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In the matter between: MOGABUDIMA TRANSPORT SERVICES CC SE
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NTSOANE 7th
Applicant
SD
RANALA 8th
Applicant
OL
MOTAU 9th
Applicant
RS
SELLO 10th
Applicant
ME
LEPELLE 11th
Applicant
KT
CHOMA 12th
Applicant
MJ
KGATUKE 13th
Applicant
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PHASHA 14th
Applicant
And
THE GAUTENG PROVINCIAL REGULATORY
ENTITY 1st
Respondent
THE LIMPOPO PROVINCIAL REGULATORY
ENTITY 2nd
Respondent
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GAUTENG
PROVINCE 3rd
Respondent
LIMPOPO
PROVINCE 4th
Respondent
BOSEKA BOEJA TAXI
ASSOCIATION 5th
Respondent
MASEMOLA TAXI
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Respondent
TLADI
FRANS 10th
Respondent
MA
MOKGWADI 11th
Respondent 

JUDGMENT 

MALI AJ 

[1] This is an application for an order to rescind, alternatively to declare void and 
unenforceable the verdict issued by the third and fourth respondents on 18 July 2012. The 
application further seeks the following: 

1.1. an order directing the third respondent to reinstate the First applicants as members of the 
fifth respondent; and 

1.2. an order directing the third respondent to reinstate the applicants as members of the fifth 
respondent and to renew their permits which they were entitled to as members of the fifth 
respondent. 

[2] There was no appearance on behalf of all the applicants. I am satisfied that the notice of set 
down was served upon the applicants on 12 October 2015. 

[3] Counsel, Mr Gwarha appeared on behalf of the 1st, 2nd, 3rd and 4th respondents. Counsel, 
Mr Morare appeared on behalf of 5th and 11th respondent. 

[4] There was no appearance on behalf of 6th, 7th, 8th, 9th and the 10th respondent. 

[5] Having heard Counsel the application is dismissed with costs. 

5.1 Applicants are ordered to pay costs of 1st, 2nd, 3rd, 4th 5th and 11th respondents on attorney 
and client scale. 

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _

MALI AJ ACTING JUDGE OF THE HIGH COURT 

Counsel for the Applicants: Instructed by: 

No appearance No appearance 

Counsel for 1st, 2nd, 3rd and 4th Respondents: MR GWARHU 

Counsel for 5 and 11 th Respondents: RAMUSHU 

MORARE INC. 
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Date of Hearing: 14 October 2015 

Date of Judgment: 29 January 2016 

Source & reproduction note 

Judgment wording, source notices and original paragraph numbers are retained. Esheria supplies the layout and this PDF’s 
page numbers; these are not the source pagination. This is a research copy, not an official or certified court document. 
Check quotations, citations and publication restrictions against the original source before relying on it. 
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