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J U D G M E N T 

 20 
VON LUDWIG, AJ :   This appl icat ion ar ises out  of  a d ivorce 

which f inal ly  came to f ru i t ion one year  three months and 

three days ago in terms of  an order  granted by my learned 

brother  Mal indi  J .    

https://www.saflii.org/content/terms.html
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 I t  is  ev ident  that  the order  came pursuant  to a 

lengthy t r ia l .   At  th is  stage I  pause to point  out  that  as are 

we al l  as judges of  the h igh cour t  my learned brother  

Mal indi  acted in h is capaci ty  in ter  a l ia  as upper guardian of  

the minor  chi ld  who is  the subject  of  th is  appl icat ion.   And 

the order  which he gave was g iven in that  capaci ty.    

 I  go back in h istory to note the fact  that ,  and I  do 

not  have the exact  date but  many years ago the par t ies 

a l ready concluded a parent ing p lan deal ing wi th thei r  

respect ive parenta l  responsib i l i t ies and r ights in  respect  o f  10 

N[…] who is  now 14.    

 This te l ls  us in  l ight  of  the constra int  that  I  must  

look at  th is  mat ter  hol is t ica l ly  and i ts  tota l i ty  that  there were 

a l ready issues between the par t ies wi th regards to the 

parent ing of  thei r  daughter.    

 The par t ies were marr ied and as of  normal i ty  one 

would expect  to f ind both parents ref lected on the chi ld ’s  

b i r th cer t i f icate so much so that  I  had cause to go back over  

the papers in  l ight  of  one of  the submissions made to me in 

the course of  the arguing of  th is  mat ter  to f ind out  whether  20 

th is  was perhaps in i t ia l ly  a matter  in  terms of  which the 

father  acquired h is r ights pursuant  to sect ion 21 of  the 

Chi ldren’s Act  and was the father  of  a chi ld  born out  of  

wedlock.   I  was surpr ised to remind mysel f  that  the par t ies 

were in  fact  marr ied to each other  and as such 
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automat ical ly  in  law are co holders of  fu l l  parenta l  

responsib i l i t ies and r ights in  respect  of  thei r  daughter.   I  

pause to emphasise that  the par t ies are in  cour t  and I  

pause for  thei r  benef i t  to emphasise that  fact  in  law.    

 I  am somewhat  shocked to see the judgment  

granted a number of  years ago in respect  of  N[…] ’s b i r th  

cer t i f icate.   As was correct ly  submit ted to me by counsel  for  

the appl icant  i t  is  a judgment .   I t  is  not  something which a 

par ty can decide or  not  decide to comply wi th.   I t  is  a  

judgment  and some,  because of  the s lowness of  my 10 

computer  I  do not  have that  judgment  in  f ront  of  me but  a  

number of  years in  excess of  10 years has expi red wi th  

noncompl iance.    

 My at tent ion has been brought  to an e-mai l  

addressed by the respondent  to the appl icant  in  which in  

essence she says,   

 “ I  have taken steps and i t  is  not  that  I  am 

not  wi l l ing to take steps to put  you on the 

b i r th cer t i f icate. ”  

 And she contends that  that  exculpates her  f rom a 20 

wi l fu l  and mala f ide  breach,  lack of  in tent ion to comply wi th  

that  cour t  order.   There is  no explanat ion most  par t icu lar ly  

because that  aff idavi t  is  a recent  aff idavi t  and because 

there is  no st r ing of  documents p laced before me showing 

any real  reason why th is  has not  been done or  could not  be 
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done or  why th is serves as any form of  excuse or  reason to  

have basical ly  ignored the judgment  of  my brother  Wi l l is  J  

as he then was.    

 Surpr is ingly the appl icant  has not  sought  an order  

that  the respondent  is  declared in  contempt  of  cour t  for  the 

non-adherence to the Wi l l is  order.   As was submit ted to me 

by the appl icant  I  do have the power mero motu  to  f ind the 

appl icant  in  contempt of  cour t  and I  do so.   I t  is  not  

necessary for  me to d i rect  adherence to  an order  which 

a l ready exists.   The Wi l l is  order  exists and I  remind the 10 

respondent  to adhere to i t .     

 In  that  regard I  f ind that  the respondent  is  in  

contempt  of  cour t  for  fa i lure to adhere to that  order  and I  

make the fo l lowing order  cognisant  that  a monetary order  in  

the c i rcumstances of  th is  mat ter  is  probably go ing to do 

noth ing other  than pre judice the minor  chi ld  who is  at  the 

hear t  of  the mat ter.    

 I  accordingly impose on the respondent  two 

weekends impr isonment  commencing on a Fr iday at  5PM 

unt i l  a Sunday at  5PM in terms of  which the stat ion 20 

commiss ioner  of  the pol ice stat ion wi th in which the 

respondent  resides is  duly author ised to do a l l  th ings 

necessary to deta in the respondent  and take her  in to  

custody and the off icer  commanding of  the e i ther  hold ing or  

detent ion or  pr ison fac i l i ty  to which that  s tat ion commander 
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deems i t  best  to take the respondent  is hereby author ised to  

deta in the respondent  and hold her  in  custody accordingly.    

 I  suspend th is sentence for  a per iod of  three 

months to enable the respondent  to comply wi th the order  of  

Wi l l is  J  to procure that  the deta i ls  of  the appl icants are 

recorded on N[…] ’s b i r th cer t i f icate.    

 Insofar  as the appl icant  is  requi red to s ign any 

document  or  at tend at  any p lace by the re levant  government 

department  who has to at tend to th is  regist rat ion i t  is  

incumbent  on the respondent  to g ive h im t imeous and 10 

proper  not ice of  what  he must  do,  on receipt  of  which he is  

ordered to comply therewi th.   Fai l ing which i t  s t i l l  and 

nonetheless remains the obl igat ion of  the respondent  to  

procure compl iance wi th the Wi l l is  J  order.   

 I  move now to what  has been commonly re ferred to  

as the Mal indi  order  and I  move to the draf t  order  presented 

to me by appl icant .   My f inding in  that  regard is  as fo l lows:   

I  declare that  the respondent  is  in  breach of  the order  

granted by the Honourable Mal indi  J  on 20 August  2024 

which is  hereinaf ter  referred to as the Mal indi  order.    20 

 I  pause to point  out  that  th is  order  is  more than a 

year  o ld .   This order  inc luded provis ions for  t ranches of  

graduated contact  over  three monthly per iods and as a  

resul t  o f  that  breach the appl icant  is  s tuck,  to h is and the 

chi ld ’s  pre judice,  in  Per iod 1 more than a year  la ter,  wi th 
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some minor  nominal  concessions.    

 I  declare as I  am requi red in paragraph 2 that  the 

respondent  has not  compl ied wi th the Mal indi  order  and I  

for thwi th d i rect  the respondent  to comply wi th the Mal indi  

order  immediate ly upon th is order  being granted.   There is  

no requi rement  for  th is  order  to be served on the 

respondent  or  the respondent ’s  legal  representat ives s ince 

the respondent  is  represented in Court .    

 The t ime per iods in the Mal indi  order  have 

unfor tunate ly been superseded by the eff lux ion of  t ime and 10 

we wi l l  have to re-examine them in order  that  there can be 

no confusion and we wi l l  have to f ind new t ime per iods.   

 The f i rs t  per iod of  three months is  deemed to have 

expi red.   The contact  as provided for  in  the second per iod 

of  three months wi l l  commence f rom 1 October and run for  

the months of  October,  November  and December 2025 wi th  

the addi t ion that  because there is  a school  hol iday over  the 

per iod December  and January the appl icant  wi l l  have the 

chi ld  wi th h im for  two per iods over  that  school  hol iday of  

f ive days  and f ive n ights each.   Those per iods wi l l  be 20 

determined by the parent ing coord inator.    

 The second per iod wi l l  then run through January,  

February and March by which t ime the parent ing coordinator  

is  expected to have f inal  recommendat ions for  the par t ies.   

I f  the parent ing coord inator  does not  have such f inal  



072224/2025-ng 7 JUDGMENT 
06-09-2025 
recommendat ions for  the par t ies by the end of  March the 

par t ies may return to th is  Court  i f  need be.    

 I  hereby appoint  Doctor  Mart in  Strous or  any 

person nominated by h im to act  as the parent ing coordinator  

to fac i l i ta te contact  between the appl icant  and the minor  

chi ld  in  accordance what  I  wi l l  ca l l  the updated provis ions 

of  the Mal indi  order  as I  have just  expounded them.    

 The parent ing coordinator  shal l  be vested wi th the 

powers conta ined in paragraphs 5.1 to 5.8 of  the draf t  order  

which is  f i led by the appl icant  on CaseLines in pocket  074 10 

at  pages 2 to 5 which wi l l  be ext rapolated and incorporated 

in th is  judgment .    

 Fol lowing the Mal indi  order  the par t ies wi l l  be 

responsib le for  the costs  of  the parent ing coordinator  in the 

propor t ions 70 percent  appl icant / father  and 30 percent  

respondent /mother.    

 I  fur ther  d i rect  that  the par t ies wi l l  both make 

contact  wi th Dr Strous and advise h im of  the terms of  th is  

order  whether  or  not  a hard copy of  th is  order  is  avai lable  

at  that  stage on CaseLines wi th ing 10 ord inary days f rom 20 

date hereof  and secure f rom him his advice as to whether  

he is  able to take up th is  posi t ion  on these terms.  I f  he is  

able to take up th is  posi t ion and i f  he is  able to arrange an 

appointment  to meet  wi th the par t ies by no later  than the 

end of  October  he shal l  cont inue as the parent ing 
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coordinator.    

 I f  he is not  he shal l  be asked to appoint  an 

a l ternat ive parent ing coordinator  to whom exact ly  what  I  

have said herein thus far  shal l  apply.   The par t ies shal l  then 

both meet  wi th that  a l ternat ive parent ing coordinator  on a 

date and at  a t ime sui table to that  parent ing coordinator  by 

no later  than the end of  October  2025.   The par t ies shal l  

thereaf ter  cooperate wi th the process of  that  parent ing 

coordinator.    

 The f i rs t  task of  that  parent ing coordinator  shal l  be 10 

to appoint  a therapist  for  the bonding process between the 

appl icant / father  and the minor  chi ld .   The costs of  that  

therapist  insofar  as they may not  be covered by the 

respondent ’s  medical  a id shal l  l ikewise be borne by the 

par t ies in  the shares 70 percent  appl icant ,  30 percent  

respondent .    

 I  have made th is a judgment  and not  just  an order  

and the order  wi l l  be cr isp ly cut  f rom the judgment  and 

g iven separate ly on the terms that  I  have set  out  herein just  

for  s impl ic i ty  for  the par t ies,  but  I  have made th is a 20 

judgment  because there are a number of  points I  wish to  

observe.    

 I t  is  t r i te to anybody pract is ing in the f ie ld of  fami ly  

law how di ff icu l t  i t  is  to balance the need to consider  the 

v iews and wishes of  a  minor  chi ld  as the Chi ldren’s Act  
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constra ins us to do wi th the obvious r ights   of  a chi ld  to be 

a chi ld ,  to  remain a chi ld  and to be parented by that  chi ld ’s  

parents.   Par t  of  a parenta l  responsib i l i ty  is  to promote the 

chi ld ’s  re lat ionship wi th the other  parent .   The observat ion 

comes to mind here that  the best  in terests of  a chi ld  are not  

necessar i ly  a lways the best  in terest  of  a parent .    

 We of ten hear  the phrase “a bad spouse does not  

make a bad parent ” .   I  do not  l ike the words “bad spouse”  

and “bad”  must  be used col loquia l ly.   I t  is  a lay phrase.   No 

one is  ever  a bad spouse.   I t  is  assumed that  people t ry  10 

thei r  best .   A spouse who has let  down another  spouse in 

in terspousal  issues is  ext remely unl ike ly  to be a spouse 

who lets  down a chi ld  and i t  is  very d i f f icu l t  in  a d ivorce 

s i tuat ion not  to t ransplant  one’s feel ings for  the 

d isappointment  in  one’s  spouse onto that  person as a 

parent .   That  is  where parenta l  responsib i l i t ies come into 

p lay.    

 Parents have responsib i l i t ies to recognise that  a 

chi ld  has two parents.   A chi ld  is  ent i t led to both those 

parents and i t  is  the obl igat ion of  both parents to fac i l i ta te a  20 

coparent ing re lat ionship.   Hence,  my emphasis ear l ier  on 

the fact  that  both parents hold fu l l  parenta l  responsib i l i t ies  

and r ights in  respect  of  th is  lovely 14 years young chi ld .    

 I t  is  a lso very d i ff icu l t  in today’s wor ld where 

teenagers are 40 as soon as they are 14 to f ind the correct  
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level  of  imposing parenta l  author i ty  on a chi ld  versus 

a l lowing a chi ld  to f ind the chi ld ’s  feet ,  the chi ld ’s  

personal i ty  and express the chi ld ’s  v iews and wishes.   That  

unfor tunate ly is  the inescapable consequence of  being a 

parent .   The sooner parents in  th is  mat ter  and every mat ter  

understand and accept  that  the sooner the burdens wi l l  be 

taken off  the shoulders of  thei r  ch i ldren.    

 I  heard dur ing the course of  the submissions made 

to me submissions that  concern me that  N[…] may be in 

cer ta in respects a parent i f ied chi ld .   She feels responsib le 10 

to keep the spi r i t  in  her  home happy and busy and to look 

af ter  her  mother  and her  granny who miss her  when she is  

gone.   That  is  not  N[…] ’s responsib i l i ty.    

 On the assumpt ion that  both parents are doing 

everyth ing in thei r  power to do what  they bel ieve is  best  for  

thei r  ch i ldren,  the parents must  remember that  th is  is  not  a  

fu l ly  subject ive “me,  me, me” exerc ise to an extent  th is  is  

an object ive “what  is  general ly  best  for  chi ldren a lbei t  that  

th is  is  my chi ld”  exerc ise.   We do not  want  a parent i f ied 

chi ld .   We do not  want  a chi ld  who feels weighed down by 20 

the burden of  having to make adul t  decis ions.   Those are 

hard enough when you are an adul t .    

 Ideal ly  we do not  want  a chi ld  l iv ing in a home 

which is  predisposed against  an ex-spouse whether  the 

a l ienat ion is  del iberate or  a l ienat ion is  inadver tent ,  whether  
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the gatekeeping is  del iberate ly  rest r ic t ive or  i t  is  wel l  

in tent ioned,  whether  the coaching comes about  subt ly  or  

del iberate ly,  i t  is  unfor tunate ly abundant ly  c lear  to th is  

Court  that  N[…] is  being subt ly,  and I  choose to hope 

unintent ional ly,  in f luenced to not  want  to spent  t ime wi th her  

father.   For  th is  reason a lone she has to go into therapy to  

be a l lowed to address her  issues.   

 I f  ar rangements have not  been made for  N[…] to  

have commenced therapy by mid-November 2025 the 

appl icant  may return to th is  Cour t  on supplemented papers 10 

seeking an order  for  contempt  against  the respondent .    I t  

takes both par t ies to g ive thei r  consent  and to cooperate in  

the appointment  of  a therapist  for  a chi ld .   Both par t ies are 

ordered to do so.    

 I  am not  asked at  th is  stage to f ind the respondent  

in  contempt  of  the Mal indi  order.   I  do not  bel ieve i t  

necessary for  me to g ive the appl icant  the power to return 

to Court  on supplemented papers.   The appl icant  has that  

r ight .   An appl icat ion for  contempt  of  cour t  wi l l  be a 

composi te of  what  has gone before,  a composi te of  th is  20 

judgment  and a l l  that  is  said and anyth ing e lse wi th which 

appl icant  bel ieves he can make out  h is  case.   L ikewise an 

opposi t ion to any such appl icat ion wi l l  be the respondent ’s  

vers ion of  how she has indeed t r ied and how she has 

indeed done what  she bel ieves is  best  for  N[…].    
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 Because the Chi ldren’s Court  has been involved,  I  

f ind i t  necessary to adjud icate on that  as wel l .   There is  no 

reason why the at torney appointed for  the chi ld  and the 

socia l  worker  appointed by the Chi ldren’s Court  cannot  

l ia ise wi th the parent ing coordinator  as was submit ted on 

behal f  of  the appl icant .    

 I  accordingly order  that  a copy of  th is  judgment  and 

the order  that  wi l l  ar ise out  of  i t  shal l  be served by e i ther  of  

the par t ies wi th in 30 days f rom date hereof  on the 

Chi ldren’s Court  s imply by inser t ing i t  in to the Chi ldren’s  10 

Court  f i le  and secur ing a stamp,  and on the Legal  Aid  

at torney appointed for  the chi ld ,  and on the socia l  worker  

ext racts of  whose repor t  was read into the record today.    

 That  br ings me to the f ina l  issue of  costs.   In  my 

v iew,  and cer ta in ly  i t  has been my intent ion to show, that  i t  

is  the appl icant  who has been s ign i f icant ly  successfu l  in  the 

re l ie f  that  he has sought  today.   There is  no reason in my 

v iew to d iverge f rom the norm that  costs shal l  fo l low the 

resul t .   The only quest ion is  what  sor t  of  costs.    

 Given that  I  am advised that  the respondent  a l ready 20 

has a costs order  against  her,  that  i t  is  her  submission 

(a l though I  do not  f ind mer i t  in that  submission)  that  exper ts 

had not  been appointed because of  the costs ,  and g iven 

that  the appl icant  has not  pushed for  contempt .    

 Given a lso that  I  on the reading of  the papers had a 
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leaning to mero motu  f ind the respondent  in  contempt  and I  

am resist ing that  leaning.   And g iven that  I  am not  

persuaded by the respondent ’s  reasons for  not  adher ing to 

the Mal indi  order  I  say s imply that  the respondent  is  get t ing 

a very lucky break when I  do not  make an at torney and 

c l ient  cost  order  against  her.    

 I t  is  not  for  me to te l l  a  future cour t  what  to do and 

I  would not  have the temer i ty  to t ry  and do so,  but  I  would 

imagine that  a cour t  deal ing wi th a future contempt 

appl icat ion and reading th is  judgment  would then make an 10 

at torney c l ient  cost  order  against  the respondent .   

-  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -   

 Accordingly my order  as regards costs is  that  the 

respondent  is  ordered to  pay the costs o f  th is  appl icat ion 

inc lusive of  the cost  of  counsel  on Scale B and that  is  

obviously on a par ty and par ty scale.    

-  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  

 In  c los ing of  my judgment ,  (apologies I  see counsel  

ready to  jump to thei r  feet  and say “as the Court  p leases”)   

 I  express the hope,  and I  real ly  do,   I  bel ieve I  have 20 

a duty as the upper guardian of  minor  ch i ldren and because 

I  have the opportuni ty  wi th the parents  in  cour t  -   your  

daughter  is  14.   She is  not  yet  an adul t  but  what  happens to 

her  in  her  chi ldhood years wi l l  in f luence the type of  adul t  

she is  going to be.   I  express the earnest  and profound 
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hope that  wi th or  wi thout  the help  of  your  legal  

representat ives you can f ind some common ground in  

shar ing the parent ing.    I  l ike that  word in “sharent ing” .   I  

just  found a new word.   Can we use i t?   In  sharent ing,  

shared parent ing of  your  beaut i fu l  daughter  in  her  best  

in terests .  

 I  conclude th is  judgment  now.   We wi l l  ext ract  the 

order  as a separate document  just  to  make i t  c lear  but  I  

conclude th is  judgment  wi th the words that  “ i t  is  in  the best  

in terest  of  the chi ld  that  we a l l  do the job we do.   I  urge the 10 

par t ies to remember that ” .   Thank you.    

-  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -   

ORDER 

1.  I  f ind the respondent  in  contempt  of  cour t  for  fa i lure 

to adhere to the Wi l l is  J  Order ;  

 

2 .  I  impose on the respondent  two weekends 

impr isonment  commencing on a Fr iday at  5PM unt i l  a  

Sunday at  5PM in terms of  which the stat ion 

commiss ioner  of  the pol ice stat ion wi th in which the 20 

respondent  resides is  duly author ised to do a l l  th ings 

necessary to deta in the respondent  and take her  in to  

custody and the off icer  commanding of  the e i ther  

hold ing or  detent ion or  pr ison faci l i ty  to which that  

s tat ion commander deems i t  best  to take the 
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respondent  is  hereby author ised to deta in the 

respondent  and hold her  in  custody accordingly.    

 

3 .  I  suspend th is sentence for  a per iod of  three 

months to enable the respondent  to comply wi th  the 

order  of  Wi l l is  J  to procure that  the deta i ls  of  the 

appl icants are recorded on N[…] ’s  b i r th cer t i f icate.    

 

4 .  Insofar  as the appl icant  is  requi red to s ign any 

document  or  at tend at  any p lace by the re levant  10 

government  department  who has to at tend to th is  

regist rat ion i t  is  incumbent  on the respondent  to g ive 

h im t imeous and proper  not ice of  what  he must  do,  on 

receipt  of  which he is  ordered to comply therewi th.   

Fai l ing which i t  s t i l l  and nonetheless remains the 

obl igat ion of  the respondent  to procure compl iance 

wi th the Wi l l is  J  order.   

 
 

 20 
5.  I  declare that  the respondent  has not  compl ied wi th  

the Mal indi  order  and I  for thwi th d i rect  the respondent  

to comply wi th the Mal indi  order  immediate ly upon th is 

order  be ing granted.   There is  no requi rement  for  th is 

order  to be served on the respondent  or  the 

respondent ’s  legal  representat ives.   
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6.   The f i rs t  contact  per iod of  three months is  

deemed to have expi red.   The contact  as provided for  

in  the second per iod of  three months wi l l  commence 

f rom 1 October  2025 and run for  the months of  

October,  November and December 2025 wi th the 

addi t ion that  because there is  a school  hol iday over  

the per iod December and January the appl icant  wi l l  

have the chi ld  wi th h im for  two per iods over  that  

school  hol iday of  f ive days  and f ive n ights each.   10 

Those per iods wi l l  be determined by the parent ing 

coordinator.   

 
  

7 .   The next  per iod wi l l  then run through January,  

February and March by which t ime the parent ing 

coordinator  is  expected to have f inal  recommendat ions 

for  the par t ies.   I f  the parent ing coordinator  does not  

have such f inal  recommendat ions for  the par t ies by the 

end of  March the par t ies may return to th is  Court  i f  20 

need be.    

 

8 .   I  appoint  Doctor  Mart in Strous or  any person 

nominated by h im to act  as the parent ing coordinator  

to fac i l i ta te contact  between the appl icant  and the 

minor  ch i ld  in  accordance herewi th.   
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9 .   The parent ing coordinator  shal l  be vested wi th  

the powers conta ined in paragraphs 5.1 to 5.8 of  the 

draf t  order  which is  f i led by the appl icant  on 

CaseLines in pocket  074 at  pages 2 to 5 which are 

incorporated in th is  judgment  and a copy of  which 

powers shal l  be downloaded by and shal l  physical ly  be 

provided to the parent ing coordinator  by the appl icant .  

 10 

10.   The par t ies wi l l  be responsib le for  the costs of  

the parent ing coordinator  in  the proport ions 70 percent  

appl icant / father  and 30 percent  respondent /mother.    

 
 

11.   I  d i rect  that  the par t ies wi l l  both make contact  

wi th Dr Strous and advise h im of  the terms of  th is  

order  whether  or  not  a hard copy of  th is  order  is  

avai lable  at  that  s tage on CaseLines wi th in  10 

ord inary days f rom date hereof  and secure f rom him 20 

h is advice as to  whether  he is  able to take up th is  

posi t ion on these terms.   I f  he is  able to take up th is  

posi t ion and i f  he is  able to arrange an appointment  to 

meet  wi th the par t ies by no later  than the end of  

October  he shal l  cont inue as the parent ing 

coordinator.   I f  he is  not  he shal l  be asked to appoint  
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an a l ternat ive parent ing coordinator  to whom th is 

Order  shal l  apply.   The par t ies shal l  then both meet  

wi th that  a l ternat ive parent ing coordinator  on a date 

and at  a t ime sui table to that  parent ing coordinator  by 

no later  than the end of  October  2025.   The par t ies 

shal l  thereaf ter  cooperate wi th the process of  that  

parent ing coordinator.    

 

12.   The f i rs t  task of  the parent ing coordinator  shal l  

be to appoint  a  therapist  for  the bonding process 10 

between the appl icant / father  and the minor  chi ld .   The 

costs of  that  therapist  insofar  as they may not  be 

covered by the respondent ’s  medical  a id shal l  l ikewise 

be borne by the par t ies in  the shares 70 percent  

appl icant ,  30 percent  respondent .    

 
 

13.  The respondent  is  ordered to pay the costs of  th is  

appl icat ion inc lusive of  the cost  of  counsel  on Scale B 

on a par ty and par ty scale  20 

 

………………………… 

VON LUDWIG AJ 

ACTING JUDGE OF THE HIGH COURT  

16 September 2025 ex tempore 

Received and signed 02 October 2025 
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