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B ! . N CASE MO AR 359/2006
: AR 360/206
TN THE HIGH COURT OF SOUTH AFRICA
HATAL PROVINCIAL DIVISION
i the matter bebtwean
DEvasmCTEEReanis | . First Applicant

SEEEEMCHUNIEERERE LMD Second Applicant

'and

THE STATE _ Respondent

REARSONS FOR JUDGEGHMENT

LEVINSOHN DJP

Both these cases were set down hefore this
Court on 247 August 2008 as =3 matter of Brgancy.
pach applicant- sought the same relief, namely that tne
sentence Lhat they be dFtaineq in a reform zchooi be
sel aside. | Preéi&eWy the same 1lssue arises 1M each

case and accordingly it was convenient that they be

heard together. The Cepnlre for Child Law, an
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Qrganiéatiun committed: to promote the best interests
o § children, parl.ir:ul.;rl}*'. in zregazrd tﬂ.' legal issuss,

apﬁlicd for leoave L& Jﬂiﬂ__in the proceedings a5 &n

amicus curiae. This applicatinn'was.granted in the

.abﬁﬂﬁce_mf sbieckion frem the applicants. - -The amicus

ﬁas represented by Mr Eaﬂien&er and ' the Court i;

indented to ﬁim and to hie clipnt for the very helpiul

.eontribution Fhey have maqe in thesu procesedings.

The Directer of Public Prosecutions of HEwaiuolu-Watal
was represented by M Blumrick., | We too are indebted
to her for her iﬁpu ;

Afte:.-. Eearing argument we ordered that Lhey
by r@¥955¢d. forthwith from custody. | We indicaﬁed
that reasons foz th?x decizion ﬁﬁu;d e furniﬁhgd
later. These are the reasons.

The salient background facts in each case
are the following.

(1] st . | M In  October ?.1;1{54 this
applicant was ar:e%ted on a2 .ﬂhaége - of
contravening section 36 of Aot 62 of 1983 He
was found in possessioh of a Jacket and @

microvhone which were suspected to have Dees
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