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Minutes of the meetings as held at 18:00 on Wednesday 20 July 
2011 and Wednesday 27 July 2011 in the SRC Boardroom 

 
 
1. Opening and welcome 
 
 Because the election of the Speaker and Deputy Speaker in 2010 was deemed 

to be unconstitutional, the Chief Justice of the Constitutional Tribunal, Petri 
Mostert, acted as chairperson of the meeting held on 20 July 2011.  Because a 
quorum was not present, the meeting was delayed until 18:45 whereupon it was 
adjourned until 27 July 2011.   

 
2. Attendance (27 July 2011) 
 
2.1 Present  
 

Leona Jonker Johan le Roux 
Jozua Loots Nicola Rodink 
Amy Visser Fred Pretorius 
Kwanda Dlamini Priscilla Papo 
Tshiamo Hlongwane Nicholus Langa 
Dirk Steenkamp Francis-Marie Els 
Daniel Mokumo Zamanguni Hlabangane 
Tanye de Jager Peter Sleeman 
Charles Britz Oudi Modisha 
Kelebogile Mokgabudi Lerato Kekana 
Funani Sadiki Thabane Mkhwebane 
Johanna Nashitati Faith Basson 
Bongiwe Gumede Kwara Kekana 
Matulwe Kgaphola Zamantungwa Khumalo 
Kleinbooi Legoabe Andrew Masombuka 
Johan Conradie Francois Cloete 
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2.2 Absent with apology 
 

Broc Rademan Lesiba Masoga 
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Carlo Cock Chris Berrangé 
Henning Viljoen Mauritz Lübcker 
Karlien Muller Cizelle Naude 
Sunel Muller Karlien Muller 
Tiziana Burtone Vusi Maupa 
Johan Conradie  

 
2.3 Absent without apology 
 

Madelein Strydom Madelé Nelson 
Vincent Gololo Carla Prinsloo 
Riaan Becker Felicia Snyman 
Nico van Deventer Rodney Maseko 
Motlalepula Setumisho Joseph Mwakio 
Portia Mandla Kateryna Ryabchiy 
Lauren Chong Hermi Pelser 
Chane de Koker Marius Ellis 

 
3. Announcements and correspondence 
 
 • The Chief Justice explained the procedure that will be followed for the 

election of the vacancies on the Student Parliament and SRC. 
 
4. Confirmation of the agenda 
 
 The agenda was confirmed. 
 
5. Approval of the minutes of the previous meeting 
 
 The minutes of the meeting held on 11 May 2011 are not available for approval. 
 
6. New matters 
 
6.1 Election of a Speaker and Deputy Speaker 
 
 The Chief Justice of the Constitutional Tribunal explained that the first vote will 

simply be a “Yes” or “No” vote to determine whether or not the current Speaker 
and Deputy Speaker should be re-elected.  Both parties were given the 
opportunity to address the meeting. 

 
 • Peter Sleeman (who previous served as Speaker) – asked the meeting 

to re-elect him on the basis that he has been in this position for the 
greater part of the year - he proposed that the Student Parliament should 
continue their duties and that they should not waste more valuable time. 
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 • Francois Cloete (who previously served as Deputy Speaker) – 
referred to his correspondence addressed to members of the Student 
Parliament on the possibility that he may resign.  If the meeting should 
decide that he should be appointed as Deputy Speaker, he will resign 
because of personal reasons.  According to the constitution for Student 
Governance his resignation in fact this means that he will no longer be a 
member of the Student Parliament.  

 
 The Chief Justice opened the floor for questions and explained the procedure in 

the case of a “No” vote.  The meeting voted via ballot papers in favour of a “No” 
vote and because the election of the Speaker and Deputy Speaker was 
unconstitutional in the first place, they retain their seats on the Student 
Parliament and can therefore, make themselves available for election again. 

 
6.1.1 Speaker 
 

The floor was then opened for nominations for the vacant positions of Speaker 
and Deputy Speaker and the following candidates were nominated for the 
vacancy of the Speaker: 

 
 Peter Sleeman 
 Charles Britz 
 
 Both candidates were given the opportunity to address the meeting.  Ballot 

papers were distributed, collected and counted. 
 

  Peter Sleeman was again appointed as Speaker. 
 
 The Chief Justice then handed the meeting over to the Speaker. 
 
6.1.2 Deputy Speaker 
 
 The Speaker opened the floor for nominations for the vacancy of Deputy Speaker 

and various candidates were nominated but they all declined the nomination.  In 
the end Leona Jonker accepted the nomination and because she was the only 
nominee, the Student Parliament accepted her appointment by a show of hands. 

 
 
 
6.2 Filling of vacancies on the SRC 
 
 Kleinbooi Legoabe (SASCO) suggested that the two vacancies on the SRC 

should not be filled as these portfolios are redundant (various members of the 
SRC are doing nothing).  Some of the SRC portfolios do not serve a purpose and 
the SRC is currently not serving the students.  According to him SRC members 
are only reaping the benefits (such as honoraria, offices, etc) without doing the 
work.   

 
 A motion was put in place that the vacancies should remain vacant.  This motion 

was opposed by Francois Cloete because he was of the opinion that the 



University of Pretoria 
Student Parliament 

 
 

4 

vacancies should be filled because the SRC needs help to complete the tasks at 
hand. 

 
 Kwanda Dlamini (Economic and Management Sciences) wanted to know whether 

it is legal not to fill the vacancies.  According to the constitution for Student 
Governance there is no reason why these vacancies should be filled.   

 
 Kleinbooi Legoabe still supported the motion that these vacancies should not be 

filled and suggested that the matter should not be referred to the Constitutional 
Tribunal. 

 
 Francois Cloete informed the meeting that, should they decide to fill the 

vacancies, the race and gender quota must be adhered to. 
 
 The meeting then requested the Constitutional Tribunal to respond to this.  

Wesley Timm responded by saying that, in his opinion (and this is his own 
personal interpretation of the constitution for Student Governance), the Student 
Parliament is not bound in any way to fill these vacancies.  However, he is 
concerned and according to him it is not possible to leave these seats vacant 
(see Section 58(1)(d) on page 35).  This is not binding on the decision of the 
Student Parliament and if the matter is referred to the Constitutional Tribunal it 
will be addressed and discussed at the next meeting of the Student Parliament.  
In his opinion, should the matter be referred to the Constitutional Tribunal, they 
will most probably rule that the SRC would be unconstitutional and invalid if the 
vacancies are not filled.  If however, nobody is nominated the meeting cannot 
vote on the issue and the seats will remain vacant.   

 
 Kleinbooi Legoabe referred to the matter of race.  In his opinion this is not a 

problem and he suggested that, should the Student Parliament choose to fill the 
seats, members of Parliament must not make themselves available therefore 
forcing the seats to stay vacant.   

 
  
 

According to the speaker, the race quota will not be met in the case of a vote 
because one should take into account that the race quota was determined by the 
original 21 members of the SRC and not the current members as suggested by 
the Student Parliament.  If the race quota is not met then the SRC will be 
unconstitutional.  He wanted to know if there were any objections to the motion 
handed in by Mr. Legoabe. 
 
Charles Britz (Natural and Agricultural Sciences) stated that, according to the 
Constitutional Tribuan, the vacant SRC seats should be filled and therefore the 
motion cannot be accepted.  He also stated that, keeping the seats vacant is not 
an option due to the legal standing of the SRC if the seats remain vacant. 
 
According to Wesley Timm his interpretation of the issue was incorrect as he and 
his colleagues disagreed on the matter.  According to him the Constitutional 
Tribunal can force the Student Parliament to elect members to fill the vacant 
seats.   
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The meeting decided that the motion is unconstitutional and therefore it was not 
approved. 
 
However, it was stated that, should these vacancies be filled by unwilling Student 
Parliament members, one cannot expect them to fulfill their tasks successfully 
and the possibility was raised that these portfolios should be merged with other 
SRC portfolios on the grounds that the Student Parliament created the portfolios 
in the first place. 
 
The Student Parliament should attempt to fill the vacancies in order to avoid 
referring the matter to the Constitutional Tribunal.   

 
 According to Kleinbooi Legoabe some Student Parliament members are willing to 

make themselves available for election to the vacant seats but pleaded again that 
the seats should remain vacant.  SASCO’s Student Parliament members will 
refrain from voting.   

 
 Johanna Nashitati (Residence Constituency) was reluctant to fill the vacant seats 

but if it should remain vacant a complaint will most likely be lodged with the 
Constitutional Tribunal.  She wanted to know whether it would be possible to 
keep those members who are not present from lodging a complaint.   

 
 The speaker stated that the meeting cannot stop anyone from lodging a 

complaint because it is unconstitutional.  He suggested that the filling of the 
vacancies should continue and should the seats remain vacant, the matter will be 
referred to the Constitutional Tribunal for a ruling. Jozua Loots (Afriforum) 
suggested that the vacancies must be filled as the Student Parliament has no 
option in the matter.   

 
According to Francois Cloete (VF+) one of the vacancies must be filled by a 
person of colour (either male or female).  The speaker reminded everyone that 
the required gender quota is 40% male and 40% female.  After Nadine van der 
Haar’s resignation, the quota requirement was still in place.   According to him 
the vacancies must be filled by two people of colour.   
 

 Mark Vorster (SRC Member for Safety, Security & Facilities) explained the 
required quota as follows: 

 
 • The current SRC has 6 female members and 6 members of colour 
 
 • The Executive Committee of the SRC has 1 female member and 1 

member of colour – The Executive Committee of the SRC does not form 
part of the racial quota thus leaving 15 members to determine the quota 

 
 • 15/6 = 40% therefore one elected member must be a female of colour 

and it does not matter what race the other person is from 
 
6.2.1 SRC portfolio for Community Development 
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 The speaker called for nominations and the following people were nominated: 
 
 Johan Conradie 
 Kwanda Dlamini 
 Kelebogile Mokgabudi 
 
 Ballot papers were distributed, collected and counted by the speaker and deputy 

speaker (29 members were present, 12 apologies were received which equals 43 
therefore the quorum was reached). 

 
  Kelebogile Mokgabudi was elected as the new SRC member for 

Community Development 
 
6.2.2 SRC portfolio for PRO & Sponsorships 
 
 The speaker called for nominations and the following people were nominated: 
 
 Charles Britz 
 Johan Conradie 
 Daniel Mokumo 
 
 
 
 The following people declined their nominations: 
 
 Kwanda Dlamini 
 Johanna Nashitati 
 Funani Sadiki 
 Tshiamo Hlongwane 
 
 Ballot papers were distributed, collected and the votes counted by the speaker 

and deputy speaker (27 members were present, 12 apologies were received 
which equals 41 therefore a quorum was reached). 

 
  Charles Britz was elected as the SRC Member for PRO & 

Sponsorships. 
 
7. Date of the next meeting 
 
 The next meeting will take place on 17 August 2011 at 18:00 in the SRC 

Boardroom.  The Student Parliament requested that all SRC members must be 
present to give feedback but especially Anzel Steyn (Residences) and Hügo 
Krüger (Multi-Lingualism & Culture). 

 
8. Closing 
 
 The meeting adjourned at 20:27. 
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SPEAKER:   …………………………………… 
 
 
DEPUTY SPEAKER:  …………………………………… 
 
 
DATE:    …………………………………… 
 
 
 
  
 
 
 
 
 
 


