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REPUBLIC OF SOUTH AFRICA

IN THE HIGH COURT OF SOUTH AFRICA

LIMPOPO DIVISION, POLOKWANE

%)) REPORTABLE: YES/NG

2 OF INTEREST TO THE JUDGES:
YES/H&~

(3) REVISED.

CASE NO: 1414/2013

MASHUDU PORTIA KAPA

PLAINTIFF
And

ROAD ACCIDENT FUND DEFENDANT

JUDGMENT

MULLER J



' Hereinafter referred to as “the RAF”. The RAF is established in terms of the Road Accident Fund Act 56 of
1996. (Hereinafter referred to as the ‘RAF Act.”)

% Unreported decision North Gauteng High Court Case no 39680/2012 dated 27 Augustus 2018

* Case No 3650/2014 [2016] ZAEPEHC 32 (4 August 2016).

4 Not losing sight that the fullest possible Compensation of the loss suffered should be realized.

5The collateral-source rule.

¢ Zysset v Santam Ltg 1996 (1) SA 273 (C) 278A-D.
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(b) The nature and purpose of disability grants vis-a-vis that of compensation for loss of

earnings;

® s 3 of the Social Assistance Act 13 of 2004,
g 18(2) and (3) of the RAF Act.
'® Double dipping may be discounted jn casu.






public funds should be avoided. 19 Fairness ang justice demands that the disability grant be

deducteqd from the award to be made.
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1% Van Wyk v Santam Bpk supra 738.H-y.
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