
the proposals contained therein. We are instructed to respond as stated
below.

In principle we are in support of and take no issue with the proposed
expedited hearing dates for the merits of the application being 22 and 23
November 2021

However and as previously indicated our client feels very strongly that the
dispute about the disclosure of his private and coniidential medical
information cannot simply be decided by the Honourable DJP in chambers as
proposed by the DA. It will have to be referred to proper adjudication in court.

in that regard, our counterproposal is that the origihal set down date of 26
October be retained for the hearing of the dispute pertaining to the record
and, depending on the outcome thereof the matter may be scheduled for a
hearing on the merits on the November dates or at any other agreed time

i :
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Mianga Mhuhiu Inc. Atlornays

5, Subject to the above the parties can attempt to find agreement as io the
exchange of papers by 10h00 tomorrow morning failing which the DJP may
impose directives by no later than 14h00 tomorrow, i.e. on 1 October 2021.

6. Kindly respond as soon as possible

Yours truly,

MONGZI NTANGA

CC WEBBER WENTZEL
Per email: pooja.dela@webberwentzel.com
CC: State Attorney

Pretoria
Per Email: Rsekgobela@justice.gov.zal
rephenselkanbela@amailcom

CC: HURTER SPIES INC
Per email: sples@hurterspies.co.za

CC: STATE ATTORNEY
JOHANNESBURG
Per email: johannesv@discoverymail.co.za

The Acting DJP Molopa-Ssthosa
CIO Registrar
Per Email: SSidesha@judiciary.org.za
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DAS8

IN THE HIGH COURT OF SOUTH AFRICA
(GAUTENG DIVISION, PRETORIA)

In the matter between:

THE DEMOCRATIC ALLIANCE

and

THE NATIONAL COMMISSIONER OF
CORRECTIONAL SERVICES

THE MEDICAL PAROLE ADVISORY BOARD
JACOB GEDLEYIHLEKISA ZUMA

THE SECRETARY OF THE JUDICIAL COMMISSION
OF INQUIRY INTO ALLEGATIONS OF STATE
CAPTURE, CORRUPTION, AND FRAUD IN THE
PUBLIC SECTOR, INCLUDING ORGANS OF STATE

THE MINISTER OF JUSTICE AND CORRECTIONAL
SERVICES

and

In the matter between:

HELEN SUZMAN FOUNDATION

and

THE NATIONAL COMMISSIONER OF
CORRECTIONAL SERVICES

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE AND
CORRECTIONAL SERVICES

Case number: 45997/21

Applicant

First respondent

Second respondent

Third respondent

Fourth respondent

Fifth respondent

Case number: 46468/2021

Applicant

First respondent

Second respondent




MEDICAL PAROLE ADVISORY BOARD

JACOB GEDLEYIHLEKISA ZUMA

and

In the matter between:

AFRIFORUM NPC

and

THE NATIONAL COMMISSIONER OF
CORRECTIONAL SERVICES

THE MEDICAL PAROLE ADVISORY BOARD
JACOB GEDLEYIHLEKISA ZUMA

THE SECRETARY OF THE JUDICIAL COMMISSION
OF INQUIRY INTO ALLEGATIONS OF STATE
CAPTURE, CORRUPTION, AND FRAUD IN THE
PUBLIC SECTOR, INCLUDING ORGANS OF STATE

THE MINISTER OF JUSTICE AND CORRECTIONAL
SERVICES

Third respondent

Fourth respondent

Case number: 46701/21

Applicant

First respondent

Second respondent

Third respondent

Fourth respondent

Fifth respondent

THE PRESIDENT OF THE REPUBLIC OF SOUTH AFRICA Sixth respondent

MINUTE OF CASE-MANAGEMENT MEETING
HELD ON 30 SEPTEMBER 2021 AT 10h00

1. Participants:

1.1. the honourable Deputy Judge President Ledwaba;




1.2, Ismail Jamie SC for the Democratic Alliance ('the DA');

1.3. Max du Plessis SC for the Helen Suzman Foundation (‘the HSF');

1.4. FJ Labuschagne for AfriForum NPC (‘AfriForum’);

1.5. Sy Mphahlele SC and Elizabeth Baloyi-Mere SC for the National

Commissioner of Correctional Services {‘the Commissioner’); and

1.6. Dali Mpofu SC for Mr Jacob Gedleyihlekisa Zuma (‘Mr Zuma’).

The DA initially proposed the following timeline for the further conduct of the

matter:

2.1, the Rule-53 record is provided on Monday, 4 October 2021;

2.2, applicants file supplementary founding affidavits by 8 October 2021;

2.3. respondents file answering affidavits by 22 October 2021;

2.4. applicants file replying affidavits by 29 October 2021;

2.5. applicants file heads of argument on 5 November 2021;

2.6. respondents file heads of argument on 12 November 2021; and

2.7. the matter is heard on any two days between 22-24 November 2021.

None of the parties expressed any objection to this timetable (on the assumption
that no further interlocutory proceedings took place in relation to the Rule-53

record).




The Commissioner admitted he was obliged to disclose the Rule-53 record in all

three matters.

However, the Commissioner stated that some of the information in the Rule-53

record -—

5.1. contains confidential medical information;

5.2. contains information that is classified; and

5.3. contains information that is in the possession of South African Military

Health Service (‘SAMHS’);

together ‘allegedly sensitive information’.

The Commissioner committed 1o filing the portion of the record in his possession
that does not contain any allegedly sensitive information by Monday, 4 October
2021 ('the non-controversial record’). This includes the Commissioner’s
reasons, the reasons of the Medical Advisory Parole Board, and records from

area commissioners.

The Commissioner stated that he may bring an urgent application against
SAMHS to obtain the information in the possession of SAMHS in order to be able
to disclose the relevant information to the applicants, if SAMHS is not willing to

transmit the information to the Commissioner.

The Commissioner stated that he would prefer to defend the three applications

on the merits with the benefit of the full Rule-53 record.




10.

11.

12.

13.

4.

15.

Mr Zuma’s counsel asserted that the question of if and how the Rule-53 record
is to be provided is a matter that must be decided in open court, not in a case-

management meeting.

Mr Zuma does not consent to the release of any of his medical information.

The DA enquired whether Mr Zuma would consent {o the release of his medical
information under a confidentiality regime that permitted only the judge, and the
parties’ lawyers after having signed formal confidentiality agreements, access to

them. Mr Zuma’s counsel rejected the proposal.

The HSF—

12.1. stated that Mr Zuma cannot reasonably oppose any confidentiality

regime without having considered proposals from the applicants; and

12.2. requested that where the Commissioner refuses to disclose information
in the Rule-53 record on Monday, 4 October, that he provides reasons

for each refusal.

Mr Zuma’s counsel requested that the Commissioner's counsel consult with him
as to the content of the non-controversial record before disclosing if, and the

Commissioner's counsel stated that he would do so.

The DA objected to this.

Mr Zuma's counsel stated that Mr Zuma would bring an urgent application
interdicting the disclosure of Mr Zuma’s confidential medical information if it

appeared that the Commissioner intended {o do so.




16. The DJP made the following directives for the further conduct of the matter:

16.1.

16.2.

16.3.

the Commissioner shall file the non-controversial portion of the record by

Monday, 4 October 2021,

within 48 hours after receiving the non-controversial portion of the
record, the parties shall have a meaningful discussion to determine
whether they can reach an agreement in respect of the confidentiality of

the other documenits in the record that have not been provided; and

another case-management meeting will be held on Thursday, 7 October
or Friday, 8 October, at a time agreed between the parties and
convenient to the DJP, to obtain further directives as to the further

conduct of the matter.
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MINDE SCHAPIRO & SMITH

Docex 1] Iygerberg
PO Box 4040 | Tyger Valiey | 7536 | South Alrica
Tyger Valisy Office Park | Building Mumber 2 | Cnr Wilie van Schoor & Old Cak Reads | Bellville
T: 921 918 9000 | 621 918 9012 {Dhract Line) | £1 021 218 9070 (General} | 021 918 9070 {Direc! Fayx)

E: kann@mindes.co.za jwww.nlndes.co.zd

Our Ref; DEMI16/0786/E JONKER/ks | Your Rel: | Date: 5 October 2021

THE STATE ATTORNEY
PER EMAIL: reubensckaobela@gmail.com;

NTANGA NKUHLU INC. ATTORNEYS
PER EMAIL: mongezi@ntoanga.co.za

Dear Sirs / Madams
DA v NATIONAL COMMISSIONER: CORRECTIONAL SERVICES (45997/21)

1. The above matier refers, as well as the so-calied ‘non-contfroversial' porlion of the
Rule-53 record emailed o us at 11h16 yesterday mormning. As you know, we act for the
applicant, the Democratic Allicnce ('the DA').

2. At the case-management meeling held on Thursday, 30 September 2021, the Deputy
Judge President directed that the parties hold a meaningful discussion within 48 hours
of the disseminatfion of the non-confroversial portion of the record to attempt to
reach agreement in respect of the confideniiclily of the remdining portions of the
record,

3. In this regard, the DA proposes the following confidentiality regime in respect of the
remaining portions of the record:

3.1.  Only the DA's counsel [namely, Ismail Jamie SC, Michael Bishop, and Fiet
Olivier}, one alforney ot the DA’s firm of record (namely, Bzanne Jonker of
Minde Schapiro & Smith), and the legal practitioners nominated by the
respondents (hereafter ‘the parties’ lawyers'), as well as the judge(s) hearing
the review application, will be permitied access to the remaining portions of
the record (i.e., unredacted versions of the documents that are redacted in
the non-controversial portion of the record, as well as unredacted versions of
any other documents that were enfirely left out of the non-controversial portion
of the record).

3.2, No other person, including for the avoidance of doubt the DA, any of its
members, and any member of Minde Schapiro & Smith other than Ms Jonker,
shalt be permitted access to the remaining portions of the record,

Minde Schapiro & Smith Incorporated | Altormeys Notaries & Conveyancers since 1929 | Registralion number 2010/025182/21

Direclors: Helrdch Crous BA LLB | Elzanne Jonker BA LLB | *Jonathan Rubin B Comm LL8 LLM | Yenesen Reddy LLB
Senior Associates: Gerhard Lourens FPSA® BA LLB | Andre von Breda 8 Comm LL3
Assoclates: Jhané Bezuiderhouf LLB | Lauwren locobs LLB
Consuftants: Louls beyer B Jurs LLB | Madanne Olivicr B Conwm LLB LLM § Marois Hoon BA LEB
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MINDE SCHAPIRO & SMITH

33.  The lawyers shall not publish any part of the remaining portion of the record to
any persen other than the parties’ lawyers or the judge(s) hearing the review
application.

34, Access will be granted in accordance with the above by noon on Thursday, 7
Cctober 2021,

3.5, Any remaining affidavits filed by the parties, as well as heads of argument, will
comprise two sections: a confidential seclion containing information from the
remaining porfion of the record and a non-confidential section containing no
such information. Only the parties’ lawyers and the judge(s) hearing the matter
will have access to the former section.

3.6, The remaining portions of the record shall not be placed in the court file, and
neither shall the confidential sections of the affidavits and the heads of
argument. They shall be fransmitted directly to the parties’ lawyers and the
judge(s) hearing the review application.

3.7. Al the hearing of the review application, the parties' counsel will refrain from
refering to the confidential sections of the parties' affidavits and heads. Should
reference become necessdry, the relevant portion of the hearing will be held
in carmera,

3.8. The DA reserves the right to argue that the remaining portions of the record are
not confidential at the hearing of the review application. If the judgels) rule(s)
in the DA's favour in this regard, the parties will be permitied to deal with the
remaining portions of the record in accordance with the ruling.

The DA proposes that the other two review applications be subjeci to similar
confidentiality regimes, mutatis mutandis.

Kindly let us know whether your client accedes to the above proposa!. by ?hG0 on
Wednesday, 6 October 2021,

Should you fail fo respond to us by this fime, or should your client accede to the
above proposal but then fail fo provide the remaining portions of the record as set
out in paragraph 3.4 above, the DA will assume thatl your client will not provide any
further portion of the record under any conditions, and reserves its rights to respond s
it is permitted under law,

We have not received any comments to our proposed minutes of the Meeting held
before the DJP on 30 Seplember 2021, Should we nof receive any response from you
by ciose of business today we Infend filing same with the office of the DJP.

Minde Schapire & Smith incerporaled | Allcineys Nolaides & Conveyancers since 1929 § Registration number 2010/025182/21
Directors: Heinrich Crous BA LLB | Elzanne Jonker BA LLB { *Jonathan Rubin 8 Comm LLB LLM | Venesen Reddy LLB
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INDE SCHAPIRO & SMITH

Yours faith

MINDE SCHAPIRO & SMITH INC.

pey .

CC: Webber Wenizel
Peremail: /* movshtwich@webberwentzel.com:
pocja.deky@webberwentzel.com;
Daniel Raftsriv@webberwentzel.com;
Dee—dee.Qo\ohie@webberwenizel.com:
Beinadele.Lbller@webbarwentzel.com

CC:  Hurter Spies
Peremail.  spies@hurterspies.co.za
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Office of the State Attorney

Private Bag X 91 SALU BUILDING
PRETORIA 316 Thabo Sehume Street
G001 Francis Baard Street

Entrance Thabo Sehume Street

Tel: {Switchboard): (012) 309 1500
{Direct Line):  {012) 309 1576
{Secretary): (012) 309 1530

Fax {General): (012) 309 649/50

06 October 2021

Enquires: RN SEKGOBELA /BM MAKHAFOLA My ref; 2822/2021/75%
Email:RSekgobela@justice.gov.za or Your ref:

reubensekgobela@gmail.com

TO: MINDE SCHAPIRO AND SMITH ATTORNEYS
Ref: R Nyama / MD / HM001035

AND TO: HURTER SPIES INC
Ref. WD Spies / MAT4215

AND TO: WEBBER WENTZEL REF: V Moshovich /P Dela /D Cron /D
Rafferty / D Qolohle 3050264

AND TO: NTANGA NKUHLU INCORPORATED ATTORNEYS REF:
M.NTANGA/Z0018/21

IN RE: THE DEMOCRATIC ALLIANCE // THE NATIONAL
COMMISSIONER OF CORRECTIONAL SERVICES AND 4
OTHERS

AFRIFORUM NPC // THE NATIONAL COMMISSIONER OF
CORRECTIONAL SERVICES AND 5 OTHERS

HELEN SUZMAN FOUNDATION // NATIONAL COMMISSIONER
OF CORRECTIONAL SERVICES AND 3 OTHERS
SIRMMADAM

Your letters dated the 05" October 2021 and the 30" September 2021 respectively

bear reference.

Access to Justice for All Always quote my referencg;umber




1. As you are aware, we act for the National Commissioner of Correctional
Services in all three applications. This letter is meant to respond to the
proposals by the Helen Suzman Foundation (“HSF”), the Democratic
Alliance ("DA”) and Ntanga Nkuhlu Incorporated acting for the Third
Respondent in both the DA and the Afriforum matter and as the Fourth

Respondent in the HSF matter.

2. We need to record that we have been served with a letter dated the 27t
September 2021, where all the parties were copied, wherein the legal
representatives of the Former President JG Zuma explicitly put it on record
that they are denying us consent to divuige the medical reports and/or
records of their client without his consent. It was made clear that we can
only do that through a co.urt order. In that regard, we are hamstrung and
constrained by the refusal of the Former President and his legal
representatives to give us consent to divulge the medical reports and/or

records.

3. The other issue that impedes our disclosure of the whole record is the fact
that we have been informed by the South African Military Health Service
(“SAMHS”) that they are the custodian of the medical records of the Former
President as they have been entrusted with the responsibility of providing
health care services to all Presidents, and Former and current Presidents
of the Republic of South Aftica. We were informed by SAHMS that those
documents are classified as top secret and therefore they cannot just be

disclosed,

Access to Justice for All Always quote my reference number




4. We are, as the legal representatives of the National Commissioner, in
principle, in agreement with the confidentiality regime as proposed by bath
the legal representatives of the HSF and the DA but we are of the view that
presently it will not assist us as the legal representatives of the Former
President have denied us consent to produce those medical records without

a coutt order.

5. We therefore agree with the legal representatives of the Former President
that the set down date of the 26™ October 2021 be retained for hearing on
all the interlocutory disputes pertaining to the record and, depending on the
outcome thereof, the matter can be scheduled for hearing on the merits in

November or any other agreed date,

6. We also agree that as parties we should agree amongst ourselves on the
timelines within which to file our papers as per the HSF letter in paragraph
3 where we are called upon to provide a schedule of the material not
provided and the reasons why the material was not provided. We are in
agreement that that should happen but we hold a different view that this
should be done in the form of affidavits which can serve before a court when
adjudicating on the further handling of the record. In this regard we propose
that the parties should agree on the dates in which to exchange papers and

for the interlocutory to be heard as soon as possible.

7. We also need to record that |, Mr Sekgobela the Attorney of the record of
the National Commissioner of Correctional Services from the Pretoria State
Attorney, has challenges with my work email and the use of my work

computer as it is common cause that the Department of Justice had a

Access to Justibé for All Always quote my reference number




misfortune of having their systems down, we therefore request that all the
parties should communicate with us through my personal ‘gmail’ account
and also copy Adv Bheki Ndebele on this email address:

bheki.ndebele@gkchambers.co.za.

8. ltis also our understanding that the DJP had requested that we should
agree amongst ourselves on the time in which to hold the next case
management meeting on Friday early in the morning. We therefore propose
that we give the DJP the time of 07h30 in order to manage this matter going

forward.

Yours faithfully

SGD: R SEKGOBELA

RN SEKGOBELA
OFFICE OF THE STATE ATTORNEY: PRETORIA

Access to Justice for All Always quote my reference number
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From: Elzanne Jonker

Sent: Thursday, 07 October 2021 13:43

To: 'Reuben Sekgobela' <reubensekgebela@gmail com>; mongezi@ntanga.co.za;
pooja.dela@webberwentzel.com; dee-dee.qolohle@webberwentzel.com; ck@hurterspies.co.za;
spies@hurterspies.co.za; 'Ronie Nyama' <ronie@kebd.co.za>; Mpho Diphagwe <mpho@kebd.co.za>;
'bheki.ndebele@gkchambers.co.za’ <bhekindebele@gkchambers.co.za>

Cc: smphahlele@law.co.za; makhanani.mere@gmail.com; baloyi-mere@loftusadv.co.za; Bheki Ndebele
<bheki.ndebele@gkchambers.co.za>; Billy Malose Makhafola <makhafbm@gmail.com>;
Pheladi.dhla@gmail.com

Subject: DEM16/0786: DA / HSF / AFRIFCRUM / National Commissioner of Correctional Services and
others (GP 45997/21, 46468/2021 AND 46701/21 - FURTHER CASE-MANAGEMENT MEETING

Dear Mr Sekgobela
Your letter of 6 October refers. As you know, we act for the DA,

We note the contents of your letter. We do not respond to each allegation and fully reserve our clients
rights.




We agree that a case-management meeting with the DIP should be held tomorrow morning. Yesterday,
we Iransmitted to the DJP a letter proposing 8h00 and copied in all the parties. Our correspondent
attorney will attempt to telephone the DIP’s registrar this afternoon to determine whether he is available
and whether he wauld prefer 7h30 or 8h00.

Regards

From: Reuben Sekgobela <regbense ela ail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, 06 October 2021 20:52

To: mongezi@ntanga.co.za; Elzanne lonker <glzanne@mindes.co.za>; pooja.dela@wehbarwentyzel com;
dee-dee.qolohle@webberwentzel.com; ck@hurterspies.co.za; spies@hurtersnies.co.za

Cc: smphahlele@law.co.za; makhanani.mere@gmail.com; haloyi-mere@loftusadv.co.za: Bheki Ndebele
<bhekjndebete@gkchambers,co.za>; Billy Malose Makhafcla <makha ail.com;
Pheladi.dhla@gmail.com

Subject: | am sharing 'Letter to DA, HSF and Afriforum' with you

Good evening.
Kindly see the attached letter.

Kird regards,
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF SOUTH AFKICA
(GAUTENG DIVISION, PRETORIA)

In the matter between:

THE DEMOCRATIC ALLIANCE

and

THE NATIONAL COMMISSIONER OF
CORRECTIONAL SERVICES

THE MEDICAL PAROLE ADVISORY BOARD
JACOB GEDLEYIHLEKISA ZUMA

THE SECRETARY OF THE JUDICIAL COMMISSION
OF INQUIRY INTO ALLEGATIONS OF STATE
CAPTURE, CORRUPTION, AND FRAUD IN THE
PUBLIC SECTOR, INCLUDING ORGANS OF STATE

THE MINISTER OF JUSTICE AND CORRECTIONAL
SERVICES

and

In the matter between:

HELEN SUZMAN FOUNDATION

and

THE NATIONAL COMMISSIONER OF
CORRECTIONAL SERVICES

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE AND
CORRECTIONAL SERVICES

Case number: 45997/21

Applicant

First respondent

Second respondent

Third respondent

Fourth respondent

Fifth respondent

Case number: 46468/2021

Applicant

First respondent

Second respondent




MEDICAL PAROLE ADVISORY BOARD

JACOB GEDLEYIHLEKISA ZUMA

and

In the matter between:

AFRIFORUM NPC

and

THE NATIONAL COMMISSIONER OF
CORRECTIONAL SERVICES

THE MEDICAL PAROLE ADVISORY BOARD
JACOB GEDLEYIHLEKISA ZUMA

THE SECRETARY OF THE JUDICIAL COMMISSION
OF INQUIRY INTO ALLEGATIONS OF STATE
CAPTURE, CORRUPTION, AND FRAUD IN THE
PUBLIC SECTOR, INCLUDING ORGANS OF STATE

THE MINISTER OF JUSTICE AND CORRECTIONAL
SERVICES

Third respondent

Fourth respondent

Case number: 46701/21

Applicant

First respondent

Second respondent
Third respondent

Fourth respondent

Fifth respondent

THE PRESIDENT OF THE REPUBLIC OF SOUTH AFRICA Sixth respondent

AGREED MINUTE OF CASE-MANAGEMENT MEETING
HELD ON 8 OCTOBER 2021 AT 8h00

1. Participants:

1.1. the Honourable Deputy Judge President Ledwaba;




1.2. Ismail Jamie SC for the Democratic Alliance (‘the DA’);

1.3. Max du Plessis SC for the Helen Suzman Foundation (‘the HSF):;

1.4. FJ Labuschagne for AfriForum NPC (‘AfriForum’);

1.5. Sy Mphahlele SC and Elizabeth Baloyi-Mere SC for the National

Commissioner of Correctional Services (‘the Commissioner'); and

1.6. Dali Mpofu SC for Mr Jacob Gedleyihlekisa Zuma (‘Mr Zuma’).

The minute of the case-management meeting held on 30 September 2021 at
10h00 was accepted without objection, subject to Mr Zuma’s counsel stating that

it omitted some information but without specifying the nature of that information.

The parties confirmed that the Commissioner had filed the so-called non-

controversial part of the record.

The parties confirmed that the DA and the HSF had proposed a lawyers-only

confidentiality regime for the remainder of the record.

The Commissioner stated that he was unable to disclose the remainder of the
record because (a) Mr Zuma refused to consent to the disclosure of the
remainder of the record in any form, even under a confidentiality regime, and (b)
parts of the record were in the possession of the South African Military Health
Service (‘SAMHS’), and SAMHS had to date refused to transfer possession to

the Commissioner.




10.

11.

12.

The DA, the HSF, and AfriForum confirmed that they intended to proceed with
their review applications on the basis of the record as filed, with reservation of

rights.
Mr Zuma’s counsel stated that —

7.1. Mr Zuma had no objection to the applicants proceeding with the review

applications, subject to his counsel's availability; and
7.2, Mr Zuma had not conceded that the matter was urgent.
The Commissioner reserved the right to argue that the matter was not urgent.

The Commissioner placed on record that his defence is compromised because
the fuli Rule 53 record is not before the Court, but conceded that the applicants

had the right to proceed with their reviews without the full record.

The Commissioner stated that he might bring an application in terms of the
Uniform Rules to obtain the documents in the possession of SAMHS from
SAMHS but if he did so he would ensure that it did not disrupt the timetable for

the hearing.

The Commissioner stated that he does not wish to prevent the review hearing

from taking place in the week of 22 November 2021.

With the agreement of all the parties, the DJP directed that the further conduct

of the matter would be subject to the following timelines:

12.1. the applicants would file any supplementary notices of motion and

founding affidavits by Wednesday, 13 October 2021:




13.

14.

12.2.

12.3.

12.4.

12.5.

12.6.

the respondents would file answering affidavits by Tuesday, 26 October

2021;

the applicants would file replying affidavits by Tuesday, 2 November

2021;

the applicants would file heads of argument by Monday, 8 November

2021;

the respondents would file heads of argument by Tuesday, 16 November

2021;

the hearing would occur in the week of 22 November 2021, subject to
judges being available. If judges are not available, the DJP will liaise with

the parties as to an alternative date.

Mr Zuma's counsel requested between one-and-a-half and two days for the

hearing. No party objected.

The Commissioner requested that the parties file hard copies of all of the papers

in the court file before filing the papers on Caselines.
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Report Number : GO-D-004-D General
PERSONAL DETAILS ) o o
Registration Number 221673598 0 Number
First Names : JACOB GEDLEYIHLEKISA Surname 1 ZUMA
Gender : M CR Number :
Ethni¢ Group L ZULY Body Recoipt r 221072218550001
Cenomination 1 UNITED CONGREGATIONAL CHUI Effective Sentance Group: > 12- < 24 MONTHS { 8}
Natlonality ¢ BOUTHAFRICA Effcctive Sentence : A5/0000/00000

Nexd of Kin 1 MOLOTSi GEORGE
Place of Birth ¢ NKANDLA Relationship : SON
fAaritsl Slalus 1 MARRED Gangs
Maintenance N Gang Rank M
Bate of Binh T 194204112 ( 78) Amount Charges
BPA Days Served : Escapes t N

Deport.fRep. i N Flanl; N
N(- ° Sarranis H 1 Grat sclinot ; 0
ADDRESS
Streel Address Postal Address Hext of Kin Address

NKANDLA AREA
NKANDLA
RELEASE DATES
Type of Date Date
MAXIMUM RELEASE DATE 2022/16i07
SENTENCE EXPIRY DATE 2022110707
1/2 SENTENCE PERIQD 2022/02/23
NON PAROLE PERIOD 2021/40/30
1/6 SENTENCE PERIOD 2021/09/23
1/4 SENTENCE PERIOD 2021/10/30
1/3 SENTENCE PERIOD 2021712007 -
MINIMLIM DETENTION PERIQD  2024/10/30
2/3 SFNTENCE PERIOD 2022105107
P{ 2 SUBMISSION DATE  2021/07/30
PRs. i PREPARATION DATE  Z2021/07/08
STATUS
Date Time Description
2021/08/05 23:25:00 TEMP OUT : HOSPITAL
2021707122 15:55:00 RETURNED FROM TEMP OUTSIDE
2021107122 CG0:47:00 TEMP QUT ; OCCASION
- 2021/07/08 00:01:00 ADM:SENTENCED

SECURITY CLASS
Date Security Class Total Reason for Override ! Reclassification
2021/07/08 1 MINIMUM 27 HiGH PROFILE: INTELLIGENCE AVAILABLE {INTENSE MEDIA COVERABE, INCREASED SECURI
PRIVILEGE GROUP
Date Group Monitor
2021/07/08 B N




Department Correctional Services Date : 20210826
ESTCOURT CORRCENT Page - 2
Admission Detail
Reporl Number ; GO-D-004-D General
CREDITS
IC Date Days Trans. Credit Given 15t Date 2nd Date
TRAINING HISTORY
Grade Passed : 1 Trade
Year Schuol Completed Date of Trade Test
University Exemption No Place of Trade Test :
Avaliability as Teacher No Trade Cerificate No.
Professional Oceupation | NO OGCUPATION Type of Qualification ILLITERATE
Gualification Achieved
Previous Experienze
SENTENCED WARRANTS
Warrant Number : 1 FP No. H Police 1 SAPS NKANDLA
Casa.Number 1 20210708 Gourt No., Status : SENTENCED
g : CONSTITUTIONAL COURT  CAS No, SAPBZ/BOMmp, War,  * N/N/ N
Da.  Sentence ¢ 2021/06/25 Dochet : Court Pepartment :
Maglstrate District  :  JOHANNESBURG Done Status t Nol Sentenced
Warrant Type : SECTION 276(1)(b) DONA Number
Remark :

Offence Description

Sentence Number 1 Periodical Hours Done ! Sentence /18! !
Suspend Ind. ¢ Normal Pericdical Hours Bat. Suspended } ! I
Status 1A Type of Sentence 1. BPECIFIC SENTENCE

Suspended Period :

Offence 1ABB - CONTEMPT OF COURT Offence Category @ CRIMES AGAINST THE GGOD ORDER
Type i OTHER Amount : 1

Signature - Clerk

Checker

L,

Supervisor

*** Engt of Repord *+*




&

e AT By W T

Discipiinary Dffence Reglster

Pougrer 0 s

*** No Record Found ***

Signature -~  Preduction Weorker
Chocker

Coniroller

*** End of Reporf =




‘ MEDICAL CONFIDENTIAL

sa military health service DA14
Department:
Defence
REPUBLIC OF SOUTH AFRICA
Telephone: (012) 671 5354 Department of Defence
Faecsimile: (012) 671 5257 Area Military Health Formation
SS8N: 812 5354 Private Bag X102
Enquiries: Maj (Dr) Q.8.M. Mafa Lyttelton
0046
©Y July 2021

MEDICAL REPORT OF FORMER PRESIDENT MR J.G ZUMA BY THE PRESIDENTIAL
MEDICAL TEAM DATED 08 JULY 2021

1. The abovementioned patient was examined on the 08 July 2021. Mr Zumaisa 79
year old male &2

6. This repori is hereby recommend that Mr Zuma be moved to & specialist medical
facility high care unit to be assessed further o ensure his health is not jeopardised during
this period. It is further recommended that a thorough specialist medical investigation be
done to verify and rule out other challenges that could have been missed during the

examination.

7. Your cooperation in this matter will be highly appretiated as this will prevent any
embarrassment to the government should anything happen fo Mr Zuma.

8. _ For your urgent attention-and action. j
) n /i : ‘ gna® “:QCF A
a L ‘ s i‘ﬁ;@asgéag:a
i m%mw

02
: - Lefaphs 14 Boighemels . Umbyangs wezokuVikela . Kpato ya Tshittlotss iS¢t iezoKhusels , Brp of Diefence . Muhasho wa Tsiniledze X
UmNyanye WezokuVikels . Ndzawule ya swa Vusiheteri  Lehapha fa Tshirelerse Bepartement van Virdediging . LiTike leFekuvikela !

@ MEDICAL CONFIDENTIAL




sa military health service
Depariment: } - DA1 5

Defence
REPUBLIC OF SOUTH AFRICA

Telephone: (012) 871 5354 Depariment of Defence
Facsimile: {012) 671 5257 Area Military Health Formation
SSN: 812 5354 Private Bag X102
Enquiries: Maj (Dr) Q.5.M. Mafa Lyttelton

0046

OF July 2021

Head of the Center.

Escourt Correctional Center
Department of Correctional Services
Escourt

Dear Madam

REQUEST FOR DAILY CHECK UPS OF FORMER PRESIDENT MR J.G ZUMA BY THE
PRESIDENTIAL MEDICAL TEAM: 98255607MC WO1 G.M. MOLOISI

1. The South African Military Health Service has the sole mandate & responsibility of
assuring and giving medical support & services fo Mr. JG Zuma. Based on our recent
medical assessment done on him upon his arrival at the facility, we have a great concern

about his current medical health status,

3. We want to manage and avoid the exposure of sensitive medical information or
records to our medical counterparts from the Correctional services, as Doctor to patient
confidentiality has to be adhered to at all times. However this is not limited to the critical
medical reports that'll be given after every assessments done for filing purposes in Mr. JG

Zuma's file while he is still in the facility.

4. Furthermore we are requesting that Mr GM Moloisi be granted permission to monitor
him on a daily basis and alert the doctors and specialists immediately of any changes
should there be any during this period while he Is in your facility. This is based on the
findings from the medical assessment that were done upon his arrival info the facility by

our doctors including myself

6.  Your swift response and coope'rg}‘:ign in this regard will be highly appreciated.

b e

7. For your urgent attention and action.

Sk
. %% 0¥ Lefaphe |z Boiphemelo . Umnyanga wezckaVikefa . Kgoro ya Tshirsletso iSebe lezoKhusalo . Department of Defence  Muhasho wa Tsiriledzo \Fi
_:’l“ 3 UmNyango WezekuVikeln . Ndzawulo ya swa Vusirheleri Lehaphe [« Tshireletso Depenement van Verdedigipy . LiTiko leTckuvikels Y

i
kf;{x/ MEDICAL CONFIDENTIAL
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REQUEST FOR DAILY CH%E&&%&PS OF FORMER PRESIDENT MR J.G ZUMA BY THE
PRESIDENTIAL MEQ&M:“’E'EAM: 98255607MC WO1 G.M. MOLOIS

CENERA

Health Warriors Serving the Brave
MEDICAL CONFIDENTIAL
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Depariment:
Defence
REPUBLIC OF SOUTH AFRICA

Telephone: {012} 671 5354
Facsimile: (012) 671 5257
58N 812 5354

Enquiries: Maj (Dr) Q.8.M. Mafa

DA16

Department of Defence

Area Rilitary Health Formation
Private Bag X102

Lvitelton

(046

:gg July 2021

MEDICAL REPORT OF FORMER PRESIDENT MR J.G ZUMA BY THE PRESIDENTIAL

MEDICAL TEAM DATED 28 JULY 2021

1. The abovementioned patient was examined on the 08 Jury 2621 by a member of

Mr Zuma is

nrasidential medical team.

B.

Taking the abovementioned medical conditions into consideration, there is a fear that
his condition may further deteriorate if intervention is delayed. As a result of this repor, it

Is hereby recommended that Mr Zuma be moved fo a specialisi medical facility to be
assessed further by specialists under presidential medical team for proper investigations

and to oplimise therapy for befier outcome.

MEDICAL CONFIDENTIAL

n A Lefephs b2 Bolphanelo . Umyaugo wezokuyiels . Mgoro ya Vehirelenso 1Sebe lezoKhuseko , Departmant of Deferce . Mutushs ws Tariidzo R
77y LmNyengo WesbuVikela . Mdawulo ys swa Visihelad . Lehupha b Tehbebstsg Departemen van Verdedigng , 1T o eTebuvikes :

0
1 %




MEDICAL REPORT OF FORMER PRESIDENT MR J.G ZUMA BY THE PRESIDENTIAL
MEDICAL TEAM DATED 28 JULY 20219 ;

8. This is not a final report; the comprehensive medical report will follow oncs all the
investigations have been conducted by the specialist, The speciafists will also determine
other investigations as necessary. The final report by the Specialist Madical Panel will
assist towards further Interventions; prognosis and application for Medical Parole.

9."  Your cooperation in this matter will be highly agpreciated.

10. For your urgent  altgntion and action,

i ERAL DfFiCER COMMANDING AREA MILITARY HEALTH FORMATION: BRIG
GEN {DR)

Heslth Warrlors Serving the Brave
MEDICAL CONFIDENTIAL
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{ A DETAILS OF OFFENDER

|3, ‘Diate of Birth Jr , O g { . Gender - '. Pﬁa‘.e_

?ﬁ '55 -ﬁ}arre&t;bn'a*i Dentré &t which-detained

P

L AMENDMENT OF CORRECTIONAL SERVICES REGULATIONS, 2004 @ D A 1 7
SCHEDULEB '

|1, Reégistation No. [A>1 b73 9% ‘f!‘:a.rSumam'e and initiéis};ﬁ&,,g Mo J G
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{ C. MEDICAL REPORT [to be completed by the Correctional Medical Practitioner {Regolations Z9A4){3)] |

ADDENDUM TO THE MEDICAL PAROLE APPLICATION FORM.

REGISTERED IN TERMS OF THE HEALTH PROFESSIONS COUNCIL OF SOUTH AFRICA.
{If the-space is insufficient please attach annexure/s)

1. Names arid Sumname:. Codr Pad. Solormeen, IYlOREMA © thn K
2. Practice nufiber; YN 2223 B o
3. | examined the offenderon _& & jtq '&w\, PNy B at_E5¢C + Cenad é’fo@w}na ( .

4, | {}{’ did ot I fefer the afiender fora specigfist opinion.

{if referred 1o a specialist, attached ‘separate repor)

{d) s the offender suffering from:a terminal disease OR condition which
Js chronic A4
Is progressive: e _
Has deteriorated permanently or reached and irreversible state; C\! & g"\ﬁd fa ]} é}éﬁﬁ . S}%ﬂ !r%@n%*\b

NB: "A terminal disease or condltion Is a condition or illness which is Irreversible with poor prognosis
and Irremediable by available medical tredtinent but requires continuous palliative care and will
lead to imminent death within a reasonable ime.”




2

ARDENDUM TO THE MEDICAL, PAROLE APPLICATION FORM

ifyes, please provide clinical, radiological, biochemical and any other relevant information:

A ]
1 .‘ .
S wﬁvi\ SR SN S VW VP =

() What is the long term pmgmﬁzs‘? '{;@

‘o LY o P Eero6 /ﬁ\

(f} isthe effender able / unabfe {o-perform acilwi:es of daily living and self.care due 1o the above mentioned?
{if unabﬁe please ttaeh @tupahonal“rheramst’s repcmt

Comm jnts < Mﬁ( «»Hm@ = Lerum/ﬁ

e Jcpft-c""@—:é. C}—»Q M?r{){@i Mﬁ_m

-{g} g unable date of unset or penod he fshe suffered from the contiition / drsaases / incapacity?

o G gt @kﬁmfawrx e 214"

{h) How has’ the offender been managed?
i Chmcal management

4 Sy o 5
U -

2 Y,
D = AN T S A s

..  Nen-clinical management: [Attach any addition repori e g on nursing care, phys:otherap )

?Mﬁ- I's ﬁ-»—\rge%, f%—»_-it .(mmﬁb@ e
U s I e A = =P\ s
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3
ADDENDUM TO THE MEDICAL PAROLE APPLICATION FORM

(i) Responseto:
{h Clinical management:

Cldlced Mare @MM N CC e i e M ‘“&Qﬂ»/_

]

IR ¢
' : it/ ?mx zsa%u@um- %éizam

. i) Non-clinical management;, Aﬁach any additional report &.9. on’ nursmg care, physiotherapy)-

“Ue (”mqif\mm,sz' 5 -LM _(mﬂﬁ ’é}o J'K’Le,djc:q/(

£

%QM T £

Medical parole should be considered ORA0L considered-forthofoliowing-reasens

6.1 Nie’dicaf, funclional or physical incapacity:

WMo R e kS

6.2 Availability of the required heallh care m&: for the specn‘" ic condition withirt the department:
? airet 4’; m,@eé.i@{ Coge o f/

oSS (i"x CINY MYV, S - TR G N
Digmad ey kLo wEAL { A

If parolad, the offender wotlld require the following clinleal and non-clinical healih care:




\
4
ADDENDUM TO THE MEDICAL PAROLE APPLICATION FORM

{imﬁﬁ\}’ chi&iau{Jh/ Ev adi e Pon, &Wc’i Com Y\LJCJ-‘Q'E
Lol Ave Yrieddcer  Coce .

8. Should the offender be paroled, &7&frral letter for the continuation of treatment will be completed.

‘Narnes and Surname : ; ; )’WW ¥~

| Signature

‘Date 2.8 / &7 / PP ?—»f :




CONFIDENTIAL G16(j)

i correctional services @D A18

Dy;
Correpliong Services
REPUBLIC OF BOUTH AFRICA

CONSENT FORM: PLACEMENT OR RELEASE ON MEDICAL GROUNDS

Name of Management Area , Glenwe ™Momsstnne é{ﬁm
Name of Correctional Centre  : Coteo “””(P" Co ety Onead CMJ@_.,

fovk By XPorI Cotany 24O

Address

Telephone number : i / d)

Fax number : “‘Zf Y

i fﬁ% GLZWYQG ) registration number wl ;’73 398 hereby

grant consent that for the purpose and processes of considering my recommendation for
placement on medical grounds, hereby grant permission that my health condition and / or
diagnosis be shared with any individua! or person who will provide any form of administraflve,
economic, psycho-social, health any other form of support that will contribute positively to my

health.
I hereby confirm that | was not coerced 1o grant the above mentioned permission/ consent.

Offender-patient’s signature Thumb print left / right (specify)
Name in Print: JJRCOR G ZMMy
ove +92,0% S0 ime: __ {1y Wel)

Name in Print : E’Vﬁ‘w J '{

1. Witness

Signature : A Capacity : éﬁ? ‘*"’?A«BL/
Name in Print ; / A m{{“ 2o M [V (oo Date and time : ﬁ:a..{ B1. '2%

Capacity - Misdre

Date and time : 22§ {£> ’?;/1024

2. Withess i A—

my Y

Signaturg > L




correctional services

Department:
Correctional Servicas
REPUBLIC OF SOUTH AFRICA

Privale Bag x02, Glencoe 2030, Bigger Street Norih, North Fleld Mine,

Tel: {034} 383 1112, Fax: (034) 393 3377

DA19

Reference: Pate: 29 JULY 2021
. Celi
Enquiries: | MTSHALI J.A | Number: 082 5031 369

SUBJECT: | APPLICATION FOR PLACEMENT OR MEDICAL RELEASE OF
MR JACOB GEDLEYIHLEKISA ZUMA REG. ND.221673598;
ESCOURT CORRECTIONAL CENTRE KZN _

On the 2021/07/28 Mr Zuma was seen by the team of his Doctors from SA
Military Health Services which suggested that Mr Zuma be urgently transferred

to Military hospital in Pretoria, and they made application for his medical
release, see report attached and medical file.

Page 1 of 2




SUBJECT: | APPLICATION FOR PLACEMENT OR WMEDICAL
RELEASE OF MR JACOB GEDLEYIHLEKISA ZUMA
REG. NO.221673598: ESCOURT CORRECTIONAL
CENTRE KZN

1. Recommendations:
it is recommended that Mr Zuma be released on medical grounds base on

the following:
» The report written by his medical team stating that Mr Zuma has

number of comorpidities includifid:

» Mr Zuma needs tertiary heaith care services that Correctional

Services is not providing.

> His conditions need to be closely monitored by Specialist, and should
his condition complicate during the night it will take time for him to
access relevant health services.

el
r;g}.‘rm?-

(ngerationai Manager
tcourt Correctional Centre
Glencos Management Area

Mitshali J.A,
Date: 204197, a9

Page 2 0of 2




sa military neaith service

Departmant: ’
Defence D Az 0

REPUBLIC OF SOUTH AFRICA

Telephone:{012) 671 5354 Department of Defence
Facsimile: (012) 671 5257 Area Military Health Formation
SSN: 812 5354 Private Bag X102
Enquiries: Brig Gen (Dr) M.Z. Mdutywa Lytiaiton

0046

QS’ August 2021

The Commissioner
Department of Correctional Services

Pretoria
0o

Dear Sir

MEDICAL REPORT OF FORMER PRESIDENT MR J.G ZUMA BY THE PRESIDENTIAL
MEDICAL TEAM DATED 05 AUGUST 2021

1, The abovementloned patient has been seen on the 05 August 20
i Zuma IS y

3. The medical team was called in after Mr Zuma complained of chest pains and
coughing. This began at noon on the 05 August 2021 while sitting. {

5.  Taking the abovementioned medical conditions into consideration, there is a fear that
his condition is deteriorating. As a result of this, it Is hereby recommended that Mr Zuma
be moved to a specialist medical facility as matter of urgency to be assessed and
managed further by specialisis under presidential medical team in order to averi a crisis
looming if his medical condition is attended to. Propsr investigations are urgentiy required
to determine the therapy required for better management and ouicome. ..

et :
'\,'* Eefapha la Boiphemele . Umnyange wezokuVikela. Kyore ye Tshitefetso Sebe lezokhusla . Pepartment of Deferwe . Mulashy wa Tsiriledzo 1
n UmNyengo WezokuViketa . Neeawvule yd siva Vigicheleri  Lehapha I Tshiveleiso Departemment van Verdediging . Li¥iko 167 2kuvikels { -:_:P!

’W MEDICAL CONFIDENTIAL




MEDICAL REPORT OF FORMER PRESIDENT MR J.G ZUMA BY THE PRESIDENTIAL
MEDICAL TEAM DATED 05 AUGUST 2021

6. We request that Mr Zuma be moved to a military medical facility the latest on the 06
August 2021. As a contingency we request that a military medic be with him to observe

him continuously while awaiting your urgent action,

7. Your cooperation and urgent attention in this matter will be highly appreciated.

8. For your urgeni attention and action,

! I )
NERAL OFFICER COMMANDING AREA MILITARY HEALTH FORMATION: BRIG
GEN (DR}

Health Warriors Serving the Brave
MEDICAL CONFIDENTIAL




Department:
Correctional Sarvices
REPUBLIC OF S8OUTH AFRICA

A DETAILS OF OFFENDER
Registration Number: 221 673 598

Date of Birth: 1942/04112
Gender: Male
Region: KZN

Correctional Centre at which offender is detained: Glencoe Management Area

B. OFFENDER’S MEDICAL CORDITION

C. SUBMITTED EVIDENCE AND DOCUMENTATION

Medi role App )
 Specialist Reports where applicable Yes
Occupational Therapist's Report in case of incapacity No
| Any Clinical, Radiological, Biochemical and any other relevant information Yes
If yes specify: Chest X-Rays i
"Has the offender been consulted by any member of the MPAB? T Yes
If yes, is the Report attached o o B Yes

Pags tof2




correctional services
Correctlonal Services
REPUBLIC OF SOUTH AFRICA

D. NEED BY MPAB FOR FURTHER SPECIALIST'S CONSULTATION, IF YES SPECIFY:
Yes, Independent cardiologist / surgeon / physician,
Also need histopathology.

E. DECISION
Recommended / Not recommended based on the foliowing:
The MPAB did not have sufficient information to reach a decision, It was not clear fo the MPAB
whether the report written by the cardiologist on the 22/07/2021 was based on a recent
consuliation or from previous consultations. For the MPAB fo be able to discuss the case further,

we require the following reports:
i Arecent cardiologist's report - independent
i. A histopathology report from the previous colonoscopy done in Cuba

jii. Avreport from an surgeon
iv. Areport from an independent physician

/

DR. NB MGUDLWA
CHAIRPERSON: MEDICAL PAROLE ADVISORY BOARD

Date: 26 August 2021

Pagje 2 of 2
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correctional services

E{apaﬂmént{
Corractional Services
REPUEBLIC OF SOWUTH AFRICA

A, DETAILS OF OFFENDER
Registration Number: 221 673 598

Date of Birth: 1942/04/12
Gender: Male
Region: KZN

Correctional Centre at which offender is detained: Glencoe Management Area

B OFFENDER'S MEDICAL CONDITION

igeélicafparcle A;i;;)'.licat!oh Form T ' Yes
Specialist Reports where applicable " Yes
Occupational Therapist's Report in case of incapacity " No
Any Clinical, Radiolegical, Biochemical and any other ralevant information Yes
If yes specify: Chest X-Rays - | '

Has the offender been consulted by any member of the MPAB? Yes
If yes, is the Report attached Yes

Pegafol2




Department.
Corractionatl Services
REPUBLIC OF SQUTH AFRICA

. APPLIGATION FOR MED

D. NEED BY MPAB FOR FURTHER SPECIALIST'S CONSULTATION. IF YES SPECIFY;
Yes. Recent cardiologist/ surgeon / physician's reports with prognoses

E. DECISION |
Fecommended / Not recommended based on the following:
The MPAB did not have sufficient information to reach a decision. It was not clear to the MPAB
whether the report written by the cardiclogist on the 22/07/2021 was based on a recent
consuitation or from previous consuitations. For the MPAB fo be able to discuss the case further,

we require the following reports:

i.  Arecent SAHMS cardiclogist's report with prognosis

ii.  Arecentreport from a SAHMS physician with prognosis

it. Areport from the SAHMS surgical team with prognosis (if there have been further

inferventions).

()

A
/78

i
DR. NB MGUDLWA

CHAIRPERSON: MEDICAL PAROLE ADVISORY BOARD
Date: 28 August 2021

Page 2 of 2




CONFIDENTIAL

DA24

SG/C/104/712

Telephone: {012) 367 8001 Headguariers

Facsimile: {012) 367 9002 South African Military Health Service

Enqulnes Lt Gen (Dr) Z.W. S Dabuta Private Bag X102

Email: zola dabulsiodod miize Ceniurion
0046

g & August 2021

To whom it may concem.

Sir / Madam.
MEDICAL REPORT: FDRMER PRESIDENT MR J.6. ZURA

REFERANCES:

APPENDIX A Physicians Repont

APPENDIX B: Cardiologists Reporl

APPENDIEX C: Surgeons Report

APPENDIX D: Neurologists Report

APPENDIX E: Nephrologists Report

APPENDIX F: Histology Report from Cuba {English Translation)}
APPENDIX G: Radiologisis Reporl (Diagnostic Radiologists)

2. It is the view of the Surgeon General that these reporis taken individually may paint a
picture of a patient whose condition is under coniro! but 2ll togather reflect a precarious medical
situation especially for optimization of each one of them.

3. We will remember that the patient was faily optimized prior to his incarceration and it
took anly four weeks for his condition 1o deteriorate such that his glucose, blood pressure and
zyupetion went completely oul of kilter, The Surgeon General believes that the patient wil
sefie) Xanaged and oplimized under different circumstances than presently prevailing.

Sl ‘f}‘jié“iai all this will ba of assistance.

3
et T
F—

GENERAL: LT GEN

CONFIDENTIAL




canrectional services DA25
Dapartment:

Corectionsl Sarvices
REPUELIC OF SCUTH ARRICA

MPAB REPORT
APPLICATION FOR MEDICAL PAROLE
REG. NR.: 221 673 588

D. NEED BY MPAB FOR FURTHER SPECIALISTS CONSULTATION. IF YES SPECIFY:
Reports were received as requested (Cardiclogist’Surgeon/Physician/Neurdlogist/Oncologist)

E. DECISION
Recommended / Not recommended based on the following:
The MPAB appreciates the assistance from all specialists with provision of the requested reports.
The board also notes and appreciates the use of aliases and has treated all submitted reports as
those pertaining to the applicant. From the information received, the applicant suffers from multiple
cormorbidities, His reatment has been optimised and alj conditions have been brought under
control. From the available information in the reports, the conclusion reached by the MPAB is that
the applicant Is stable and does not qualify for medical parole according to the Act. The MPAB is
open to consider other information, should it become available. The MPAB can only make its

recommendations baged on fthe Act.

B
£

:’:
K

DR. NB MGUDLWA
CHAIRPERSON: MEDICAL PAROLE ADVISORY BOARD

Date: 2 September 2021

Page2ef ]
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Départmen::
Correctional Servicas

REPUB.L!C OF S;CJUTH AFRICA DAZ 6

21 Mcfarlane Rd. Estcourt 3310~ P/Bag X7021, Estcourt, 3310. Telephone - (036) 352 2224/0
Fax - (036) 352 7772

Enquiries: Ms. Mthonti A.

SOQCAL WORK SUITABILITY REPORT
OFFENDER
Surname and Names Zuma Jacob Gedleyihlekisa
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Department:
Correctional Services
REPUBLIC OF SOUTH AFRICA

SOCIAL WORK SUITABILITY REPORT

1. IDENYIFYNG DETAILS

Surname & Name (s) : Zuma Jacob Gedleyihlekisa
Registration number : 221673598

Crime : Contempt of Court

Sentence : 15 months imprisonment

Date of birth : 1942 -04-12

Date of sentence : 2021-06-28

Home Language : IsiZuln

Marital status . Mamied (Polygamy)

Home Address : Ntembeni, Nkandla Homestead, 3825
Next of Kin : Zuma Sizakele & Ngema Bongekile (wives)
Contact number : 072 1833 935/079 1810 080

2, INTRODUCTION

The purpose of this report is to provide the Parole Board with the information regarding the
offender’s medical parole application in terms of Section 79 of the Correctional Services Act 111 of
1998.

The offender was housed at BEstcourl Correctional Centre from the 8" of July 2021 to the 5 of

August 2021, He was later transferred fo a health care facility for medical attention.

8. GENERAL BACKGROUND

The offender was raised by his biological parents who were married through customary law and
resided at Nkandla. He is the first bom of the four siblings. Mr Zuma was brought up in &
polygamous family unit that was functional and harmonious. He indicated that his father passed on
when he was four years of age. According to the offender he could not attend school at his school
going age due to him assuming family responsibilities of herding cattle; however, later he arranged
night classes for himself and his peers within his neighbourhood. Circumstances at home moulded
him to be a responsible individual despite the challenges he experienced whilst growing up. He was

compelled to assume a role of a provider from an early age.
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N
The offender shared a marriage with six wives of whom one is deceased, one is separated from and
two are divorced. Currently he remains with two wives. Mr Zuma has twenty three children; one is

deceased and twenty two are still alive. He shares favourable relations with his family.

In terms of his life journey, the offender was arrested in 1963 whereby he served a term of 10 years
imprisorument in Robben Island. He was reintegrated into the community in 1973; two years later
he went to exile. After the ban of the ruling party was lifted in 1990, Mr Zuma returned to South
Africa. In 1997 he was elected as the African National Congress’s Deputy President. He further
served as the Deputy President of South Africa from 1999 to 2005 and the Deputy President of the
country’s ruling party the African National Congress from 2007 to 2017. In the year 2009, he was
elected President of South Africa and was re-elected for the second term in the year 2014. Mr Zuma
stepped down as the President of South Africa in the year 2018 but continued to fulfil his role
within the ruling party.

4. INFERVENTION

An in-depth assessment was conducted to ascertain the offender’s needs and inform the care plan,
however, due to the limited period he spent at Estcourt Correctional Centre, the care plan could not
be implemented. Family consultation with the support system was conducted at his home in
Pretoria. An interview with Mrs Bongekile Zuma (MalNgema) was conducted and she expressed her
awareness of the offender’s health condition. Mrs Zuma indicated a willingness to take

responsibility to accommodate the offender.

5. ADCOMMODATION

According to the offender, he has two homes at Nkandla Homestead and Pretoria where his family

resides. The accommodation 1s sufficient to cater for the offender’s needs when released.

6., SUPPORY SYSTEM

The offender receives support from his wives and children. They will be able to assist him to enlist

health services when the need arises

7. FINANCIAL SUPPORE

According to the offender his family is financially secured and will be able to adequately provide

for his needs.
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8. EVALUATION \</

The offender stems from a well functioning home that was short lived by the early loss of his
father. This resulied in the disruption of the harmonious family fanctioning. The inability to have
formal schooling from his childhood motivated him to arrange alernative ways to receive
education. In spite of the hardships the offender endured, he was able to develop good qualities
such as leadership, courage and diligence. This is supported by Baldwin: 2000 as he states that
parents’ economic and educational status, family structure, their cultural and ecological profile,
values and beliefs are some of the variables that render family environment as an agent of education
and influence on a child’s academic performance, This is evident in the offender’s determination to
ensure his education. His leadership qualities are evident in him initiating adult educational classes

in his neighbourhooed.

The offender experienced significant losses in his life which were the death of his father, wife and
son, divorces and a separation, This could have deterred him however he displayed resilience and a
sense of determination. That was apparent in his upbringing because he took on diverse duties atan
early age. Alder (2000:0nline) says that first borns tend to possess psychological characteristics
related to leadership; they have more favourable personality traits including openness to new
experiences, attention to detail, extroversion, friendliness and greater emotional stability. This was
also evident in the leadership roles at different structures within the organization he belongs to as

well as in the government leadership roles,

The assessment of the offender, his family’s background and circumstances indicates that they will
be able to accommodate him and to take care of his needs.
9. RECOMMENDATIONS

In view of the above information, the social worker is of the opinion that the social circumstances

of the offender’s family are sunitable for his placement on medical parole.
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DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONAL SERVICES

NOTICE 592 OF 2020
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Department:
Correclional Services
REPUBLIC OF SOUTH AFRICA

Decision: Application to be Released on Medical Parole: Mr JG Zuma: 221673598

1. In terms of section 75(7)(a) of the Correctional Services Act 111 of 1998, (CSA)
as amended, read together with sections 79 and regulation 29A of the CSA, |,
Arthur Fraser, National Commissioner. Department of Correctional Services
must make a decision whether or not to approve an application for medical parole

of a sentenced offender.

2. 1 must first hasten to indicate that as the National Commissioner, | delegated the
empowering authority in terms of section 75(7)(a) to Heads of Correctional
Centres as promuigated in government gazelte no. 43834 dated 23 QOciober
2020 in terms of section 97(3) of the Act. However, in the introduction of the
delegation it indicates that “any defegation does not prohibit the National

Commissioner from exercising the power or duly assigned:...”

3. Taking info consideration the events that occurred during the month of July 2021
{public unrests and destruction of property) following the incarceration of Mr JG
Zuma (Mr Zuma), as well as the ongoing heightened public interest in any matter
that relates to Mr Zuma, 1instructed that all matters surrounding the incarceration
and care of Mr Zuma where decisions are required, that such be done In
consultation with myself (as the National Commissioner).

4. Prior to 06 August 2021, | was briefed by both the acting Regional Commissioner
for the KwaZulu-Natal Region and the Esicourt Head of Correctional Centre on
thelr concerns with regard to the deteriorating health and welibeing of Mr Zuma.
They informed me that his physical appearance (discolouration of his face) was
a matter of concern and further thereto that he had a sudden and visible loss of

jC

weight within a short period. Such a report was of great concern o me.




5. On 4 September 2021, the KZN Regional Commissioner and Estcourt Head of
Correctional Centre requested an audience indicating that they were concerned
that the Medical Parole Advisory Board (MPAB) had not recommended for the
placement of Mr Zuma on medical parole as he had been hospitalised for an
extended period of fime. A legitimate concern for the Estcourt Head of
Correctional Centre was that the facility (although new), would not be able
provide the type of tertiary health care required for Mr Zuma.

6. The Estcourt Correctional Centre could not risk the life of an Inmate being fully
aware that it has no capacity to render the required tertiary health care and such
will amount to major consequences should Mr Zuma perish within our facility.

7. As a result of this engagement, | requested that relevant documents be availed

for my consideration.
8. The following documents were presented to me for consideration:

8.1 Three medical reports by the South African Military Health Service (SAMHS)
dated 08 July 2021, 28 July 2021 and 5 August 2021,

8.2Report by Dr I.J Mphatswe, a member of the MPAB commissioned to do a
physical examination of Mr Zuma and gathered evidence in support thereof,

8.3Recommendation by the MPAB on the condition of Mr Zuma.

9. I am advised by the Acting Chief Director Legal Services that the MPAB makes
recommendations to the authority that must make a decision.

10. In my view, this situation occasioned a uniqus moment within the history of
Correctional Services, where a former Head of State of the Republic of South
Africa is incarcerated whilst still entitled to privileges as bestowed by the

Constitution.
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11. Having regard for the aforementioned and knowing that the Estcourt Head of
Correctional Centre is at the level of an Assistant Director, it is within this context
that | decided to rescind the delegation as confirmed in section 75(7)(a) of the
Correctional Services Act 111 of 1988, as amended.

12. } therefore requested that all relevant and available information be at my
disposal for consideration as the legal authority to arrive at a decision. | inter alia

considered the following in coming to a decision:
12.1Mr Zuma is 79 years old and undeniably a frail old person.

12.2That the various reports from the SAMHS all indicated that Mr Zuma has
roA T

T ENYRD
multiple ce;}medr%es which required him to secure specialised treatment

outside the Department of Correctional Services (DCS).

12.3That Dr LJ Mphatswe (member of MPARB) in his report dated 23 August 2021
recommended that the applicant, Mr JG Zuma be released on medical
parole because his “clinical health present unpredictable health conditions”
and that sufficient evidence has also arisen from the detailed clinical reporis
submitied by the treating specialists to support the above read

recommendation.

12.4The Medical Parole Advisory Board recommendation agreed that Mr Zuma
suffers from multiple comorbidities, The MPAB further stated that his
treatment had been optimised and his conditions have been brought under
control because of the care that he is receiving from a specialised hospital,
therefore they did not recommend medical parole. It is the type of specialised
care that cannot be provided by the Department of Correctional Services in

any of its facilities.

12.5As a result, there is no guarantee that when returned back to Estcourt
Correctional Centre Mr Zuma's “conditions” would remain under control, it is
not disputed that DCS does not have medical facilities that provide the same
standard of care as that of a specialised hospital or general hospital.

3
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12.6Mr Zuma's wife, Mrs Ngema, has undertaken to take care for him if released,
as Mr Zuma will be aided by SAMHS as a former Head of State, providing
the necessary health care and closely monitoring his condition.

13, Having considered all the relevant information, | am satisfied that Mr Zuma
meets the criteria In section 79(1) to be placed on medical parole. | hereby
approve his release on medical parole immediately (5 September 2021) on the
following conditions:

13.1  Mr Zuma must undergo medical evaluations as required by his medical team
and medical reports must be provided to the DCS monthly until expiry of his

sentence,

13.2  Mr Zuma must be monitored by the Community Cotrections office nearest to
his residence (address as provided in the application) according to his
monitoring classification.

13.3  MrZuma must adhere to these and any other conditions that may be set by
he Community Corrections Monitoring Committee.

t
\\

e .
National Commissioner

Bepartment of Correctional Services

Date: 51(‘}3)\ m Oy
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A, - T0 THE CHAIRPERSON: CORRECTIONAL SUPERVISION AND PAROLE BOARD/ HEAD @
CORRECTIONAL CENTER

in tenms of the provisions of Section *42(2)7 * 42(2) (e} / * 79 of the Correclional Sarvices Act no. 111 of 1828, the enclosed proﬁla raport of
the following offendet is submitled for your consideration. .

Ragistration Number Surnamg :im First Names -

U ‘HEAD ESTCOU
PRIVATE BAG X7021

st wmeni Recommendation: Parole

...... MBI H R NS e av e rdrpeaRE R sAR Y R MRNLEAYRIEOSTAP AN RN LI EE N TS oy fian T,

igtnarason: Case Managsmont Title Bale rpC

Cmmeﬂ .h{.‘o‘ﬂm&(’%ﬁi ESTCOURT 3310

Surnama &nd INKIBIB!  uvremseiinn CQRRECTIONAL SERVICES

B. TO THE CHAIRPERSON: CASE MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE

in terms of the provisions of seclion 73 of the Correctionial Services Act, No 111 of 808 the recommendation submitied by the
Casa Managemaent Commitles I * gpproved /disapproved/amended as follows:-

[' “eeorrentor Bur Pursirfemoguy e
T T G, .V - B S % M T T R T R R T T T
@'laqemant on Medicat Parola o ...$........... REEZELLEGE. ... 28 bt AOreoll S CTOEBER,. BR R
A-Flpsemantundes-forantionol Supardsitn oo SRS -

F-fialoaze aficricilaanisneshicaphadon.
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e

[
EEFTY AL

+ MOTIVATED REASONS FOR DECISION IN RESPECT OF 1 TO 6 ABOVE:

§ &t LeAsens “FPNACHE L .,

FITIT L TYTTTRI TRy Visuennnas

Titie

! Lbantar And Freansd Caﬁyﬂ(;ffw
Surname and Initlals: .., ﬁ’ (RASEE,

Qffander noted decision of C3PB: serenren
Slgnature

® Delete if nof applicable.
* Should space be inadeguale use a sepsarate annexure.
Note:  This form must be campleted in black Ink.




e wrwww o ety RNOEL UIFFENIIER

u'}w*
Regisﬁaﬁon Number?a ‘WR’SQIX G326 Number ol . Compietion Date :

- Serial Number : Uistribution : Lg‘?’ Name of Comectonal Centre : ES'NN&TCORRCENT
rA. PERSONAL PARTICULARS . :

1. Namea : ..\A Lok G;ﬁb LEYTHLEK 134 Zuw\ 2. {dentity Number/ 1 NOT AVAILABLE

Date of birth

3. Gender : MALE 4. Current Age : 719

5. Mertal Siate : SNGE) MARRito é. Qublification (s)

7. Gifzenship 1 SOUTH AFRIGA 8.PlaceofBith,  : NXANDLA

8. If placs of birth is outside RBA, how and when was cdizenship oblained? _M /f\

0. i deportable, furnish full parliculars | N! ;3

15. Cument workplass :

11, Accomplice (5) @ NesfNo _— -

12. Representation @ *¥Yes/No
13, Secusty ClassHication :ME"“"\“N\ From; )0}! LR 0%
14, Privitege Group b rom: 2, v, oF

If YES complete G326 (8}

i YES, attach previous tepresentations and repfies

N A

* Delete if not applicable




B. CURRENT SENTENGE(S), DESCRIPTION OF CRIME(S) AND RECORD OF ESCAPE(S)
IN CHRONOLOGICAL SEQUENCE -

g:,:: ;;‘ t:i’ €ourt and Place of Offencs (8) commitod and

Wamsniflp,  Sanience sescription of offance ) Fentence es reflpcled on warranis(s)

CoTsn Cw%ﬁ*rmﬂwﬁu Lomgemer Or (ouor galars LS) MW‘HS
—

%bﬂiokbﬂ (owrm ,LMP&\SMM

¢ 1

Efscive Senence Period - - Fieteeo (aé) W{""’W %?R\SWHM

* = Delete H not applicable




e

-

o «C C’A“!.'CULATIQN$ YYYth;ﬂﬁe’i‘, nlela YYYYAMDDDD  YYYYIMWDDDD
1. Meximum Release Date _ N jlbﬂlf to] o7
2. Spedial Remission of Sénlence (Reference)
Reason :

)
3 Amnesty (s}

N / A
4. Senlence Exﬁlry Dete %}l \olgT
5. 12 of Sentence Period Sy RLYRVXS
6. NonParple Period Iy e 12o
7. 1/6 of Sentence Period To11, [0 |12
8. 14 of Sentence Period P2V 0120
8. /3 of Sentence Period 2008 W io]
10. Minimum Detention Period ?@ a1 lto[30
11, 2/3 of Sentence Period Tofa| 05107
12. Age 65 years, Completed 15 years /A
13. Completed 25 ysars e NA
14, Profile Submission Date (3 months prior to minimum) 7‘(;}\ AIU"] ‘l 20
15. Pipfile Preparation Date {3 months prior to Profile Submission) Do) { | ! a3

LIS Sl N WL ol st o s i 3 lf‘l"ﬁ“

IFICATION

&/ Ca fyﬁ/gym(m«\

GW%W Case Managpt
Sumrame and Intigls § i

“ﬁﬁ‘sﬁp@’r&‘ﬁh mmm% w{vﬁwm"héa“&ﬁmwvﬂw ’\Eﬁ
I Eﬂ ﬁ.ﬁjﬁﬁ %

Surame and Intials ;

Asd

S —

Title

Title

TR Pl baG? A G b T4

PRIVATE BAG X7021

2l Rat PRl -

CchMC

”C ; ESTCOURT 3310
: e R S

ERCLS S &t ot

¥

=8

i PREVIDUS CONVICTIONS (BAPSe atinchad)

4. *On/Since fo there were

Exposition of counts Beasal il
Aggression T
Escapes T
Dregs .
Economical @ ___
Other P
2. *Longest/most severe sentence served /imposed ¢ . sentence
3. Number of previous comsctional supenvision sentence {8)
A e

previous convictions recorded against the offender.

N e

4. Number of previous sentencas converied o comectional supssvision

<F, REVIEW :
1. *Time since previous placement / release o dale of current arime / conditions violated |
"2: Number of previous placements . ofl e G306 Issued ©

®

g{f

L

3 Oceaslons neglected &o comply with suspenston conditiont

A
H

= Delele If ol spplicable




*¢:. DISCIPLINARY DFFf,NCE(S)
N

!

s [ No A [t YES, ses attachad form G 363 (3)

~* H EVALUATION (Report / Progress reports must be attached) - *Yes/No
1. Redlgal : “You! Ho-
a. Problem area(s)
b. Dale(s} and type(s) of intervention(s) :
¢ Oulocoma(s) of intervention(s) :
2. Socisi Worlwer : Weul e
a, Problem area(s) :
b. Date(s) and type(s) of intervention(s) :
¢ Outcome(s) of Intervention(s) :
3, Paychologieal : Veos! Mo
-8, Problem area(s) :
b. Date{s) and type(s) of intervention{s) :
t. Ouicome(s) of intervention(s) :
4 Educatlonal; Neal Ho
a Atlitude towards participation in educatien
Hralning programmes |
b. Training f skills obtainad :
&, Qualifications obtained and dafe :
d. Trade test passed (if applicabie) and date
e. Qualification upon admision and current qualification
. Spiritual Bfea! No
a. Prablem area(s) ©
b, Date(s) and type(s) of intervention(s) :
¢, Duicomed(s) of Interveniion(s):
&, * Huad of section : General bahaviour snd adapiaiion ; Roport attsched / not attached |
1 7.« Oifendar’s represaniation Is atiachsd /not atiached .

8. * Inpwi(s) from victim(s) attnched / not attached .
8. * Roprossntations by family Inwysrs, ete. attached / not atiached .




BV,

1. RECOMMENDATION OF CASE MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE
N\m ene PAbae
+ Hotivated reageons for recommendstion made I relation to the above Sf?‘- A’ﬂf\(‘.ﬁ{@j 'DDCMM

O e 3.

HEAD ESTCOURT
TEFRIVETE AT YT

29 JUL 2021
CMC
. ESTCOURT 3310
\[, AN _CQRRECTIONAL SERVICES |
’ K- NA}DGO ) . ;{“2‘ l -0 1 o ;évg -
¥
Ch‘a.g{r__pf;v% : Case Management Commitlee e Dats
‘Offender polad recommendation: {“’“@ jyi 3 @b/ﬁ q/g—,ag }
. < e f

fgnature Da}!e
* Delete i nol applicable.
+ Should space be inadequate use a separale annexute,

Mota: Paragraph 3 and 4 are not applicable on persons sentenced io fife Impriscnment.




Recommendations: Medical Parole

Reasons:

Basic Information
Jacob Gedleyihlekisa Zuma is currently (79) seventy-nine years old. Offender’s place of birth is in

Nkandla, KwaZulu Natal, Offender is married.

Sentence particulars
The offender is currently serving a sentence of fifieen (15) months imprisonment. He was sentenced

on 2021.06.29. The offender committed the following crime: Contempt of Court. The offender
commenced serving his sentence on 2021.07.08 '

The offender is classified as a low-risk,

Medical Report

Social worker
The Social Worker indicated in her report (page 26 to 29), that an in-depth assessment was conducted

to ascertain the offender’s needs and informn the care plan, however due to limited period he spent at

Estcourt Correctional Centre, the care plan could not be implemented.
The Social Worker is also of the opinion that the social circumstances of the offender’s family are

suiitable for his placement on medical parole.

Support sysfem
A positive support system was confinned on 2021.08.23 (page 24 1o 25). The offender will reside at

Kwanxamalala Area, Nkandla,

Care
Gloria Bongekile Ngema has consented (page 34) to take care of the offender, if he is released on

Medical Grounds (Annexure G16(k)).

The CMC recommends that the offender should be placed on medical parole based on the reports
received and is subject to approval with the delegated authority. This placement of an offender that is
suffering from a condition of which the prognosis indicated a condition listed in regutation 29A (5), of
the Correctional Services Regulations 2004, Promulgated by the Government Notice No. R914 of July
2004 as amended, subject to the provision of section 79 of the Correctional Services Act.1998

05/0 %‘g/fe@‘f’é’

Signature of Offender Date




s et vy LA TSR W WIIRURITY CORRECTIONS
It is recommended in tepms of the provisions of section 42 (2) {wl} or (vii) of the Act that the offender be subjecied to
the following conditions in ferms of Section 52 of the Act read In conjuction with Section 2 and Section 50 of the Act.
These conditions are subject to the approvallamendment by the Correctional Supeivision and Parole Board/Head Correctional Centre

1. BMORITORING {Sect. 68)

11 LowRisk / Medium Fisk / High Risk
12 Conventional Monitoring OR
13 Electronie Monitoring

Motivation :

2. HOUSE asmﬁow(sm,ésmnss) \/\\\w ?)ir. b&'fﬁmwm PJ‘\ Htmﬁ) | C&Mfﬁu

21 Exceplions far the absolute minimum peried : Employmeént, Oblalning a!;np!nyment, Programme
attendance, Perform community service, visils to the Communily Corrections ¢fflce and other valid
reasons as approved by the head of Community Comections,  Strict control must be exerclsad, £.g.

proof of obtaining employment.

22" Mours of house detention:

A

2;?.11 Yo be stiputated by Suparvision Cemmittee

23 Overhaul duration of house detentian:

231 Uniil expiration of seniencs:

3. COMMUNITY 8ERVICE {Sect. §0)
34 hours per month (Tofal number of hours

a2 |nstitution:

-

R -

4, SEEKS EMPLOYMENT (Sect. 52(1) (c) and Ssct. 61)

holivalion/Remarks:, t\l /q

£,  ACCEPTS EMPLOYMENT AND REMAINS EMPLOYED (Sect. 52[175(6} and Sect. 62}

n

Employer (if svaiable) . ] i/)\

Motivation/Remarks:




e et 1 e CELALER 1 GURBAUNITY CORRECTIONS { Continuad )
8. COMPENSATION {(As determined by the court) (Sect. £2(1)(e), {2}{a) and {s} and Sect. £3)

_.. per month/ence off compensation br damage to vietim{s) ,
8.1.1 Victim{s) :

6.1 Pays R e
[

Motivation/Remarks :

7. TREATWENT, DEVELOPIENT AND SUPPORT PROGRAMMES (Sect. 52(1)(1), Sect. 52(4)q) and
Seot. B4). IN CASE OF A CHILD SEE Sect. 68(1) and (2)
wh

7.4 Treatment Programmes :

Motivation/Remarks:

= A
72 Development Programmes
Motivation/Remarks:
7.3 Support Programmes ; ~ Iﬁ

Motivation/Remarks:

7.4 The Suparvision Commities may specify additional programmes according 7 naed. {sect. 64/2)

W

5, MEDIATION WITH VICTIM(B) {Sect52{1){g)

WMotivatlon/Remarks:




Il

+J. CONDITIONS RELATED TO COMMUNITY CORRECTIONS { Continued }
8, FAMILY GROUP COUNSELLING (Sect. 52(1){g) : _ ™ /’A

Metivatlon/Remarks:

10. FINANCIAL CONTRIBUTION TO THE COST OF COMMUNITY CORRECTIOS { Sect. 82{1) {(h)
Sacl. B4 {1) (b}, Secl. 65}

u/_r._\

Motivation :

11. RESTRICTED TO MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT(S) OR PART THEREOF (Sect. 52(1) (1) :

Mvgfi! he'% l\m«u _L\\S ) W ai{)gﬁ;!@vmi Bxgi‘mﬁ miﬂww{‘

Metivation/Remarks :

J

‘i) Yoo P)\vquxwyv%;j
i i

12, FUED RESIDENTIAL ADDREES (Sect. B2{1}]) and Bect, §6) :

W ,ﬁg’j Y@g@m émm _ C){"\o\vgayshﬁ "\\S \{W{le‘\wv‘

fval Remark 5
T J\ - LA LL\::M"" RH¥\ow Oy pyove, F _G -
{ K

13, PROMIBITION ON THE USE OF ALCOHOL AND ILLEGAL DRUGS NOT PRESCRIBED BY A MEDICAL PRACTIONER
Snct 52(1) (k), Sect. 57(5) and Sect, 67) :

et 1 b (‘% , . \ s b N
W\ﬁ/% Y@{;f“:ﬁw l«ﬁm Udtng O‘EC‘DLq‘ ov C)@gmﬁj .

Moﬁvaﬁorv‘i‘%emazks : ;
- J)




+

Y

. CONDITIONS RELATED TO COMMUNITY CORRECTIONS { Continusd }—
14, PROHIBITION ON COMMITTING ANY CRIMINAL OFFENCE (Sect, 52{1) () :

. aﬁ I {) _— . L) i é 5
M 'va‘onfﬁemarks: W, Yelau  fom _LDV"‘W’%Z%%’; S imine| ot
Ahile gn Medhien]  Vawele S
18, PROBIBITION ON VISITING SPECIFIC PLACES (Saet. 52(1) {m) ] N/A .
MotivationVRemarks :

N /A

16, PROMIBITION ON CONTACT WITH SPECIFIC PERSONS (Sect. 52(1) {n) :

Motivation/Remarks

17

PROMIBITION ON THREA “Jii !Wm% PEOELE BY WO TIONS
(8ect. 52(1) (v} : TﬁT ﬁ’" %tm ov 1“‘%1‘”‘*\(‘/{0“!‘\“9&
o

Motivation/Remarks :

PLACERENT IN TERMSE OF SECTION 51(3). N n
Reasons:

18, THE PARENT(S) / GUARDIAN{S) HASIHAVE NOT BEEN INFORMED OF THE CHILD'S PRC}?QSED

Remarks by Pareni(s) / Guardian(s) :

8. MEDICAL PAROLE:
1. Perdodically submit to medical examination by DCS medical praciitioner as determined by the Medigal Adviso;y Board.

2. Onimproved medical conditions, supenisory condltions may be supplemented.

2. ADPATIONAL CONDITIONS;




k. CONDHTIONS RELATED TO COMMUNITY CORRECTIONS { Continued }

21,

22,

Tl

SUPERVISION (Sec. 87)
191 Inaccordance to Section 57.3, | am subjected fo being searched by a corettional officlal,
19.2  Ingeccordance to Section 57.4 | | am sware of the fact thal | may nof threaten , abuse, obstruct
or deilberataly avold a correctionat official
193 Inaccordance to Section 57.6 , | am aware of the fact that | may be required to atlend and participate
in mestings regarding my behaviour with supervision officials or a Supervision Committee,
In accordance to Section 117(e), | am aware of the fact that should | absconid and thereby avoid
184  being monilored , | make mysell guilly of an offence and | am fiable of 2 conviction'to 8 fing or
©imprisonment for a perfod not exceeding fen years or 1o Imprisenment withoud the option of a fine or both.

RECOMBENDED CONDITIONS BY CASE MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE : EST CoMfy

In accordance with Section 42 of the Act, | concus with my recommendsd eandifons under community comrections and
understand and ascep! the recommended conditions applicable and undetlake fo give my full cooperation pending the Correctional Supenisic

ard Paroje Board's/Hegad Co iﬂomi Centre's final spproyal f disepproval,
C/DV_\C,LB tomd Q@

Remarks

¥

- :
" Jire of offender % ﬂfﬁ - Pate : -—wwwé%&*‘sﬁ?ﬁ ESTCOURT

A N/ kst PRIVATE BAG X7021

crilRpERSON: GASE. TITLE OFFICIAL DATE STAME . ©
KL AGERENT COMMITYEE S 29 JuL 2021 |
SURNAME AND INITIALS: %\\5\‘ 600 Y\ - ESTC&%& R?T 3310

CORRECTIONAL SERVICES |

In accordance with Section 82(1) and (2) of the Act, | concur with and understand and accept the amendadfapproved
eonditions applicable and undertake to give my fuff eooparation and further understand that should | violate ary condition
I may be ba refumaed to a Coreciional Centra o serve the remalnder of my sentence,

Remarks

* CYIRPERSON: CORBECTIONAL
SUPERVISHA4117 PAROLE BOARD.

&E\UMP‘{, M\S‘smfw4 )
Pl A

SURNAME AND INITIALS




TEgY @

E—%{, COMMUNICATION PLAN
.+ . Communication plan attached - well-known newsworthy case,

Communication plan not aftached- unknown case,

24

3% . Communication plan atlached - newsworthy case, The fact thal “hisiner coversion of semtence to
*vomrectional supervision / reference 10 cour @ que / placement / release considersd and not approved by

you, should be disclnsed ,

* Dedete if not applicable
+ Indicate which is appficable
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