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Att: Ms Thiloshini Gangen
Office of the State Attorney
22 Long Street
Cape Town
Email: TGangen@justice.gov.za

Your Ref:
Our Ref: Mr. ET Mabuza
Date:
Thursday, April 13, 2017

Dear Ms Gangen
URGENT: Motion of No-Confidence scheduled for 18 April 2017
1.

We refer to your letter of yesterday evening, sent at 6:04pm in which you indicated that
your instructions were that the debate and vote on the motion of no confidence
currently scheduled for 18 April 2017 would be postponed.

2.

Our client, the UDM, is grateful that the postponement sought has been granted.

3.

The UDM is, however, acutely concerned that your letter makes no reference to the
fact that the reason for the postponement is the pending application by the UDM to the
Constitutional Court. We fervently hope that this is merely an oversight, particularly
given that the media statement issued by Parliament last night does make reference
to the fact that the request for postponement and/or rescheduling of the motion by the
Democratic Alliance (and indeed similar requests by the EFF and UDM) was solely
“for the motion to be postponed pending the conclusion of the Constitutional Court
application by the United Democratic Movement”.

4.

Quite obviously, but for the obvious need to await the outcome of the urgent application
brought before the Constitutional Court by the UDM the exigency of the motion remains
as before.
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5.

For the avoidance of all doubt, we reiterate our client’s position that:
5.1. The motion of no confidence remains extremely urgent;
5.2. The only basis justifying the postponement was and is the need to allow the
Constitutional Court to determine the merits of the UDM application presently
before it;
5.3. As soon as the Court has done so, it will be necessary for the motion to be
urgently reinstated for determination by the National Assembly; and
5.4. The Speaker must and will take all necessary steps to achieve this.

6.

Please urgently confirm that the Speaker is in agreement with this position. In the
event that the Speaker is not in agreement with some or all of these propositions, we
specifically call upon the Speaker to set out her attitude in respect thereof in her
answering affidavit to be filed in the Constitutional Court and specifically reserve the
UDM’s right to address this issue in the replying affidavit and to seek appropriate relief
in this regard from the Constitutional Court.

7.

This letter is written with prejudice and will be placed before the Court should the need
arise.

Yours faithfully

MABUZA ATTORNEYS

