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MALINDI J 
 

[1] On 17 February 2023 the plaintiff made a request for targeted discovery in terms 

of paragraphs 25 and 26 of the Commercial Court Practice Directive. She 

requests the discovery of the first and second defendants’ bank statements held 

with any and all banking institutions from 2008 to date. 

[2] The plaintiff requests further that the defendants disclose whether any shares 

have been declared by the first and second defendants. 

[3] The defendants oppose the request on the grounds that discovery has been 

made and that in any event the documents are irrelevant. 

[4] I have considered the pleadings in this matter and am of the view that the 

purpose for which targeted discovery is sought is justified. In order to prove her 

damages as pleaded, the plaintiff requires proof that the Department of Justice 

made certain payments to the defendants and that dividends, which she claims 

she was entitled to, were paid to the first and second defendants. However, in 

order to protect the rights of the defendants to privacy, I order that discovery as 

requested be made but that the statements be redacted for that purpose. The 

effect would be the redaction of all other information in the bank statements 

except payments made by the Department of Justice to the first and second 

defendants from 2008 to date. 

[5] Accordingly, the following order is made: 

1. The first and second defendants are ordered to disclose their bank 
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statements held in any and all banking institutions from 2008 to date. Such 

bank statements are to be redacted so as to exclude all information not being 

payments by the Department of Justice to them. 

2. The first and second defendants are to disclose in any form all dividends 

declared by the them during the period from 2008 to date. 

3. The defendants are to declare on affidavit that none of the redacted 

information is relevant for the purposes of paragraphs 1 and 2 above. 
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