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RELATED ENTITY

2. C4L’s holding company:
Community for Leadership (Pty) Ltd
Portion 37 of the Farm Katoen,
278 JT, White River
Company Directors:
C O Stephens
S Mshothola

INTRODUCTION - LAND GRABS

A Play in Five Acts
Basically what we have here in chapters 1 – 5 are five Acts in an on-going drama in the form of a hunt
with the goal of capturing a chosen target. Many of the actors are the same and so is their motive. Their
target remains the same. Any excitement caused by the drama is lost when we realize that we are
spectators to the abuse of an innocent target and gross injustice.

The Cast
The actors, as well as their target, are real people. But to raise this drama to the level of advocacy, no
names are mentioned. Instead, the lead actors have the following parts:


Instigators – a ring of local people who are behind the attacks and driving “The Hunt”



Ring-leader – the instigator who appears to be leading the pack



Tenant (and later Ex-tenant) – one of the instigators



The Police – those who should act as impartial investigators, a k a the SAPS



The Court – the clerks and prosecutors who open cases and assess them



Magistrates – our one exception to the rule is that these are mentioned by name

If reference numbers are included for police or court cases, these are historical. Be in no doubt that
although the story is narrated in the form of a drama, this is not fiction. It is a true story, told as factually
as possible.
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The Stage
There are two sides to the stage – Portion 36 to the left and Portion 37 to the right. Portion 37 occupies
a bit more space on stage, and has four dwellings on it. At centre-state is House #2 of these four
dwellings.
Portion 36 has an unfinished dwelling on it, a work-in-progress. There is a very conspicuous gate
between these two plots – with a high fence. One and the same laneway gives access to all five
dwellings.

Deep Background
C4L bought Jan Hasbroek’s farm to establish a campus in White River twenty years ago - in 2001. The
campus included some rental housing, at its east end, on Portion 37. In the light of the Zimbabwe
scenarios of that very time – land grabs and violent farm invasions - we were like Jeremiah buying a field
in Jerusalem. It was a public act of hope, amidst a region in chaos.
Twenty years later, in 2021, the Zimbabwe government has started paying restitution to the farmers
whose land was stolen. The government is pleading with them to return and help re-build Zimbabwe.
We expect this same cycle to play out in South Africa. In July 2021 there was an outburst of civil unrest,
followed by a joint police/military clampdown that unfortunately came too late. Then came a period of

public contrition and volunteers coming out to clean up the mess. People act irrationally, without
thinking of the consequences of their unilateral actions.
Within a few years of buying Jan Hasbroek’s farm, we devised a subdivision. It was approved by
Mbombela Local Municipality, with some provisos. These are called “conditions of transfer of title”. In
other words, they are perpetual – and they apply to all new and future owners.
The property we purchased was in three Portions when we bought it (Portions 1, 36 and 37). We set
aside Portion 37 as a “reserve”. It has never been subdivided. It remains in 2021 exactly as we bought it
in 2001 and still belongs to the holding company. All the rest of the plots were sold off. Including
Portion 36 next door, to the west of our “reserve”. It was purchased by a man who has emerged as the
ring-leader of the ring of actors determined to destabilize our ministry.
One of the tenants on Portion 37 knew that others had bought free-hold plots in the area subdivided,
next door. Before long, she was saying that she also owned one of the four rental homes on our
“reserve” Portion 37. She promoted herself from tenant to owner. To do so involved:


Non-compliance with written and signed agreements



Deception (i.e. perjury)



Stealing occupancy



Authorization of others to come onto our remaining “reserve” to fetch FREE water and electricity

She formalized her charade in civil case number 873/2016. Our company immediately took exception
and filed the necessary court documents, in early 2017, to defend its interests. This case languished in
the court until 2021. It only came to trial on February 19th, 2021. Then on April 21st, 2021, Magistrate
Mabunda dismissed the case in favour of our company – WITH COSTS.
By law, a tenant has every right to enter a dispute with their landlord. But while any dispute is sub
judice, the tenant should continue to pay rent. Part of her strategy in this case was to deprive the
company of its rental income. This was also accomplished by the high legal costs that the company had
to pay, to contest her claim. Because of these factors, tensions ran high on this “reserve” campus
throughout the four years. In the end, the company prevailed – by using the proper justice structures to
settle the dispute. Now the landlord company is faced with collection of the legal and court costs of
about R95 000, and Unpaid Rent of R140 000. This new challenge lies ahead.
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From the landlord company’s point of view, this was a cynical attempt to steal one of its assets. In the
process, other assets also disappeared, and company resources like water from its borehole were
squandered.

Biases
Sadly, the tenant was a woman, and the company director was a man, in a country where there is far too
much femicide. Worse yet, the tenant was black, and the company director was white! These fault lines
always complicate the resolution of disputes in South Africa, as elsewhere. Worst of all, the tenant was a
South African citizen, while the company director was a foreigner, with legal immigration status as a
Permanent Resident. There have been a number of serious xenophobia outbreaks since the tenant
occupied the rental house in July 2007. The worst of these was in May 2008, but there is always an
under-current in South Africa against the “makwerekwere”.
The fact that after almost five years of litigation, the landlord company won this civil case is significant. It
shows that based on the merits of the case, the tenant’s claim was untenable. She was simply trying to
win by using affirmative action and by enlisting others into her cause. Some of those that she enlisted
were among those who purchased plots in the devised Plan of Subdivision (number 15/5/1/1) next door.
In fact, the ring-leader is a neighbour, who owns Portion 36, right to the west of our Portion 37. This is
the stage on which the drama plays out.

Preliminary Dispute Resolution
On 3 May 2016, tenant and landlord with their respective attorneys met in the Board room of Kruger and
Partners in Nelspruit. An agreement was reached at this meeting, which was written down by the
tenant’s attorney after the meeting. She agreed to depart from the rental house on 30 June 2016, and
the company agreed to cover her legal fees of R15 000. This amount was paid over by the company to
Kruger and Partners law firm, but in early July 2016 the rental home had not been vacated.
In an encounter at the west gate to Portion 37 on 6 July 2016, the tenant indicated that she had fired her
lawyer, hired another one, and that she was going to “escalate”. In the presence of witnesses on this
occasion, very nasty comments were made - and recorded by two witnesses - about the company
director. These can only be described as xenophobic (e.g. you will be sent back to Canada) AND as

crimen injuria (i.e. you are mentally ill). These themes have recurred more than once in the 15 years
following. Like xenophobia outbreaks, they are not frequent, but when they blow, they blow sky high.
Details of what exactly was said were submitted to the Equality Court on 7 April 2021 by the company
director because these same themes articulated that day have recurred from time to time from several
of the instigators, more especially the ring-leader. We believe that they constitute hate-speech.

To Kill a Whistle-blower
To make matters worse, our ministry based on this Portion 37 campus has been very vocal in favour of
the Rule of Law and against corruption, patronage, and State Capture. This has been the prophetic role
of a Christian ministry whose core business is leadership and management development. Needless to
say, not all South Africans agree with this position. Especially leaders who deem power to be their
paramount tool – including bullying, intimidation and even abuse.
The ring-leader of the circle of instigators who enter this drama The Hunt is a veteran officer working for
23 years in the Premier’s Office of Mpumalanga Province. King David did not like it when he was rebuked
by the prophet Nathan, and not much has changed. We believe that there is a strong element of abuse
of power in this drama, which is not fiction. Specifically, we wonder if there is a link between this ringleader and the rogue elements of the State Security Agency (SSA)?
It is well known that the SSA and its subsidiary (the Principle Agent Network) have not been involved in
classical espionage activity, as much as in spying on South African citizens and residents. Especially on
activists in general and on whistle-blowers in particular. There are documented cases of civil servants
receiving two salaries every month – one for their government job, and the other from the SSA to spy on
their co-workers. There have been dozens of salaries paid every month to spies on the SSA payroll
whose identity were not even known to the Minister – when there was one. For in his recent Cabinet
shuffle, the President has eliminated the Department of State Security. Hopefully the President will
discover what they are doing, or who they have been reporting to? This fiasco is already in the public
domain, even before Parliament. In December 2018, the High Level Review Panel Report on the SSA
found bluntly that there was not only unacceptably unnecessary secrecy to thwart accountability, but
also:
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“… there has been a serious politicisation and factionalisation of the intelligence community over the past
decade or more, based on factions in the ruling party, resulting in an almost complete disregard for the
Constitution, policy, legislation and other prescripts, and turning our civilian intelligence community into a
private resource to serve the political and personal interests of particular individuals”.
One of the narratives that has been suggested in relation to the civil unrest in July 2021 is that rogues
such as these were among its instigators. As spies, they know how to cover their tracks, and will be hard
to detect.
Our title The Hunt is not used lightly. The activities outlined herein are coordinated. There has been
collusion between several instigators, including but not limited to the tenant and the ring-leader. The
police are split in White River - as they are everywhere in SA; there is evidence that the instigators of this
drama have the sympathy of at least some of those working at the local SAPS precinct. The clerks and
prosecutors in the Magistrates court all have the usual biases that one can expect in a country that is
over 80 percent black. Especially in the light of the history of apartheid. The tides have turned, and now
the shoe is on the other foot, so to speak.

1. ACT ONE - UNLAWFUL ARREST 2017

Stealing Occupation
When a tenant falls behind on paying their rent, a landlord delivers letters to them. For audit purposes,
the tenant should sign for receipt of those letters. That is what we did twice (company attorney Muzi
Zwane of Kruger and Partners, together with the company director).


November 1st, 2016



January 3rd, 2017

Suddenly in response to the delivery of these two “notice letters” to the tenant, the company director
was landed with an INTERIM protection order - on January 17th 2017 - prohibiting him (inter alia) from
delivering any more letters to House #2. Instead, he had to direct all correspondence to the tenant via
her attorney. After doing so several times, sometime later her lawyer wrote a rude letter to him stating
that he was not a post-man and would not deliver any further correspondence to her. This caused a
communication gap that was intentionally designed to cause delays.
The INTERIM order was disputed, but a diluted version of it was confirmed on June 22nd 2017.
Three years later, the company director protested to the court that this was one of the delaying tactics
being used to stall the civil dispute over House #2 coming to trial. The court agreed and cancelled the
Protection Order on August 3rd, 2020. By this time, even the court wanted to get civil case 873/2016 to
trial as soon as possible – because of all the related acrimony that kept erupting.

Cat and Mouse Game
The next hostile attack on the landlord/company director was to make an attempt to catch him in a
“violation”. Violating a protection order issued under the Harassment Act is a criminal offence. If
convicted, you can be incarcerated. When foreigners are incarcerated, that can lead the way to their
deportation. We believe that this was always the strategy of the instigators.
More attacks would soon follow. One week after the protection order was confirmed, on June 29th,
2017, a text message was sent by the tenant to the company director “Go read the book Dead Man
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Walking”. Before the same month ended, a muti of some kind (possibly shoe polish?) had been poured
into the radiator of the company vehicle. It ruined the engine, which had to be replaced in July 2017. A
passive police made room for the hunt to continue, when it made no effort to investigate.
During this phase, the landlord company requested back-up from the Green Scorpions. (This is a special
unit to fight environmental hotspots. The “Scorpions” was a police unit that had such a good track
record fighting crime that it was closed as part of “State Capture”.) There had been a serious infestation
of running bamboo on the campus, which started in the garden of a neighbour and crossed the fence
into our Portion 37. The tenants did not bother to control it, and it started to spread. The company
director’s efforts to control it and cut it back led to three reports by the tenant – which were nothing
more than three new attacks - that the company director and staff were intruding. Indeed, we were
valiantly trying to curb the spread of the running bamboo. Also, there was a difference between the
prohibitions of the INTERIM protection order (January 17 – June 22, 2017) and the FINAL protection
order. The final order did not include any prohibition of the company director carrying out his fiduciary
duties. According to the Judgment by Magistrate Baloyi, these included environmental emergencies.
That is why we requested back-up from the Green Scorpions. They came to the campus several times
and validated the need to curb this infestation of running bamboo. They even contacted the neighbours
and the tenant to insist on its removal, from its origins. At least someone came to the defence of the
hunted prey.
Three times the company director was attacked by being reported to the SAPS for allegedly violating the
Protection Order by cutting down running bamboo in and around House #2 (which was still under
dispute in the sub judice civil case 873/2016). As a result of the third attack, the company director was
arrested and held for one night in the lock-up at the White River SAPS precinct.
To make a long story short, the case was re-scheduled from the following day (8 September) to October,
then to November, and then to January 2018. Then it was withdrawn because the investigation showed
that there was no breach of the prohibitions. But no recompense or restitution for the victim of the
ongoing attacks was given. And no legal consequences for the instigators and hunters.
In February 2018, the company director sued both the tenant and the Minister of Police for Defamation.
He had suffered reputation loss. This case reached Pre-trial in mid-2019 but has not yet come to trial in
the Regional Court. Our attorney is confident that we will win, in due course.
The tenant had little concern about the bamboo, which was threatening House #2. We had been battling
it since 2014 and now had it under control around House #1. This alien invasive species can be very
damaging. These were collateral attempts to win the on-going civil dispute by a war of attrition, seeking

to grind down the physical strength, fighting spirit and economy of the landlord. The strategy was to
scare the company director and to ruin his reputation.
At the end of this case, which was withdrawn, the company director had run up another R20 000 in legal
fees, on top of the R47 000 to defend against the first application for a protection order. The company
has spent a further R24 000 on the legal costs of suing the Minister of Police and the tenant for
Defamation.
Meanwhile, one of the company’s income streams (rental income from House#2) was being held back,
month after month, year in and year out. This can be seen as a double-deprivation strategy.

Round 2
In November 2018, the tenant attacked again.
The company director travelled to London for one week, to a conference. While he was away, the tenant
alleged that she could not enter Portion 37 because she found the gate locked. There are several
residents living on campus, as well as staff, so it could not be proved that the company director locked
the gate. He denied having done so. This case was dismissed by the magistrate, although it added over
R8000 to the company’s legal bills. More deprivation.

The Fencing Act
Portion 37 is what is sometimes called a “gated community”. But the gate is not motorized, it has to be
opened and closed manually. This means that cooperative tenants obey the sign on it (“Keep gate
closed”) while uncooperative tenants and their sub-lessees ignore it. The Fencing Act clearly states that
in farm areas like ours, it is an offence not to close a gate behind you when you pass through it.
In the end, we found that the best way to have the gate closed was to keep it locked. All internal
residents were issued keys. However, while the civil case 873/2016 remained sub judice, the tenant who had not been residing at the campus herself since 2016 – appointed the ring-leader to be the
“caretaker” of House #2. Her right to do this did not have the company’s consent, so we took issue with
it. The ring-leader continued to force their way through our gate, cutting the chain, breaking the lock
and knocking it down, so that he could fetch water and hook up an unsafe and unauthorized electricity
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connection at the company’s meter board, to his house on Portion 36 next door. This was more than
presumptuous, in the light of the fact that the company eventually won this case in a trial that began 19
February 2021 and ended 21 April 2021. All efforts to contain what the company viewed as stealing were
met with a fierce fight-back strategy of gaslighting. Just as the company director reported intrusions and
damages regularly to the authorities, they also received complaints from the instigators for the
company’s genuine efforts at self-defence.
This reached illegal proportions with another attack on 21 June 2021. On this Monday morning, burglars
in the guise of workmen (who had been previously deployed by the ring-leader at House #2), entered the
campus and vandalized House #2. Specifically, they stole all the copper plumbing around the outside
walls. Copper is valuable, and they simply tore it off and stole it. Notarized witness statements were
given to both the police and the courts (Regional and Magistrates). Just as the attack when the bakkie
was vandalized, nothing has been done to investigate this theft, or to bring the perpetrators to book.
This was two weeks before civil unrest erupted in South Africa, but it was just the same as the senseless
looting and burning of the economy. This was a way to add to the attempts of to trash the company’s
little economy.
This is especially shocking in so far as Magistrate Mabunda decided the civil case 873/2016 on 21 April
2021 and it was exactly two months later when burglars disguised as workmen - deployed by the ringleader - vandalized House #2. Two witnesses watched and have given statements. No action has been
taken by the authorities - leaving the abused landlord defenseless. This is not mere passivity. This
constitutes another form of attack. It is obvious that they have taken sides.
This illuminates a very clear bias – against the company. Even though it has won case after case in the
courts, the police resist opening new cases and the delays of bringing cases to trial in the courts are
detrimental to the company. How can a civil case take over four years to reach trial? And now, three
months after Magistrate Mabunda decided this case in favour of the company, the keys to House #2 have
not been returned to the landlord company by the ex-tenant. If it mattered to the court, it would be
contempt.
As outlined below, the company removed the gate in February 2021 to prevent there being any
violations of a new Protection Order confirmed on 4 February 2021. Anyone can enter – ex-tenant, sublessee, instigator, ring-leader, burglar or vandal. The prohibitions are about “denying access” to those
who want to steal water and electricity, even after the civil case 873/2016 was decided in the company’s
favour.

The company director applied to the court to cancel Protection Order H76 on 22 April, 2021. Three
months later, that application is still languishing in the queue. Protection Order H76 was dead when
Magistrate Mabunda handed down his decision. The problem is that is has not yet been buried –
because the ring-leader, the police and the courts together are resisting. The ring-leader can even send
in burglars disguised as his workmen to vandalize company property, and the courts and police fiddle,
while Rome burns.
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2. ACT TWO - ALLEGED ANIMAL CRUEL TY - 2019

Ask Speaker of the House Thandi Modise! This allegation can be weaponized to hurt you, long before
you ever reach trial. Win or lose in court, you suffer reputation loss.
To begin with, all the actors are the same in this new Act. The primary instigator this time is the tenant,
who on November 1st, 2017, rented House #2 to relatives of the ring-leader. Specifically, to his daughter
and her husband. So, there are now family ties in the mix. Same police, same prosecutors, but
fortunately for C4L, one new magistrate.
Four days later, I went on a business trip overseas. I left the campus in the capable hands of my staff,
who have often had to keep an eye on the campus during working hours. For after hours care of our
guard dogs and some plants that needed watering, a reliable Malawian couple that live nearby was hired.
This couple later gave statements denying what was alleged by the new sub-lessees on campus.
One of our guard dogs had given birth to a litter of pups about a week before I left. This was the guard
dog’s first litter, and she was a bit timid about it. She chose some shrubs near House #2 for herself –
before the new sub-lessees moved in. Our groundkeeper is an old hand with puppies; I left the dogs in
his capable hands.
When I returned three weeks later, before the end of November, I found that all the dogs were gone. I
soon learned that they had been removed by the SPCA on an order signed by Magistrate Baloyi. Within
the statutory seven days, the company delivered a demand letter to the SPCA claiming the dogs back.
But the dogs had already been disposed of, and we have never received them back. Nor have we
received any compensation for either the dogs or some related equipment that was also confiscated.
To add insult to injury, the new sub-lessee’s father came onto the campus on 3 January 2018 and stole a
plastic moulded doghouse from the company. This was in full view of a witness, who signed a statement.
A theft case was opened at the SAPS precinct (13/1/2018) but it was not pursued.
Then in September 2018, I was charged by the SAPS with Animal Cruelty. The related affidavits in the
police docket were signed and dated in September 2018 – ten months after the dogs were removed.
The trial got underway finally in June 2019. The State only called one witness – our neighbour, who had
been employed at the Premier’s Office for 23 years. Sadly, his daughter the sub-lessee in House #2, had
passed away in hospital in April 2018. After a huge infraction involving him and her husband on August

17th, 2018, inside House #2 (breaking several windows), the husband had departed. House #2 remained
uninhabited from then until December 15th, 2020, when new sub-lessees were installed by our
neighbour.
It needs to be stated here that this State witness had not only purchased Portion 36 in the abovementioned Plan of Subdivision 15/5/1/1, in 2008; he had also rented House #3 on the company’s
“reserve” campus Portion 37 in 2010. He soon started to default on rent, and he was eventually evicted
on August 3rd 2016. In the meanwhile, concurrent to the eviction proceedings, he had tried in vain to
obtain a protection order against the company director. The eviction case was heard by Magistrate
Mabasso, the harassment application by Magistrate Baloyi. The company won the eviction, and the
tenant’s application for a protection order was denied. So, there is a history of bad blood between him
and the company director. He had even refused to leave House #3 when evicted, launching an illconceived appeal in Pretoria. Eventually he abandoned that case and departed. The company repossessed the house that he had occupied on its campus for six years. The company proceeded to sue
him for Unpaid Rent and related court costs. The warrant of execution was signed by Magistrate Baloyi.
It has not been rescinded, as the ring-leader has claimed.
His self-moniker was now “caretaker” of House #2, because civil case 873/2016 had not yet come to trial.
He installed new sub-lessees, some of whom returned on June 21st 2021 to vandalize House #2 by
stealing all the copper piping from the exterior of that house, as mentioned above.
The Animal Cruelty case was heard by Magistrate Sibuyi. After my attorney had cross-examined the
single witness, the State rested its case. Instead of moving forward with the trial, my attorney asked the
magistrate to dismiss the case right then and there, which he did. The State simply had no case. There
never was a case. It was just another attack in the ongoing war of attrition.
However, the company’s legal bills came to R56 000, to prepare its defence. Not to mention the loss of
its guard dogs and related equipment, which were never returned. Article 7 of the Animal Protection Act
should have been used to award costs to the Defendant, but this was not done by the magistrate.
As he prepared his defense, the company director took a few photos of the SPCA where he had delivered
documents asking for the guard dogs to be returned (within the 7-day period). The SPCA director thus
applied for a protection order against him! Her application was dismissed. But these legal fees added
another R9000 to his costs.
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This was a case of the same instigators, the same police, the same prosecutors, raising the stakes as the
company’s legal bills rise to un-sustainable levels. Is it any wonder that the company director senses that
he has been and is being attacked and hunted?

3. ACT THREE - ALLEGED ILLEGAL POSS ESSION OF A FIREARM - 2020

Another attack came in September 2020. The protagonists are all the same. This time the tenant arrived
at the gate unannounced. House #2 had been standing uninhabited since August 2018. Civil case
873/2016 was still sub judice. The company director noticed an unfamiliar vehicle stopped outside the
gate and went to check it out. He found the tenant who said she wanted to fetch some items from
House #2.
He went to get the gate key. He unlocked and opened the gate for her to enter. From a security point of
view, he wondered if he was letting in a Trojan Horse, but he did not deny her entrance, as civil case
873/2016 was still sub judice at the time. Instead of driving to House #2, she advanced her car into the
open gateway, then stopped it and turned it off. Then she got onto her phone and started to call –
presumably for back-up? – but in a language that the company director did not understand.
The company director took the following precautions. First, he backed his bakkie up to where she had
stopped her car, to prevent her or any others from proceeding. He assumed that she had called others
to come, and that there would be an altercation. He closed the gate as far as he could on the one side of
her vehicle and installed a brace behind it, so that it could not be rolled open again. Then he pulled his
airgun out from under the seat of his bakkie and waited. He expected the worst.
It came in the form of another outburst of crimen injuria from the tenant:


She said that he was a child abuser



She said that his attempt at inter-racial marriage had been a joke



She said that he was treating her as a child. As an adult, she did not have to do things his way



She said that she had to buy her car – it was not donated like the company bakkie



She said that he does not behave like a missionary should behave



She said that he would die before 2030 (this sounded like a death threat)

Then she got into her vehicle and left.
The following week, the company director received a telephone call from the police. They wanted to see
him. he was off the campus in White River at the time, so they immediately came to where he was in
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town. There was a posse of about ten police officers in three vehicles. That asked him to accompany
them to his home. One of them entered his vehicle and they all drove to the C4L campus.
They did not say that they were going to arrest him. Upon arrival, they said they wanted to search his
home for firearms. He welcomed them. He told them point blank that he owns no firearms, only two
airguns. They confiscated these two toys. Then they took him to the SAPS precinct. He was arrested and
charged with possession of firearms.
He called his attorney who came to the precinct immediately and arranged for bail before the end of the
day. On this occasion, he did not have to stay overnight in the lock-up. Only about two hours.
The next day in court, the charges were withdrawn. The police investigation had found no evidence that
the company director keeps firearms on the C4L campus. When the airguns were returned to him by the
police, in the Branch Commander’s office, one of them had been broken. The cartridge was jammed and
would not release. Captain Mabunda was embarrassed and told him to take it to the gun shop to be
repaired, and to then bring the invoice to the SAPS to pay. Until the present, in July 2021, the gun shop
has sent the airgun away to the manufacturer, and not received it back. The company director is without
his second airgun. The company had paid R2000 for it.
This episode added R3500 to the company’s legal bills. The State prosecutor was the same one who had
had withdrawn the charges for violation of a Protection Order, which precipitated the company director’s
unlawful arrest. He must know that the Minister of Police has been sued on that count. He later failed to
make the Animal Cruelty charges stick. He must also know about the collusion between the ring-leader
and the tenant, to destabilize the company; and the civil dispute over House #2 on Portion 37 which was
still sub judice at the time. The Hunt is on…

Why do I need an airgun?
In the tumultuous moments of arrest and detainment, the police asked the company director why he
needs an airgun. At such a moment, honesty is the best policy. The reply was simple – Portion 37 is a
farm both by activity and by zoning. The income from rental homes is a side-line. C4L has planted over
one thousand spinach trees on its campus. There are also many fruit trees. The campus is in a periurban area, not in town. It is frequently visited by monkeys. At first, the company director used a
slingshot to shoot stones at the monkeys to scare them away. But they persisted in stealing and eating a
LOT of fruit. They also come onto to roof and swing on the wifi aerials. The provider BridgeNet has had
to come out more than once to reset the alignment so that its incoming signal can be captured.

As outlined below, on 7 April 2021, the company director launched an Equality Court case to try to deal
with the deeper concern of Unfair Discrimination that has caused “The Hunt” to become a sport, a pasttime. On 30th June 2021 four responses to our “institution of proceedings” were received. One of them
was from the ex-tenant in House #2, who lost her bid to claim perpetual right of occupancy in House #2,
when Magistrate Mabunda handed down his decision on 21 April 2021. After almost five years sub
judice! Here is a scandalous quote from her responding affidavit, paragraph 9:
“Upon his arrest, in the presence of Constable Nkambule, he stated that he carries a gun because the area
has monkeys, the implication is that he took out his weapon, because in his eyes “I am a monkey”. This is
violation of my constitutional rights against my protection from racism. As far as I understand it him
insinuating that I am a monkey is racist speech and illegal in South Africa as shown in the case of Vicky
Momberg and Penny Sparrow who were charged for their racism.”
This quote raises several concerns. First, the day after my arrest, the State withdrew the case because
there was no evidence that I owned any illegal firearms. She cannot say I carried a gun. Second, one
must ask if Constable Nkambule made this connection between a problem with monkeys on our farm,
and racism. Anyone who knows the company director knows that he would never make such an
insinuation. He is a veteran anti-apartheid activist. But above all, if the police docket was empty,
prompting the immediate withdrawal of this case, then why would a police officer be disclosing what the
company director said when he was interrogated? Does the State not own the case at that stage? Why
would Constable Nkambule relay such nonsense to the tenant, AFTER the arrest?
Several residents on our campus and our neighbours can attest to the presence of monkeys in our neck
of the woods. They are more than a nuisance – they cause a lot of damage and losses. I was asked a
question by the police, and I offered an honest answer. They returned my airgun to me BROKEN and
now I find out the extent of the reputation loss that I have suffered.
Or is this just more deception on the part of a tenant who tried her best to perjure her way into the theft
on one of the company’s assets? Meanwhile she has not been paying rent while the house stands
uninhabited. Her authorization for her co-instigator the ring-leader to fetch water and electricity from
Portion 37 expired with Magistrate Mabunda’s decision on case 873/2016. But her “caretaker” is still
sending his workers, to vandalize it by stealing all the copper piping from outside the walls. Tearing off
these pipes could affect water losses on the campus as well.
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4. ACT FOUR - ESCALATING TO HIGHER LEVELS
A quick review is in order at this stage. On 4 February, 2021, Magistrate Sibuyi confirmed Protection
Order H76 prohibiting the company director from denying access to Portion 37 for the ring-leader to
access electricity and water. Stated repeatedly in his judgment was that this was because civil case
873/2016 was still unresolved at that time. That civil case was decided by Magistrate Mabunda on 21
April 2021. That same day, Mbombela disconnected the unsafe and unauthorized electrical hook-up
from the company meter board to Portion 36 next door. On or about 15 May 2021, the sub-lessees
departed. House #2 has been uninhabited ever since. It is now uninhabitable because the ring-leaders’s
workmen stole all the external copper plumbing on 21 June 2021.
The company did not take the Protection Order lying down. It saw the need for a more definitive and
sustainable solution, and started looking for one, while the civil case was still sub judice.
In this respect it took two steps:
a) On 15 February 2021, it filed a complaint with the Community Schemes OMBUD Service (CSOS). This
complaint asked that the water crisis on Portion 36 be solved within the bounds of Plan of Subdivision
15/5/1/1. Specifically, that the one borehole within those bounds that is not sharing water at all, be
inter-connected with the pipeline that delivered water in the past to Portion 36, for as long as anyone
can remember. This process was ramped up to Adjudication level on 30 March 2021. The closing
date for final submissions was 30 June 2021. The company put forward its arguments and the
Homeowners Association was invited to respond. As of 23 July 2021, we have been assured by the
CSOS that the Adjudication is in process. CSOS can issue court orders that have the status of a High
Court order. Its decision is awaited.
b) On 7 April 2021, the company director filed an “institution of proceedings” with the Equality Court.
This seeks to address the problems at a deeper level, namely of Unfair Discrimination. He argues that
biases are getting in the way, to the extent that the merits of the cases are being ignored. These
attitudes are causing matters to fester, not to heal. One example that comes to mind is the quote in
the section above about monkeys. One innocuous, honest response to a question by the police, has
been blown all out of proportion. The company director feels that the collusion between instigators
has exacerbated the tensions inherent in landlord/tenant disputes. These have compounded into a
collaborative attempt to plunder the company and its resources, by concerted action that uses

bullying, intimidation, xenophobia and hate-speech to get its way. The trial of this case W/R 45/21
has been set down for 30 September 2021.

The Proverbial Frog
There is a proverb that says if you drop a frog into water and then raise the temperature slowly, it will
not notice. The point is, if you want to get rid of a frog, dropping it right into boiling water is cruel. But if
you keep escalating the temperature slowly, it will not notice – until it is too late.
On 19 of April 2021, the company director received a call from an inspector at Ehlanzeni District. She had
received a complaint about the bees that we keep on our farm. This is part of our corporate
commitment to redressing environmental degradation. Bees are endangered, so we have created space
for them on our campus. Our spinach trees have been much healthier ever since we welcomed these
bees to the campus, about three years ago.
The next day – the day before Magistrate Mabunda decided the “mother case” namely the dispute over
House #2 – a delegation from Ehlanzeni distance arrived for a site visit. They even measured the distance
between bee-hives and residences. The closest of these distances was and is from one hive to the
company director’s front door. The company’s tenants in House #1 assured the delegation that they had
been renting for two years and had never been bothered by the bees – not even their five-year old child.
Unfortunately, the bee-keeper was away in Pretoria and could not attend this indaba.
The delegation left after some consultation, and the company never heard from them again. It was
apparent that this was just another attempt to interfere and to harass the company. But the
temperature really got turned up in May 2021…

First Court Order
The Sheriff arrived at the company director’s gate on Thursday 20 May 2021. He brought a court order
instructing the company to “connect and supply water” to Portion 36 next door – “immediately”. It was
dated 14 May. It did not state any minimum requirement of water, nor did it stipulate any limit which
could be drawn down from the company’s water reserve.
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The next morning, a Friday, the company director hand-delivered a letter to the Clerk of the Court, who
had signed the order. Above all, he was trying to ascertain what the word “immediately” meant. He was
told to ask the court. How? When he responded. He was told “on 30 th”.
That did not sound like “immediately” to him, so the next day, a Saturday, he hooked up a garden hose
to a stand-pipe in the company’s orchard, and delivered water to the line-fence with Portion 36. He also
sent an invoice by email to the ring-leader, which was also instructed by the court order. No payments
have been received, two months later.
The erstwhile caretaker of House #2 has also allowed the Mbombela electricity account to slip into
arrears. He has removed his unsafe and unauthorized hook-up to the company’s meter board (on 21
April 2021) – but he has not settled the electricity account. In Magistrate Sibuyi’s judgment of 4 February
he wrote the following key excerpts:
“15. Applicant also gets his electricity from the transformer next two House 2, even though the
Municipality did erect one next to Portion 36.
16. Applicant is offering to pay for the water that he currently draws from House 2, just like he is paying
for the electricity for that house to the Municipality. All C4L has to do is to present him with a bill for the
water. Respondent is of the view that both the applicant and Ms Ngobe-Mashaba are getting water for
free from C4L.
20. There was enough evidence placed before her (Magistrate Mhlanga) that Ms Ngobe-Mashaba was
the owner of House 2. It is on this basis that she held that Ms Ngobe-Mashaba had the right to give
applicant control of House 2 as well as access to water from the said house.
22. Respondent kept on reminding me that I should not pre-judge the civil court matter which is set down
for trial on 19 February 2021.
24. Respondent argues that applicant and Ms Ngobe-Mashaba are getting water for free at C4L’s
expense. Applicant is willing to pay for the water as long as C4L sends them a bill, just like they are
paying for the electricity every month.
28. Presently applicant has no access to water, but for him drawing water from House 2, with Ms NgobeMashaba’s permission. Applicant is willing to pay for the water that he and Ms Ngobe-Mashaba, through
her present tenants, are getting from C4L’s borehole.

30. It is hoped that the civil court case between Ms Ngobe-Mashaba and C4L will be decided without
further delay. This will decide finally, it is hoped, the question as to Ms Ngobe-Mashab’s title, if any to
House 2.”
So firstly, there is an existing order in place, raising concerns about the additional Regional Court order.
Is it not a duplication? Especially when the CSOS case launched on 15 February is still pending as well.
How many courts must decide this single water crisis on Portion 36?
Secondly, C4L has never received any contribution for water from either the tenant or her “caretaker”
the ring-leader. In fact, not since 2007 when the tenant rented House 2 and moved in.
Third, the Mbombela electricity account is 4 – 5 months in arrears. The court was being misled about the
caretaker’s true intentions.
Fourth, on June 21st, the caretaker’s workmen vandalized all the external plumbing on House #2 and
stole all the copper pipes. Copper is quite a valuable commodity – it is just another example of how the
company is being plundered. Always by the same protagonists. That’s why we call it “The Hunt”. The
contradiction between the word “caretaker” and your workmen ripping off copper pipes from the
exterior of House is self-evident.
Fifth, the ring-leader asked both Magistrate Phiri in August 2020 (in his first, failed bid to obtain a
Protection Order against the company director) and Magistrate Sibuyi in the February 2021 for an order
to connect Portion 36 to the company’s underground pipeline. Both magistrates turned him down. So
why is it that the Regional Court has granted it ALBEIT ON AN INTERIM BASIS PENDING THE
FINALIZATION OF THE HEARING.
Sixth, it is clear from Magistrate Sibuyi’s judgment of 4 February that he viewed it only as “bridging”; that
is until the civil court case was decided by Magistrate Mabunda. Clearly his view was that if that case
should end in the company’s favour, that would remove the tenant’s right to authorize the export of
water from Portion 37 without the company’s consent - which it has never been given. So why, when
Mabunda decided in the company’s favour, has the Regional Court been invoked?
Seventh, the water crisis on Portion 36 is a function of the internal breakdown of a Homeowners
Association that was established AS A CONDITION OF TRANSFER OF TITLE to future owners - in
perpetuity, by order of Mbombela Local Municipality. The definitive and sustainable solution does not lie
in tapping into a neighbour’s water supply. Certainly not without taking the required steps stipulated by
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the National Water Act (Section 3, part 3). This matter is now under adjudication by CSOS, starting in
February 2021. So why is the Regional Court intervening since May 2021? This is vexatious.

Second court order
Although he was already receiving some water through the temporary garden-hose hook-up, the ringleader got a second court order that allowed him to connect to the underground pipeline. The problem
is that in the past, that pipeline always delivered water from west-to-east. For the first time ever, he
tapped into a water supply to the east (Portion 37) and ran it backwards to the west (his Portion 36 – and
beyond). The truth of the matter is that this in-ground system was installed long before 2001 when the
company purchased Jan Hasbroek’s farm (already subdivided by then into three parcels). At this late
stage, no one knows where all the underground pipes go, when the pipeline passes beyond Portion 36. It
could be running down a sinkhole, we just don’t know. The solution endorsed by the Regional Court was
technically ill-conceived. It created a vehicle with no brakes – we have no way of knowing how much
water the ring-leader is draining away, or where exactly it is going.
As a result, it has left all four residences on Portion 37 without water since 8 June 2021. Residents are
having to cart water from town, ever since. This was only a few days after he connected the
underground pipeline on or about 3 June 2021. The National Water Act cited above says that BEFORE
more users can tap into an existing reserve, there must be a public meeting, and a technical study must
be done of the existing water reserve. This was never done.

Postponements Ad Nauseum
The company is fighting hard in the Regional Court to have the two onerous court orders cancelled. The
matter was first heard on 30 June 2021, when the magistrate asked for an independent, impartial
technical study to be obtained. The trial resumed on 19 July 2021, when suddenly the court house was
closed due to a Covid scare. It was re-scheduled for 2 August 2021, but on that date the company’s
attorney had been exposed to Covid, and forced to self-isolate. So it was punted again to 18 August
2021. This case could take three months to set aside? Meanwhile, all residences on the C4L campus are
deprived of water. This is a serious contravention of constitutional rights. Ironically, the ring-leader has
used an argument that he has a constitutional right to water. No one’s rights are absolute.

If we win, we will ask for an order from the court that the ring-leader pay for our legal fees. If we lose,
our only back-up strategy is rainwater harvesting. We are being held hostage by rogues.
A vignette noted on 29 July 2021 is relevant. One member of the Homeowners Association that should
be equitably sharing water had a lawn-sprinkler going. It is mid-winter and he/they apparently want to
keep their front lawn green. Meanwhile, neighbours in full view of this were living on water rationing,
because a fifth house had been provisionally added to a reticulation that had been struggling to provide
water to four houses. The tipping point was reached when the fifth house was added, and the water
system failed everyone. That very scenario is what the above-mentioned provisions of the National
Water Act are meant to prevent.
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5. ACT FIVE - ALLEGED VIOLATION OF A PROTECTION ORDER
This next round gets messy. It started on Christmas Eve 2020 when the police arrived at House #3 on the
C4L campus with another INTERIM Protection Order. The company director (personally) was called to
appear in court. In January and February 2021, we spent five different days in court arguing this case
before Magistrate Sibuyi.
It was mostly a re-hash of the same content that had been presented to Magistrate Phiri, six months
earlier. Phiri had dismissed that application, saying that it was a civil matter – not harassment. Instead
of moving to a civil court, the ring-leader took another run at in the harassment court.
The extensive quotes in the previous section come from Magistrate Sibuyi’s judgment. However, there
was no mention of timing – how long this Protection Order would remain in effect. What is implied is
that it would fall away when Magistrate Mabunda decided the civil dispute 873/2016. How can a case
from 2016 be heard in 2021 – those delays were unacceptable.
Delaying tactics included all these ancillary cases. One of the first was the tenant’s application in January
2017, prompted by her landlord and the company attorney delivering notice letters to House #2 on
campus. On the Final Protection Order form 19, in Magistrate Baloyi’s handwriting, it says: “expires on
22/6/2022 or pending outcome of civil case over ownership of House 2 Portion 37 Farm Katoen
WHICHEVER OCCURS FIRST”.
Sadly, no Form 19 has been forthcoming for case H76, only a typed judgment with many factual flaws in
it. The same logic quoted above is implied, though not stated. No other dated are given. So, when did it
expire? Did it not expire on 21 April when Magistrate Mabunda decided the civil case 873/2016?
Another question stems from this. The prohibitions in Sibuyi’s prohibitions are DENYING ACCESS to
Portion 37 for the ring-leader and sub-lessees to come and go, for electricity and water. On 21 April
2021, Mbombela Electrical disconnected the unsafe and unauthorized hook-up that the tenant and the
ring-leader had arranged between them at the company’s meter board. The tenant lost the civil case
that same day, thus becoming an ex-tenant. The sub-lessees departed on or about 15 May 2021. By
late-May, the temporary hook-up of garden hoses across the company’s orchard was delivering water to
Portion 36. Then a week later its underground pipeline was tapped into as authorized by the second
INTERIM Regional Court order. One wonders, why would the ring-leader need access to Portion 37
anymore?

Nevertheless, the gate to Portion 37 that was removed in February 2021 has not been re-positioned on
its track. NO ONE IS DENIED ACCESS. To the security detriment of all those who live on campus.
On Monday 21 June 2021, House #2 was vandalized by the ring-leader’s workmen, as noted above.
Then on Friday 25 June, the company director was arrested and thrown into the lock-up in the SAPS
precinct for three days and nights. On Monday, bail was set at R1000 and since then there have been
returns to court on 7 July and 21 July.
At the time of his arrest, the police refused to take a statement from the company director. However,
they allowed him to drive his bakkie to the C4L campus and pick up some medications. While there, he
showed them that there was no gate. No one was being denied access. He showed them the bucket of
water at his kitchen door – evidence that he himself had been carting water from town for three weeks
because the ring-leader’s ill-conceived hook-up was draining away water from the tank faster than the
borehole pump could fill it.
Nevertheless, the same weekend that South Africa was ramped up to Covid Alert Level 4, he was locked
in a 4m x 8m cell with 17 other men. They were 18 locked together. Social distancing was impossible.
Very few wore masks. And the company director is 70 years old. Was this an attack with the purpose to
kill him by Covid-19? The question is not without a reason in the light of all the attacks and the ongoing
war of attrition. It could well have been an attempted murder.
Five weeks later, the company director tested positive for Covid-19. He is convinced that he was exposed
to it on the week-end on June 25 – 28, and that this was intentional. The police were more than just
reckless, throwing him into harm’s way – as part of ”The Hunt”. How could they not know that the lockup was already bursting? Thirteen of the eighteen prisoners had been in there for over one month, he
found out from them during his detention. The police knew, and saw their chance to throw the company
director under the bus. It was just another attack.

What are the charges, really?
On his third appearance in court, on July 21st, assisted by Legal Aid, he was still waiting for the State to
disclose the charges for his arrest, detention, and bail. All he had been given on June 25th was a form
informing him of his rights, on which was written “Violation of a Protection Order”.
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On all the other documents that he signed at the time of his arrest he wrote “Under Protest” above his
signature.
The company director did not violate Protection Order H76. No one was denied access to the campus.
At times there has been load-shedding when electricity would not be available due to factors beyond his
control. Since 8 June there has been (continuing until the present) a verifiable water shortage at all
residences on Portion 37. This started on Tuesday 8 June, only a few days after of his arrest when the
ring-leader tapped into the main pipeline and started to drain water away somewhere, without any
controls on how much he consumed. No payment has been received.
The company director FEELS like he has been framed. He is being hunted.
The instigators have a higher goal in repeatedly applying for Protection orders. The immediate matters
like not delivering letters, denying access, etc are merely objectives. The GOAL is to have him arrested,
to ruin his reputation, and possibly to succeed in sending him to jail. Then the deportation process can
be triggered because he is a foreigner. Send him back to Canada. Good riddance.

A retroactive protection order?
For the first time on 21 July, the State prosecutor mentioned a reason for my arrest: “harassment of the
Presiding Officer”.
How can you invent a motivation in July, for an arrest made in June?
It is true that Magistrate Sibuyi was temporarily re-located to the Regional Court for six weeks from 1
May 2021, leaving only one magistrate at White River. During this very period, the company director was
trying hard to:


Keep the court informed about the CSOS case, which was a kind of appeal of the H76 judgment



Launch the EQUALITY COURT case that he launched on 7 April 2021



Speed up his 22 April application for a cancellation of the H76 protection order. It was already
dead by that time, but not yet buried



Re-possess House #2 in the wake of Magistrate Mabunda’s decision on civil case 873/2016, and
start the debt collection process for unpaid rent and legal costs



Respond to the vexatious case launched in the Regional Court by the ring-leader

This was a busy time, and the company director takes his fiduciary duties seriously. The duty of
attention. The duty of care. And so forth… How do you get “harassment of the Presiding Officer” from
this – after his arrest. That is revisionism.

6. EPILOGUE: MORAL OF THE STORY

There is an Indian proverb which says:
“A village is fit to live in only when there is a money lender from whom to borrow at need,
A physician to treat in illness,
a priest to minister to the soul,
and a stream that does not dry up in summer.”
Every town also needs a magistrate, and law enforcement. When the Rule of Law breaks down like the
recent civil unrest in South Africa, it gets scary.
But when the same instigators, police, clerks, and prosecutors keep coming back time and again with
new and different allegations against the SAME person, he feels hunted. Impartiality gets harder and
harder to believe in.
The magistrates have made some effort to rotate, which reflects a genuine concern for justice and
integrity. However, when a magistrate moves from the court where he has just heard a case, to the
Regional Court, where a new manifestation of the same case suddenly emerges while he is there, it raises
some doubts. As if the prohibitions already granted in February had to be reinforced in May. While all
the while, this same content is already being adjudicated by CSOS - at High Court level.

A Sporting Past-time?

This is a story of “The Hunt”. The riders mount their horses and follow their sniffer-dogs into the veld,
always looking for the fox. Do they do this for pleasure? Or for reward?

The company director launched a lawsuit against the Minister of Police in 2018. He is now exploring how
to add two addendums – one for his arrest in September 2020, and the other for his 3-day sojourn in the
lock-up in June 2021. None of these seem to be justified. Rather they suggest that there is a melt-down
of true justice and a common goal - to just catch that damn fox.
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Justice Delayed is Justice Denied
How can it take almost five years to get a civil case (873/2016) to trial, when the Magistrates Guidelines
say that on average, civil cases should be heard in 9 months? This was contrived, call it a filibuster. The
delays were used to turn up the water temperature on the frog.
The company director’s unlawful arrest in September 2017 was punted three times after than until
January 2018 – then withdrawn. This causes legal fees to be inflated, to punish the accused although the
trial never goes forward.
Since this case was decided by Magistrate Mabunda, there has been no enforcement. On the ground, it
is status quo. Is this not contempt of court? What happened to law enforcement?
The company’s guard dogs were removed in November 2017 and have still not been retuned, although
they were claimed from the SPCA within the statutory 7-day period. The case for alleged Animal Cruelty
was not opened until September 2018, ten months later. At the trial in June 2019, the case was set aside
as the State did not provide any evidence to substantiate the charges. How long was Thandi Modise’s
name dragged through the pig-mud before she was acquitted?
A complaint to CSOS was submitted on 15 February 2021. Five months later on 15 July 2021, there was
still no decision. Expectations are that there will be an adjudication within 9 – 16 months, according to
Google.
An Institution of Proceedings was submitted to the Equality Court on 7 April 2021. The Equality Court
handbook says that EC cases should take about 90 days to run their course. Steps have been taken as
prescribed, and a trial date is now set for 30 September 2021. That’s six months.
An application for cancellation of Protection Order H76 was submitted on 22 April 2021. On 8 July 2021,
it was re-scheduled to 5 August 2021. For four months this protection order has been dead, but not
buried.
It is hard to escape a sense that “The Hunt” is on. There is a foreboding sense of inevitability about the
delays – that the system will persist until the fox can be captured.

Favouritism
On 14 January 2021, the company director was summoned to show cause why an Interim Protection
Order issued on Christmas Eve 2020 should not be confirmed. As the trial proceeded that day, the ringleader presented some documents to the magistrate, and the company director did the same. The
magistrate made a pile of the ring-leader’s document on his left, and a pile of the company director’s on
his right. Late in the day, he announced his intention to have the clerk photo-copy all the documents
that he had received. He would then share all documentation submitted with the opposing parties, so
that they could peruse these before Day Two of the trial. He handed the two piles to the clerk, and she
got up to leave the court room.
As she left, the ring-leader motioned to her. She stopped, and he extracted about three-quarters of the
documents that she had submitted. The Magistrate was busy on his laptop and may not have seen this,
but the company director did. So when she returned, and handed the photocopies to the magistrate, he
passed the on to the respective parties. The company director rose with an objection that he had not
received all the documents submitted. While awaiting the clerk’s return, he had jotted down a list of
documents that he could remember being presented by the ring-leader. With reference to this short list,
he noted that a number of the documents had not been received.
The magistrate was nonplussed, and asked how this could be. The company director explained what he
had observed. He accused the clerk of corruption. The magistrate demanded clarity on who he calling
corrupt, and the company director pointed his finger directly at the clerk. She then admitted to the
magistrate what had happened. He insisted that the ring-leader return the documents to her, and sent
he out again to photocopy them. This caused quite a stir in the court room.
This vignette is shared as a way of noting the collusion between instigators, police and court officials.
They are “cozy” with one another. To the extent that they can step out of bounds, and no one blows the
whistle. This has happened time and again. The police do nothing when the company director reports
theft and vandalism on campus. “Oh, it is just that old white man again.” But they are quite willing to
arrest him late on a Friday afternoon based on unfounded allegations, and hold him for three days and
nights in a lock-up where they know that social-distancing will be impossible. The same week-end that
the nation is ramped up to Covid Alert-Level 4. The biases are blatant.
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When will it end?
The short answer is: When they catch the fox. Until then, “The Hunt” will not stop. Or until they realize
that the fox relocated to another bundu.
One could be excused for believing that the police and the courts have lost their impartiality; that this is
no longer about Justice. The whole situation has become irrational. It is about winning, and the
instigators, police and prosecutors together are baying for the fox’s blood.

Let us summarize the company’s track record in litigations:


The ex-tenant’s civil case was finally dismissed. Her first protection order lasted three years, until
it became obvious that it was bring used to delay the mother case reaching trial. Her allegations
of violations of that first protection order were eventually withdrawn; she and the Minister of
Police have been sued as a result. Her second application for a protection order was dismissed.
Her third application – alleging that the company director owns a firearm – was withdrawn.



The ring-leader was successfully evicted from House 3 on the C4L campus by Magistrate Mabasso.
Concurrently, he tried and failed to obtain a protection order against the company director. The
ring-leader’s whole family tried and failed to make Animal Cruelty charges stick. Then came an
application for another Protection Order in mid-2020 heard by Magistrate Phiri (over four court
days) – and dismissed. Then the very same issues were re-hashed again six months later (another
five court days) before Magistrate Sibuyi, who granted a “bridging” Protection order from 4
February until the civil case 873/2016 could finally be settled. That happened on 21 April 2021.
Soon he ran to the Regional Court and obtained two interim orders for the same matter that is
already before CSOS.



SUB JUDICE are 1) The case before CSOS to find a definitive and sustainable solution to the water
crisis at Portion 36. It has been five months, but CSOS says that normally cases take 9 – 16
months to be adjudicated. 2) The Regional Court case duplicated both the existing protection
order H76 and the CSOS complaint, and could take three months to reach its conclusion. 3) The
company’s application to cancel protection order H76 has been pending since 22 April 2021.
4) The company director’s application for a Protection Order seeking CLOSURE is still pending, and
5) The first EQUALITY COURT hearing is booked for trial to commence on September 30th.

C4L is an opponent of corruption, patronage, and State Capture. The cases listed above have cost a lot of
money to litigate, because of C4L’s belief that the Rule of Law is worth fighting for. But when law
enforcement starts relentlessly hunting down individuals, they start to feel like Jamal Kashoggi.
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7. COMMENTARY: WHAT IS THE PLAY REA LLY ABOUT?

What is really going on?


A land grab



Intimidation and bullying



Gaslighting because of the debt burden to the company and to the company director



Crimen Injuria



Unfair discrimination



Judicial overreach



PMO abuse of power

We will fight on, as did Joseph, John the Baptist, Jesus, and St Paul:


Joseph ran away from Potiphar’s wife when she tried to seduce him, in a scene that you can
watch any night on the soapies. She revenged him with false allegations, and he landed in jail.
But he ended up saving Egypt.



John spoke truth to power and became the victim of political intrigue. He was beheaded. But
according to Jesus, he was still the greatest of all the prophets of Israel



Jesus was executed on a Roman cross, but even history is now dated around his birth, showing his
supreme influence in spite of the parochialism of the religious and cultural leaders



St Paul used his arrest to open doors to speak to senior Roman leaders who might otherwise have
never heard the gospel

Win or lose, the truth always outs. The light shines in the darkness, and the darkness has never put it
out.

Under Attack
“We wrestle not against flesh and blood but against principalities and powers…”
We are convinced that the “rulers of the darkness of this world” are trying to undermine and if possible
close our C4L ministry. This goes higher than the PMO, to the true instigators of civil strife. We are not
referring to fallen humans but fallen angels.

