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JUDGMENT
___________________________________________________________________
COETZEE AJ
[1]

The applicant approaches this Court to review and set aside an arbitration award
PSES 298-06/07 NC dated 11 December 2006.

[2]

The third respondent applied to have the award made an order of Court and in
addition for an order that the review is deemed to have been withdrawn,
alternatively dismissing the review application because it was launched outside
6 weeks. The applications are opposed.

[3]

The parties agreed to remove the matter from the roll as the Court file is not in
order. Having spent time in unravelling the Court file, I recorded in the presence
of the parties that there are matters to attend to before the matter may be reenrolled:
3.1

The Court file must be updated and properly paginated and indexed
according to the Practice Manual.

3.2

There is the matter of the record. It appears that the transcript may have
been served after 60 days. Does the Practice Manual of 2013 apply?

3.3

Has the review been launched within 6 weeks? The service sheet shows
service on some respondents on 1 March 2007 and others on 7 March
2007. The application was received by the registrar on 5 March 2007. It
is stamped 5 March. Is there a review before Court?
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3.4

If there is no review before Court, has the award prescribed?

Order
[4]

I make the following order:
4.1

The matter is removed from the roll by agreement with no cost order.

4.2

Before the matter can be re-enrolled, the parties must see to it that the
file is properly updated, paginated, and indexed and that the issues in
paragraph 3 are addressed.

4.3

The parties may then jointly request the Registrar to re-enroll the matter.

________________
F. Coetzee
Acting Judge of the Labour Court of South Africa
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