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IN THE HIGH COURT OF SOUTH AFRICA
KWAZULU-NATAL DIVISION, PIETERMARITZBURG )
Case No.: OZ (18%’2 ’ 2928

In the matter between:

ALS PARAMEDICS (PROPRIETARY) LIMITED Applicant
and

SIBONISO ARMSTRONG DUMA in his capacity as

MEC FOR THE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORT
AND HUMAN SETTLEMENTS: KWAZULU NATAL Respondent

CERTIFICATE OF URGENCY

[, the undersigned, CAMISH GAJOOQ, an adult female, practising advocate of the
High Court of South Africa, do hereby certify that I have read the Notice of
Motion and Founding Affidavit in this matter and that I am of the view that the
matter is of sufficient urgency to justify the rules relating to the notice and set
down being dispensed with and that the matter be dealt with on short notice to the

Respondent and to set down for hearing on 19 February 2026.

DATED AT DURBAN ON THIS THE 9™ DAY OF FEBRUARY 2026

Camisk yé,zﬁ,ﬁ&

GAJOO
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF SOUTH AFRICA
KWAZULU-NATAL DIVISION, PIETERMARITZBURG
CaseNo.: Q29 3R 2 { 2dL

In the matter between;

ALS PARAMEDICS (PROPRIETARY) LIMITED Applicant

and

SIBONISO ARMSTRONG DUMA in his capacity as
MEC FOR THE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORT
AND HUMAN SETTLEMENTS: KWAZULU NATAL Respondent

NOTICE OF MOTION

TAKE NOTICE THAT application will be made on behalf of the abovenamed

Applicants on the Lq ¥ __day OfQ}:zr_mO‘\d\) 2026 at9:30 am

or so soon thereafter as Counsel may be heard, for an Order in the following terms:

L. That the application be heard on an urgent basis in terms of Rule 6(12) and
that the necessary condonation be granted to the Applicants in respect of the

non-compliance with the prescribed time limits, forms and service;
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That a rule nisi do hereby issue calling upon the first respondent to show

cause, if any, on or before the day of 2026 why an

Order should not be granted in the following terms :

2.1 That the Respondent is interdicted and restrained from making

- written or verbal defamatory statements concerning the Applicant,

including by stating or implying the following:

214

1.3,

That the applicant “bulldozes” at the scene of motor vehicle

collisions that the Applicant is insensitive;

That RTI, SAPS and Metro were complaining about the

Applicant;

That the applicant misreports the numbers of injured and

deceased persons affected by motor vehicle collisions,

That the Applicant fails to provide services to members of

the public without medical aid,

That the applicant manages its operations in a manner that

is not befitting of human life
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22 That the Respondent is directed to pay the costs of this application
on the attorney and client scale, such costs to include counsel’s costs

on Scale B,

3. The First Respondent is directed to publish a formal retraction of the
statements made by him on 29 January 2026 about the Applicant to be issued
to all media houses that interviewed him on 29 January 2026 as well as on all

public platforms via his spokesperson;

4.  That the provisions of paragraph 2.1 above shall operate as an interim

interdict pending the final determination of the application.

TAKE FURTHER NOTICE THAT the affidavit of GARRITH JAMIESON

and WESLEY ROGERS, will be used in support of this application.

AND TAKE FURTHER NOTICE THAT the Applicant has appointed its
Attorney’s address, as set out hereunder, as the address at which it will accept

service of all notices and processes in these proceedings.

TAKE NOTICE FURTHER THAT if you intend to oppose this application, you

are required:-

(a) to notify the Applicant’s attorneys in writing within three (3) court days

of the service of this application upon you, of your intention so to
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oppose, and furthermore, you are required to set out in your written
notice of opposition an address referred to in Uniform Rule 6(5)(b) at

which you will accept notice and service of all documents in these

proceedings; and

(b)  On or before Z 6(:1 Ebf’ Uer /) ZC_? é you are

required to file your answering affidavits, if any.

/" APPLICANT’S ATTORNEY
WJ ROGERS & ASSOCIATES
Portview Chambers,

183 Cowey Road,

Morningside

DURBAN

Ref: WIR/ALS/MEC

Tel: 031813 5896

Email: director(@durbanlegal.co.za

C/O: PRANESH INDRAJITH ATTORNEYS
41 Lahore Road

Pietermaritzburg

Tel: 033 387 1410
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TO:

AND TO:

THE REGISTRAR OF THE HIGH COURT
PIETERMARITZBURG

S ADUMA

MEMBER OF THE EXECUTIVE COUNCIL FOR THE

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORT AND
SETTLEMENTS, KWAZULU NATAL

RESPONDENT

203 Church Street,

Pietermaritzburg,

KwaZulu-Natal

and

Inkosi Mhlabunzima Maphumulo House,
4% Floor,

Executive Building,

172 Burger Street,

Pietermaritzburg

HUMAN
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF SOUTH AFRICA
KWAZULU-NATAL DIVISION, PIETERMARITZBURG

Case No.: o;,zqg,gz/zozé,

In the matter between:

ALS PARAMEDICS (PROPRIETARY) LIMITED Applicant

and

SIBONISO ARMSTRONG DUMA in his capacity as

MEC FOR THE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORT
AND HUMAN SETTLEMENTS: KWAZULU NATAL Respondent

FOUNDING AFFIDAVIT

L, the undersigned, GARRITH JAMIESON, do hereby make oath and say:

[ am;
L. 1. an adult male;

1.2 the director of ALS Paramedics (Proprietary) Limited, which has its
registered address at 31 Philamere Avenue, Glenwood, Durban, and its ,
¥
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principal place of business situated at 56 Hannah Road, Umbilo, Durban,

KwaZulu Natal; and

13 I am duly authorised to depose to this affidavit on behalf of the Applicant.

I annex hereto the resolution adopted evidencing such authorisation,

marked annexure “A”.

2
The facts contained within this affidavit are within my personal knowledge and
belief, save where indicated to the contrary by the context in which the event occurs,
and I believe such allegations to be true. Where I make submissions of a legal
nature, I confirm that I have been duly advised by the Applicant’s legal

representatives.

[A] PARTIES

3.
The APPLICANT is ALS PARAMEDIC (PROPRIETARY) LIMITED, a
company duly registered and incorporated in terms of the Companies Act of South
Africa with registration number: 2020/888726/07, with registered address at 31
Philamere Avenue, Glenwood, Durban, and its principal place of business situated

at 56 Hannah Road, Umbilo, Durban, KwaZulu Natal,
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4.
The RESPONDENT is SIBONISO ARMSTRONG DUMA, cited in his capacity
as the Member of the Executive Council for Transport and Human Settlements for
the province of KwaZulu-Natal, who is an adult male and who has offices situated
at 203 Church Street, Pietermaritzburg, KwaZulu-Natal and Inkosi Mhlabunzima
Maphumulo House, 172 Burger Street, Executive Building, 4% Floor,

Pietermaritzburg.

[B] APPLICATION

5.
This application arises from defamatory statements made by the Respondent about
the Applicant as a consequence of which the Applicant seeks an order interdicting
and restraining the Respondent from making any further defamatory statements and

from retracting the statements made about the Applicant on 29 January 2026.

[C] BACKGROUND

6.
The Applicant is a private emergency ambulance service. It has been operating
under my management since inception in 2020. We pride ourselves in providing a

high quality of patient care.
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i
The applicant, as a private ambulance facility, operates in accordance with Section
27 of the Constitution, which provides that all persons are entitled to emergency
healthcare services. Operating under these provisions guides us to care for all
persons who require assistance, regardless of whether they have the financial means

to reimburse us for the services we render.

8.
On 29 January 2026, a serious motor-vehicle accident occurred between a minibus
taxi and a truck on the R102 past the Lotus Park off-ramp near Isipingo. We were
called by another ambulance company to provide assistance to those who had been
involved in the collision. We received reports that multiple persons were critically

injured or deceased. I arrived at the scene around 8h30.

9.
The Applicant was alerted to the accident in question as a general call for assistance
was put out on emergency response WhatsApp Groups. We immediately mobilised

two Advanced Life Support Ambulances and four Response cars.
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10.
Upon our arrival, we had a joint discussion with SAPS, the Fire Department, Metro
Police and RTT in order to deal with scene management. In an accident like this, the
Fire Department is usually given priority and is in charge of the scene because there
were trapped victims who need to be freed from the vehicle wreckage. The Fire
Department’s attention was on freeing passengers, whilst the rest of the emergency
personnel were liaising with each otlher, tracking victim numbers, triaging victims
and providing emergency care. Four private ambulance companies were on scene

at that time, namely, ALS Paramedics, Fastcare, Netcare 911 and Trauma 911

11,
Our ambulances treated a victim, and intubated him as he required emergency
breathing assistance via a ventilator. We also assisted with an entrapped passenger,

who, once freed, was loaded into our ambulance for treatment.

12.
Other paramedics assisted with patients still entrapped, which at that stage were the
taxi driver and a passenger. The passenger was in critical condition once freed, the
paramedics started treatment immediately. He unfortunately succumbed to his
injuries on the scene. The driver was handed over to the KwaZulu-Natal
Department of Health Emergency Medical and Rescue Service (EMRS) ambulance

upon their arrival. The two victims that had been assisted and loaded into our
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ambulances were then transported to Inkosi Albert Luthuli Provincial Hospital,
which I had personally arranged with the Hospital. Neither of these two patients

had medical aid.

13.
The taxi driver was freed around 10h30 and received treatment from Trauma911
Ambulance Services. After the driver was stabilised he was left for the KwaZulu-
Natal Department of Health’s Emergency Medical and Rescue Services
(EMRS) to transport him to the appropriate hospital. At the time, EMRS had not

yet arrived at the scene of the collision.

14.
At approximately 11h00 the Respondent arrived at the scene. He walked around,
accompanied by a group of people, assessing the scene and being documented by a
number of cameras. He greeted me, shook my hand, and said, “Compliments of the

season to you™.

15.
The EMRS ambulances arrived a short time before the Respondent. They were
accompanied by multiple ambulances and rapid-response vehicles staffed with

advanced-life-support paramedics. Their operations manager, Mr Shozi,
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approached Mr Mark Thomas, our General Manager, and me to request
assistance, including pain medication for the taxi driver and heart monitors for the

injured.

16.
I was still on scene, and I received a report from another paramedic organisation,
Voluntary Emergency Medical Assistance (VEMA), which was also on scene
that day. They advised me that another patient had passed away at Albert Luthuli
Hospital. I approached the Respondent to relay this information to him and his
team. They were flustered by the news. I made further enquiries while with the
Respondent and found that the information relayed was incorrect. It had been a
miscommunication, and it was a patient who was meant to go to Albert Luthuli
Hospital who had passed away at the scene. I rectified this information immediately
with the Respondent and his team, as I was with them when I received this

information.

17.
A large number of media outlets were present at the scene. The Respondent held a
press conference with multiple news agencies, including ENCA, SABC 1, 2 and 3,
Newzroom Afrika, The Post Newspaper, IOL and East Coast Radio. During the
press conference, the Respondent spoke at length about what had occurred that

morning. I did not watch the press conference as it occurred live,
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18.
After the press conference, an ENCA reporter approached me and told me that the
Respondent had called the Applicant out on national TV, slandering us, saying we
bulldozed our way into the scene. He said he would get the recording for me , but
it will be on all platforms, as it was live on multiple channels. I was aghast by this

information.

19.
The Respondent then had an interview with the SABC. Again, I did not hear what
he said to the reporter. I waited until he finished before I approached him to ask
whether he had an issue with the Applicant. He replied, "Yes. His RT1 team informed
him that we don’t work with them and that we give incorrect numbers." He said,
Like today, we said there were 12 deceased when there were only 11. I explained
to him that it was an error in communication, but we were together at the time, and

it was rectified immediately.

20.
The Respondent stated that he has informed the Minister for Health and that there
will be an official meeting at which they will present their concerns. I did not know
what he meant by “concerns”. I asked what he meant by the Applicant “bulldozing
onto the scene.” He said all will be discussed in the meeting. I was very surprised

by the attitude of the Respondent and did not believe it was warranted after the
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Applicant once again provided support to the public services. I then got into my
vehicle and left the scene. I digress to note that as at the time of deposing to this

affidavit, the Applicant has not been called to any such meeting as suggested by the

Respondent.

21,
Thereafter, multiple people began messaging me about the videos they had seen
online and sharing them with me. There were two videos of the Respondent from
that day, one from his initial press statement and a second from his interview with
SABC. I was upset to hear that while discussing the cause of the accident that day
and the people affected, the Respondent went on a tirade about the Applicant,

completely unprompted.

228
During the initial press conference, after speaking about the accident, the

Respondent then stated as follows:

The number we are currently dealing with is eleven that has been
satisfied. There is a hyper that has been done by ALS service. It is
something that I must talk categorical that when they enter the scene
they tend to bulldoze. I am sure you know by now they are also
insensitive in some instances. If you don’t have the medical aid they

are not going to assist you. If it means you are dying, if it means that ‘@
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they could still save you. I is something that is which is why I would
prefer that we deal with the Department of Health. I have already all
the time mentioned that the MEC of Health is always dispatching a
qualified team and a stronger team on the scene that they are not
saying that they are going to be excluded. That you are going fo not
be given a priority. So, it is something we are dealing with it and at
this point in time it remains safe that we are dealing with the

Jfamilies. (sic)”(my emphasis)

23.
And he reiterated these sentiments in his interview with SABC. He was not

specifically asked about the Applicant, but stated as follows:

“...Unfortunately, there is another thing that took place. Both RTI,
Metro and the SAPS are complaining about ALS ambulance
services. They are saying that they bully on the scene and in some
instances they fluctuate numbers. Like for instance, they told that
there were 12 people who have died which is not true. And two weeks
ago during that accident that took place they say that 11 people were
affected or were injured which was a fallacy. There were only three
school going children in the school and all of them were not even
injured. So it's something that they must desist from doing because it
is not right and we are saying that scenes like these are so sensitive.
You cannot even just overlay and check that you don’t have the
medical aid that are not going to assist you. Which is why we prefer
our system that has been dispatched by MS Simelan that they take
everyone up until the process has been stabilised. Then they could just

check whether you go to the private hospital or to the public hospital.
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So we just have to manage those matters in a manner that is befitting

of the human life at this point in time.(sic)”(my emphasis)

[D] PUBLICATION

24.
These statements were reported by various news and media outlets and have been
broadcast on television and circulated online. Currently, the video on the SABC
YouTube Channel! has been viewed over 12,000 times, and on The Post Newspaper
TikTok? channel there have been over 109,000 in views. The same videos have also
been shared to a number of other public platforms®. I annex hereto marked “B” and
“(C” screenshots of these posts which were taken at the time that this affidavit was

deposed to.

28.
These videos will be provided to the court on a USB drive, including the full

versions as they appear online.

L https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=sslv4v0o714
?https://www.tiktok.com/@post.newspaper/video/76007290428867248847%is_from
_webapp=1&sender_device=pc&web_id=7602991570380572177

3 https://youtu.be/yHI7zZLW-BbY ?si=rSU2Md4j11MjDBpi
https://youtu.be/2qSHHbaEp91?si=GG85QI9LtVhkhQHf
https://vt.tiktok.com/ZSa7MUn2q/

https://vt.tiktok.com/ZSa758drm/

https://vt.tiktok.com/ZSa756rmT/

https://vt.tiktok.com/ZSa7PoLrF/

https://vt.tiktok.com/ZSa7PE4XC/
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[E] DEFAMATION

26.
The applicant’s primary complaint is that the statements made by the Respondent
are entirely defamatory and untrue. The applicant is an organisation of hard-
working and passionate paramedics who go out of their way every day to help all
people in need. The applicant has, since inception, provided emergency medical
care to all patients in need, irrespective of their socio-economic status, and whether
they have medical aid cover, to imply that we would go so far as to refuse

emergency care to a person in need could not be further from the truth.

27,
I am advised that in establishing whether the statements made by the Respondent
were defamatory, one must establish the meaning of the words used, and they ask
if that meaning was defamatory in that it was likely to injure the good esteem of the
Applicant, or which is a statement held by the reasonable or average person. This
is an objective assessment of what the reasonable person would understand from

the words used by the Respondent.

28.
All the statements made by the Respondent about the Applicant are clearly
defamatory. The meaning of the words is obvious from his statements, and he meant

as follows:
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28.1.

282,

28.3.

28.4.

That the applicant bulldozes onto the scene of an accident;

That the Applicant is insensitive;

That RTI, SAPS and Metro have complaints about the Applicant;

That the Applicant incorrectly reports on the numbers of injured and/or
deceased persons at the scene;

That if a person does not have medical aid, the applicant will leave them
unattended, even if the person is dying; and

That the applicant does not manage matters in a manner befitting human

life.

29,

The Respondent is clear in his meaning by premising these statements by saying

that they are made “categorically”. By saying this, he expressed that these

statements are not merely his feelings or impression but that they are factually

correct,

30.

The statements made by the Respondent were made with the intention to impair the

reputation and good standing of the Applicant and they have achieved their intended

consequence.
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[F] WRONGFULNESS AND INTENTION

31
Once the publication of defamatory matter has been proved, it is presumed that the
publication was wrongful and intentional. It is clear that the Respondent’s intention

was to publish this information with the intention to harm.

32,
I am advised that the Respondent would be entitled to raise that the statements were

true and in the public interest or that they were a fair comment on the conduct of

the Applicant.

33.
No part of the statements made by the Respondent is based on truth. These
statements are completely false. These statements were not made in the public

interest and are not in any way fair comment on the Applicant’s business.

34.
The Respondent was acting in his capacity as the MEC of Transportation and
Human Settlements at the time that these statements were made. His position and
authority lend credence to the statements made to members of the public. His

position elevated the statements beyond mere meaningless discussions to the

@;%\
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serious sharing of information with the public, which may be perceived as being in

the public interest.

35.
The conduct of the Respondent amounts to a failure of his fiduciary duties as

follows:

35.1.  Asa public official he owes a duty of care to the public to ensure that any
statements made are based on facts, particularly when those statement can

cause commercial ruin to a private entity; and

(8]
n
RS

By utilising his public platform to disseminate unverified and
unsubstantiated allegations about the applicant he has abused his executive
privilege, interfered with contractual relations of the Applicant by
discouraging the public from using the applicant’s services based on false

pretences.

35.3.  The Respondent has exceeded his executive oversight bounds and thus his
conduct is wultra vires. In this regard, I reiterate that the Respondent’s
portfolio is for transport and human settlements, not health. For him to
make false public comment, which are suggestive of final oversight

findings, he has breached his strictly defined boundaries of his office.
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35.4.

(S
Lh
wn

The Respondent’s conduct constitutes a gross exercise of executive over-
reach. By utilizing the prestige and communicative machinery of the
Provincial Ministry of Transportation to disseminate demonstrably false
allegations, the Respondent has acted ultra vires his constitutional mandate.
This abuse of the "bully pulpit" of executive office serves no legitimate

governmental purpose and is inherently inimical to the public interest.

Where an executive official employs the weight of the State to bypass
administrative fairness and instead resorts to public character assassination
of a private entity, such conduct precludes any reliance on the defenses of
truth or public interest. There can be no public interest in state-sponsored
misinformation that actively endangers the lives of citizens by discouraging

them from seeking immediate medical intervention from the Applicant.

Consequently, the Respondent’s status as an executive official does not
shield him; rather, it aggravates the wrongfulness of the defamation by
transforming a potentially private dispute into an institutional abuse of

power.

36.

As previously stated, in the event of an accident, multiple emergency services

coordinate to manage the scene and the persons involved. A breakdown of trust
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between these services will prevent the applicant from carrying out its purpose,

inter alia, of helping those who require immediate medical attention.

37,
A reduction in the public opinion of the Applicant will go further to directly impact
the commercial viability of the applicant. If the general public cannot trust the
applicant then they will not call on it to provide services. The applicant will seek to
secure a claim for damages against the Respondent however, the applicant will

institute those proceedings in the form of action proceedings to not curtail these

proceedings.

38.

[ turn to address each of the statements made by the Respondent.

[F1] Bulldoze the Scene, insensitive and Complaints from RTI, SAPS and

Metro
39.
Regarding the statements of bulldozing, allegations that we act without sensitivity
to the circumstances and alleged complaints from RTI, SAPS and Metro these
statements are made without the applicable context and understanding for the work

that the Applicant does. Where there is a large-scale emergency that requires our
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attention and intervention, those persons who are first on the scene must take
control and manage what is happening and what is going to happen. There is also
an appropriate hierarchy in respect of emergency health care providers, an advanced
life support paramedic takes precedent over intermediate and basic life support

paramedics.

40.
In handling a scene of this nature, the impression may be to an outsider that we
come across as insensitive or uncaring, but the opposite is in fact true. We manage
these scenes regularly and understand What is required to ensure the greatest success
for all involved. The Respondent, given his position and his experience, should be
the first person to appreciate and understand this. Unfortunately, his statements

indicate the opposite.

41.
What further complicates matters is that, regularly, the EMRS are unable to attend
to scenes until well after the private emergency services have done so (if they arrive
at all). This results in us having to take control and manage the scene before they
are available to do so. We have always had a good working relationship with RTI,
SAPS and Metro as we work with them daily and are in regular contact with them

to provide assistance wherever we can. The insinuation otherwise is unfounded.
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[F2] Insensitive and failing to provide proper care

42,
The implication that we do not manage matters in a manner befitting human life
shows only that the Respondent made those statements out of pure malice and

without at all understanding our business practices and ethos.

43,
These statements are not made in the public interest. In fact, they have the opposite
effect in that they would encourage the public to turn away our assistance should

we arrive to assist them when in an emergency. This could result in their further

harm or even death.

44,
There is no reasonable reason or explanation for why the Respondent should have
made these statements at all, and especially in the manner they were made. It cannot
be said that these comments are fair comments on the Applicant and its business, in

this regard I record as follows:

45.1. Iam advised that the Respondent may attempt to rely on the defence of fair
comment. Such a defence is legally untenable in these circumstances.
Firstly, the Respondent’s statements were not presented as mere opinions

but as authoritative factual findings issued from his executive office.
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45.2

(G]

Secondly, the defence of fair comment requires that the comment be based

on facts that are substantially true.

As demonstrated above, the Respondent’s assertions are entirely devoid of
truth, rendering any "comment" thereon inherently unfair and legally
indefensible. The Respondent’s conduct was motivated by an improper
purpose—namely, the use of state authority to unlawfully undermine a
private service provider—which vitiates any claim to the protection of fair
comment. The Respondent did not seek to contribute to a public debate; he

sought to terminate the Applicant’s operations through the weight of a false

executive decree.

URGENCY

45.

This application has been brought on an urgent basis as a result of the following:

45.1.

45.2.

The severity of the statements being made by the Respondent;

The fact that he has made these statements on two occasions and threatened

to hold a meeting with the MEC for Health to reiterate the false statements;

and
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45.3.  The risk which he is placing the employees of the Applicant under given

the nature of the statements made.

46.
The Respondent’s statements are such that they have already resulted in damage to
the applicant’s reputation in the public sphere. We have received several inquiries
from existing clients who are concerned that the statements of the Respondent are
true or that it may result in an interference on our ability to provide services. I annex
hereto marked “D” and “E” letters of inquiry received from clients of the Applicant.
Members of the public may hear these statements and believe what is being said by

the Respondent given his position of authority and act upon this.

47.
It is well documented that during the course of 2024 there was a significant increase
in violence faced by emergency personnel and in particular paramedics who were
subject to verbal abuse and threatened with violence when they attended to patients
or call outs. I annex hereto marked “F” and “G” articles from IOL online, written
in 2024 and 2000 where violent attacks were made on paramedics when they were
out in the field. This expresses the vulnerability of paramedics whilst they are
working. The Applicant’s ambulances and employees are clearly marked with the
name of the company and should the public be lead to believe the statements of the

Respondent it could easily result in them being vulnerable to similar attacks.
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48.
[f the Respondent is allowed to continue to disseminate these false statements about
the Applicant to the public at large, it will serve to further impair the Applicant’s
reputation and risk the Applicant’s ability to seek a renewal of its licence with the

Department of Health.

[Hl DEMAND
49,

On 30 January 2026, a letter was sent to the Respondent asking that he retract his
statements, apologise for his statements, issue the same in a public forum and cease
from any further conduct which can be construed as defamatory. A copy of this
letter is annexed hereto marked “H”. This letter was sent by my attorney, whose

confirmatory affidavit is annexed hereto marked “I””.

50.
The Respondent has not responded to this letter formally. Instead, the spokesperson
for the Respondent, Mr Ndabezinhle Sibiya, has chosen to respond in the public
sphere by responding to various journalists who have asked him to comment on the

repercussions from the Respondent’s statement.

>
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31.
On 1 February 2026, on the East Coast Radio website, in an article headed
“Deadline looms for KZN transport MEC to retract ALS claims”, the Department
of Transport spokesperson, Ndabezinhle Sibiya, was approached for a statement
following the letter of demand which was issued to the Respondent. Sibiya’s

response was as follows:

“This letter, which has just been sent to the media, is very laughable

to say the least, and the MEC won't be retracting any statement”

a2

A copy of this article is annexed hereto marked ”J”.

53,
On 4 February 2026, in an article on the IOL website headed “Debate ignites over
KwaZulu-Natal EMS following tragic R102 accident”, a member of the DA was
asked to comment on the statements by the Respondent. Again, Mr Sibiya
responded to a request to comment by stating that the Respondent would not retract

his statements. A copy of this article is annexed hereto marked “K”.
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[l  INTERDICTORY RELIEF

54,
As a consequence, the Applicant has had no option but to pursue these legal

proceedings.

55.
The applicant has the clear right to not be defamed by the Respondent. The
Respondent has breached that right by his statements and his refusal to address

those statements when asked to do so.

56.
The applicant has already suffered harm in the forum of irreparable harm to its
reputation and public perception as a consequence of the Respondent’s statements.
This is not harm which can be easily remedied or fully repaired, even with a court

order.

[[1] MEC for Health

3.
Further, during my discussions with the Respondent, he threatened to further
disseminate this information to the MEC of Health. If the Respondent is allowed to

persist with these statements, especially if he shares the same with the MEC for
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Health, it could affect the applicant’s ability to continue to operate as an ambulance

facility.

58.
We are required to register with the provincial Department of Health for a licence
to operate. Without a licence to operate, we will not be able to claim
reimbursements from medical aids, the Road Accident Fund or Workman’s
Compensation. These licences are only held for one year and are subject to annual

review to ensure continued compliance.

59.
The utterances by the Respondent will have dire consequences should they be
allowed to continue to stand. It is clear that the Respondent made these statements
with the intention of having a direct impact on the Applicant’s commercial interests,
but also on its relationships and good standing within the emergency services

sphere.

60.
The balance of convenience favours the applicant as the Respondent will suffer no
prejudice should the interdict be granted. There is no need for him to continue to

make these statements about the applicant.

Page 25 <’;’5

‘}%&g



61.
In respect of the interdictory relief pertaining to the further dissemination of
defamatory statements about the applicant in a public or private forum there are no
other alternative remedies which would achieve the same purpose. The statements
by the Respondent are patently untrue, and he must immediately cease from

continuing to make them.

62.
As it pertains to the retraction of the statements made on 29 January 2026, the
Applicant has no alternative remedy in this regard. The applicant has a right not to
have the statements by the Respondent stand unchallenged for an indefinite period
of time. The applicant’s services may be turned away, further harming any persons
they are seeking to assist; their services may be refused by paying clients, resulting
in serious financial consequences to the applicant, and the applicant’s personnel

may face violent attacks or public outrage while they are just trying to do their work.

[J]  COSTS

63.
The Applicant will be seeking a punitive costs order against the respondent. The
application arises from the Respondent’s actions, and these actions were aggravated

by the conduct of the Respondent’s spokesperson. Instead of engaging with the
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Applicant in the legal forum and addressing the letter of demand sent to him, Mr

Sibiya chose instead to express his intentions in a public forum.

64,
The Applicant has therefore found that it has been compelled to pursue these

proceedings by the actions of the Respondent.

65.
I'accordingly and respectfully submit that it would be proper for this Honourable

Court to grant the relief sought in the notice of motion prefixed hereto.

Aeson

DEPONENT

I HEREBY CERTIFY that the Deponent has acknowledged that he knows and
understands the contents of this Affidavit which was signed and sworn to before me
at J ulean on this 4k day of ﬁbmag 2026  after
the provisions of the regulation contained in Government Notice No. 1258
published in the Government Gazette No.R.3619 dated 21st July 1972 had been

duly complied with.

¢OMMISSIONER OF OATHS

APHIWE BS NYASHENG
HLELA ATTORNEYS INC
COMMISSIONER OF DATHS
: PRACTISING ATTORNEY -
241 PROBLEM MKHIZE RD,
ESSENWOOD, DURBAN 4007
031285 0948 Page 27
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ALS PARAMEDICS (PTY) LTD
2020 / 888726 / 07

56 Hannah Road
Umbilo

Durban

4001

DIRECTORS RESOLUTION 1 /2026

At a duly constituted meeting of the directors of the company on 30 January 2026, it was

resolved as follows:

1. The Company will proceed with legal action against Mr S Duma, MEC for transport and
human settlements, KZN.

2. That Director, Garrith Jamieson, is duly authorized to represent the company and do
whatever is required, including but not limited to signing any documents required to
pursue such litigation.

3. That WJ Rogers & Associates be instructed to proceed with such litigation with the

power to brief counsel by agreement.

Dated at 56 Hannah Road, Umbilo, on 30 January 2026

RITH JAMIESON
D ECTOR

Signed:
FYFINE
IRECTOR

&) S
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05 February 2026
TO: GARRITH JAMIESON/ ALS PARAMEDICS
RE: ALLEGATIONS BY MEC DUMA

Ensure Security as a national security service provider, pride ourselves on operating with integrity and
forming synergy with like minded brands. As you are aware, we have utilized ALS Paramedics on several
occasions, however we are gravely concerned with allegations made last week 29 January 2026 by the
MEC of Transport Mr Siboniso Duma. Among other things, the MEC categorically stated that ALS
Paramedics will leave you to die if you have no medical aid.”

This was on multiple news channels.

As Ensure Security, our clients nor stakeholders have experienced this with your organization.
Be that as it may, this has created great concern for us.

| hereby request formal clarification from your directors and or legal team regarding this matter and your
stance with regards to the allegations made. As a community driven national organization, we simply
cannot allow our brand to be aligned with an organization that “lets patients die” as the MEC suggests.

I expect a formal response within seven (7) days, failing which we will terminate all service level
agreements with ALS Paramedics.

Kyle van Reenen, MBA
General Manager

=

L

.global
National CMD . - 08611 ENSURE {367 873
T —20::0131 30;2:;6 Ti‘ 1‘ & : Hﬁ“{m 2 | W URkyRoN, Secura.].].]. anc e

Central Headguarters: 102 Fifth Avenue, Greyville, Durban, 4001
Co. Reg: 2015/185722/07 VAT No: 4880247368 | PSIRA: 1597252 GLOBAL SUPPORT + LOCAL RESPONSE




Jaidh Ellis

i
From; Marco Accolla <fmdbn@nazarethcare.co.za>
Sent: Thursday, 05 February 2026 07:37
To: Garrith Jamieson
Subject: Durban Nazareth House and ALS services

Dear Mr. Garrith Jamieson,
ALS Paramedics

Durban Nazareth House and ALS services

Re: Clarification of Allegations made by MEC Mr Duma

| am writing to clear up a statement made by Mr Duma the MEC for Transport on TV on the 29
January 2029, where the Minister said and | quote "ALS is guilty of abandoning emergency patients
without medical aid."

As you are aware, we have committed to ALS services and signed an exclusivity agreement
(SLA), for ALS Paramedics to be our preferred com pany choice when it comes to emergency
services. | would like clarity as some of our residents are not on medical aid, and | would hate
this to happen to them. Also, since the televised viewing, some of our residents have become
concerned and hesitant about securing and supporting ALS services moving forward, so your
urgent response is most important and imperative for the continuation of your SLA.

Please could you clarify these allegations as a matter of urgency.
Thank you,

Mr. Marco Accolla
Nazareth House Durban : Facility Manager

EW YEAR
NEW HOPE

L MESDLATIGN 1O CIVE Sans

o]
FRIENDS (88 xizarem

OF NAZARETH

Click here to make a donation or find outmore on the Nazareth care website.

Click here to make a donation or find out more on the Nazareth care website,

+ 27 31 261 2207 | +27 83 225 9559 | fmdbn@nazarethcare.co.za

www.nazarethcare.co.za

"The following content is confidential and intended only for the recipient. It is strictly forbidden to share any part of this message
with any third party without the written consent of the sender. If you have received this message in error, kindly advise the sender
of this and thereafter delete the document immediately.”




06/02/2026, 14:51 KZN health department condemns attack on paramedics
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06/02/2026, 14:51 KZN heaith department condemns attack on paramedics

; FRIDAY, FEBRUARY &, 2026
é X0 doaq

NEWS ~  MATRIC POUTICS v OPINION ~ BUSINESS ~ ENTERTAINMENT ~ LIFESTYLE ~ TRAVEL v TECH v SPORT v

MOTORING ~ VIDEOS

Durban - The KwaZulu-Natal Department of Health has condemned those
responsible for an attack on paramedics at Durban's Ntuzuma E section on Monday.

According to Craig Grindell Netcare 911's managing director as the Netcare 911
emergency medical services practitioners were loading the patient into the
ambulance, they were approached by two people who demanded that they hand
over their possessions, and then fled the scene.

“One of the robbers sprayed a liquid, believed to be petrol or brake fluid, into the eyes
of the ambulance emergency assistant and he was temporarily blinded. Another
Netcare 811 response vehicle rushed to the scene and both the patient and the
ambulance crew member were transported to hospital for further treatment,” he
said.

In a statement, the department said although they were unable to comment
regarding the details of the attack, and the matter concerns a private ambulance
service, they nevertheless condemned the attack in the strongest possible terms.

"The department remains concerned about attacks on paramedics broadly, and has
formed a task team that is seized with the responsibility of formulating a strategy on
how to improve the security of its EMS personnel, Regrettably, the Department is
unable to divulge details of these security measures at this stage. The Department
wishes to reiterate, however, that co-operation betwean the public and the law
enforcement authorities remains the most effective and practical dapprodach to win
the fight against this and other forms of crime. We therefore urge the public to come
forward with any information about actudl incidents or any plans by unscrupulous
individuals to launch any attack on members of EMS,” the department said.

"The time has come for socisty to take a firm stand against the victimisation of EMS
personnel and realise that any member of the public can need an ambulance at
any given time. And that any interference with paramedics’ ability to discharge their
duties freely and safely is an affront not only to the State, but also to the public at
large,” the department said.

The Mercury

South African prison deaths: Urgent call for reform after surge in incidents
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30" January 2026

For att: Mr S Duma

H

WJ Rogers & Associates

Admitted Attorney of the High Court of South Africa
Admitted Counsel of the International Criminal Court
Notary & Conveyancer

Portview Chambers, 183 Cowey Road, Morningside, Durban
Suite 6392, 182-184 High Street North, Northam, London

(RSA) +27 31 813 5896
(UK) +44 742 6128262
www.durbanleqal.co.za

Member of the Executive Committee

Transport and Human Settlements, KZN

Inkosi Mhlabunzima Maphumulo House

172 Burger Street, Executive Building, 4th Floor,

Pietermaritzburg

By Sheriff: Pietermaritzburg Central

By email: dumas@kznleqg.gov.za

zama.masondo@kzntransport.gov.za (Private Secretary)

Tenise.Ferreira@kznworks.gov.za (Personal Assistant)

By WhatsApp: C/O: Mr Sibiya
Spokesman for the MEC

+27 82 375 4742

URGENT / WITH PREJUDICE

RE: QUR CLIENT: ALS PARAMEDICS (PTY)LTD

REGARDING YOUR FALSE AND UNLAWFUL UTTERANCES IN RESPECT OF OUR CLIENT ON

LIVE TELEVISION AND SOCIAL MEDIA — 29 JANUARY 2029

DEMAND FOR FULL RETRACTION AND APPOLOGY

[AND NOTICE IN TERMS OF SECTION 3 OF ACT 40 OF 2002}

WESLEY J. ROGERS. MBA (SBS) LLB (UKZN) PyC Hons International Criminal Law (Leiden Univorsity) MCLA. OStG (UK)

ANDREA 8. COOPASAMY LLB (UKZN) Notary Public, Conveyancer

Admitted Attorney of the High Court of South Africa, commissioner of vaths ex officio (KZN LIPC Pr No. 4678)
Member of the Commonwesalth | awyers Associalion {Membership No 001286) Member of the International Criminal Court Bar Association
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Sir,

We refer to the above matter and advise as follows:

1. We are instructed on behalf of ALS Paramedics (Pty) Ltd herein.

2. Qurclient is a reputable private ambulance service which operates in KwaZulu-Natal.

3. Our clients paramedics attended to an accidence scene at Isipingo on 29 January 2026, involving a

Minibus Taxi and a Truck. The accident in question resulted in the order of 11 deaths and was highly

publicised.

4. You were interviewed by, inter afia; The SABC; ENCA and NewsRoom Afrika. Your interview (s) have

been republished on a number of social media sites, which has attracted the following viewing

numbers, inter alia;

a. SABC YouTube Channel — 15 670 views to date;

b. The Post TikTok Channel — 96 000 views to date:

5. During the course of the one on one interview with the SABC you made the following remarks about

our client;

a. ". .RTI; Metro and SAPS are complaining about ALS ambulance services, they are saying
they bully on scene and in some instances they fluctuate numbers. Like for instance, they
told that there were 12 people who have died, which is not true. And two weeks ago during
that accident that took place they say that 11 people were affected or were injured, which is
a fallacy. There were only 3 school going children in the school and all of them were not
even injured. So it's something that they must desist from doing because it's not right, and
we are saying that scenes like these are so sensitive, you cannot even just overlay and

check that you don't have the medical aid they are not going to assist you. Which js why we

WESLEY J. ROGERS, MBA (SBS) LLB (UKZN) PgC Hous International Criminal Law (Leiden University) MCLA. OStG {UK)
ANDREA 5. COOPASAMY LLB (UKZN) Notary Public, Conveyancer
Admitted Allorney of the High Court of South Afrea. commissioner of oaths ox officio (KZN LPC Pr No, 4676)
Member of the Commonwealth Lawyers Assuciation (Membership Nu. UL 1266) Member of Ihe International Crminal Court Bar Association
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7

prefer our system that has been dispatched by MEC Simelane, that they just take everyone
up until the process has been stabilised and check whether you want to go to a private

hospital or public hospital...” (SIC)

In addition you undertook a joint interview with the SABC, Newsroom Afrika and ENCA where you

made the following comments about our client:

a. "...When they (ALS) enter the scene they tend to bulldoze, I'm sure you know by now that
they are also insensitive in some instances, if you don’t have a medical aid they are not
going to assist you, if it means you are dying, if it means they could still save you, it is
something why we prefer you deal with the department of health, I've already all the time
mentioned that the MEC of health is always dispatching a qualified and stronger team on the

scene, they are not saying you are going to be excluded...” (SIC)

In respect of your abovementioned utterances we record on behalf of our client as follows:

a. Your statements are false, vexatious, malicious and defamatory of our clients professional

reputation;

b. At the scene in question, our client in fact transported two patients without medical aid to

public hospitals (Albert Luthuli Hospital), and it does so on an ongoing basis where required;

c. Our client assisted 4 patients on scene, and transported two to hospital (the two non-medical

aid patients already mentioned);

d. Inlight of your utterance that EMRS (the provincial ambulance service) provides a "stronger’
service than our client, we record ironically, that all the EMRS medical response vehicles
which attended the scene in question were all non-compliant with the National Health Act
61 of 2003 and the Emergency Medical Services Regulations 2017, which dictate that no

person may provide an emergency medical service without being licenced by the relevant

WESLEY J. ROGERS. MBA (SBS) LLB (UKZN) PgC Hons International Criminal Law (Leiden University) MCLA. OStG (UK)
ANDREA 8. COOPASAMY LLB (UKZN) Notary Public, Conveyancer
Admitted Attorney of the High Gourt of South Africa, commissioner of oaths ex officio {KZN LPC Pr No. 4676)

Member of the Commonwealth Lawyers Asscciation (Mambership No. 001268) Member of the International Criminal Court Bar Association
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provincial head of health (See Regulation 14(1) and (2)) and display on a permanent place

on the vehicle the disk in question. In this regard we record as follows:

i. VW ambulance with registration No. DV 518 — ZN had a disk last valid until 03 /

2022 (expired and thus operating unlawfully).

i. VW Rapid Response Vehicle with Registration No. GDV 854 — ZN had no valid disk
on affixed to it's windscreen.

ii. Toyota Corrolla — GDV 703 — ZN had no valid disk affixed to it's windscreen.

iv. Toyota Corrolla — GDV 353 — ZN had no valid disk affixed to it's windscreen.

v. lveco Ambulance with registration No. GDV 430 — ZN had no valid disk affixed to it's

windscreen,

e. The EMRS ambulance vehicles which attended the scene were thus operating unlawfully at

the time and potentially committing a criminal offence in terms of Section 90 of the National

Health Act 61 of 2003.

f. In addition, the EMRS paramedics that attended the scene in question lacked even basic
pain-medication and an ECG monitor and had requested same from our client. By
suggesting this service is stronger than our clients service is thus harmful to the public who
may follow your misguided opinion and thus risk their own lives by relying on an emergency

medical service which lacks the most basic of equipment and medication.
g. EMRS arrived an hour after our client was at the scene.

h. In respect of the incident two weeks prior, which you suggest our clients public statements
are a fallacy, our client has recorded proof in the form of EPRF forms for 9 school-aged
children which they assisted at Underwood road, Pinetown. Our client reported 9 children
being assisted not 12 or 11. Your suggestion that our client has inflated its role at this scene
is thus additionally false and calls in to question whether you had done any due diligence

prior to making the comments in question.

WESLEY J. ROGERS. MBA (8BS) LLB (UKZN) PgC Hons International Criminal Law (Leiden University) MCLA, OStG (UK)
ANDREA 8, COOFASAMY LLB (UKZN) Natary Public, Conveyancer
Admitted Attorney of the High Court of South Africa, commissioner of oaths ex officio (KZN LPC Pr No. 4676)
Member of the Commenwealth Lawyers Asscciation (Membership No. 001266) Member of the Internatioral Criminal Court Bar Association
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Our client has never bulldozed any person at a scene and works closely with Metro and

SAPS on an angoing basis. Your suggestion otherwise is once again false.

The only issue our client is aware of is with Inspector Clinton Peters of RTI, which was in fact
reported to your office more than a year ago and which to date we have had no response.

Qur clients rights are accordingly now reserved on this issue.

RTI contacted our client today, requesting the registration number of the Taxi invoived in the
accident in question. The inference is that RTI had failed to retain basic details of a serious

collision, another demonstrable failing of a department under your supervision,

8. In addition your conduct are uitra vires and amount executive overreach, and we record as follows:

a.

You have made comments about the quality and operational structure of our clients
services, a health care service, in circumstances which fall outside of your constitutionally

mandated portfolio. Your authority is strictly confined to transport and human settlements.

Your conduct breaches the principle of legality, a subset of the rule of law, which requires
that public servants act within the powers conferred upon them by law. (See Fedsure Life

Assurance Ltd v Johannesburg City Council 1999 (1) SA 374 CC).

By commenting on the clinical conduct and billing practices of our client, you have purported

to exercise oversight over a sector governed by the Health Professions Act and the

Provincial Department of Health.

When you make definitive claims that a service will not assist a patient if you are dying, you
are making a public finding on a contravention of Section 27(3) of the Constitution of South
Africa (which prohibits the refusal of emergency medical treatment). Such a finding is a legal

and clinical determination that you have no statutory authority to make.

9. Your conduct additionally amounts to a failure of your fiduciary duty of care for the following reasons:

WESLEY J. ROGERS. MBA (SBS) LLB (UKZN) PgC Hons International Criminal Law (Leiden University) MGLA. OStG (UK)

ANDREA S. COOPASAMY LLB (UKZN) Notary Public, Conveyancer
Admitted Attorney of the High Court of South Africa, commissioner of oaths ex officio (KZN LPC Pr No. 4576)

Member of the Commonwealth Lawyers Association (Membership No. 001266) Member of the International Criminzl Court Bar Assaociation
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a. Public officials owe a duty to the public to ensure that their statements are based on facts,
particularly when those statements can cause commercial ruin to a private entity. See

Democratic Alliance v African National Congress 2015 (2) SA 232 CC.

b. By using your platform at an accident scene to disseminate unverified and unsubstantiated

allegations regarding our client, you have:

i. Abused Executive Privilege;
ii. Interfered with contractual relations by discouraging the public from using our client's
services based on false pretences:

iii. Exceeded oversight bounds.

10. Your public statements at the scene indicated that the drivers in question had no valid PDP’s and
that truck tires were worn. This indicates a severe lack over enforcement by your own department,
which has now resulted in the loss of lives. Your focus and subsequent tirade in respect of our client
indicates a profound lack of understanding of your role and possible dysfunction of your
department(s) for which you are the person ultimately responsible, and which has now demonstrably

resulted in the loss of life.

11. Your conduct is defamatory and damaging to our client’s professional reputation and in the

circumstances, our client instructs us to demand as follows:

a. A full retraction and apology to the satisfaction of our client, to be issued to all media
houses that interviewed you as well as sent out on all public platforms via your

communications office;

b. That you cease and desist from any further conduct which could reasonably he

construed as defamatory of our client.

12. That you comply with our demands by no later than 13h00 on Monday 2 February 2026 failing

WESLEY J. ROGERS. MBA (SBS) LLB (UKZN) PgC Hons International Criminal Law (Leiden University) MCLA. OS1G (UK)
ANDREA S, COOPASAMY LLB (UKZN) Notary Public, Conveyancer
Admitted Attorney of the High Court of South Africa, commissioner of oaths ex officio (KZN LPC Pr No. 4676)
Member of the Commonwealth Lawyers Association (Mambership No. 001266) Member of the International Criminal Court Bar Asscciation
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which we will proceed with legal action to compel you to comply to which all costs associated thereto

shall be claimed against your offices / yourself.

13. Our clients rights to claim patrimonial damages in respect of your conduct, as well as exercise any
other right of recourse available to it in law, in your official capacity and in your personal capacity, are

reserved and will be the subject of further correspondence.

Be advised accordingly,

Wesley J. Rogers
Admitted Attorney of the High Court of South Africa
Counsel of the International Criminal Court at the Hague

Per; director@durbanlegal.co.za

W: 031 813 5896. / 076 455 2295

View my Ph.D research on my SSRN Author page:

https://ssm.com/author=7659539

WESLEY J. ROGERS. MBA (SBS) LLB (UKZN) PgC Hons International Criminal Law (Leiden University) MCLA. OStG (UK)
ANDREA 5. COOPASAMY LLB (UKZN) Notary Public, Conveyancer
Admitted Attorney of the High Court of South Africe, commissioner of oaths ex officio (KZM LPC Pr No. 4678)
Member of the Commonwealth Lawyers Association {Membership No. 001266) Member of the International Criminal Court Bar Association kf)_g
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF SOUTH AFRICA KWAZULU-NATAL DIVISION, PfETEﬁMAHITZBURG

Repubf:c o( Sgum Afr:ca

as amended

Y s i BTN
Lo the macter between: i__Case NQ_—Sa"ak o
LS PARAMEDICS (PTY) LTID
alid s
MR8 DUMA
ketarn in accordance with the provisions of the Supreme Court Act 59 of 1959,
i

the 30th day of January 2026 at 14:38 I duly served a copy of the attached LETTHR OF
DEMAND AND NOTICE IN TERMS OF SECTION 3 OF ACT 40 OF 2002 upon MS PHILILE SITHOLE,

a

person apparently over the age of 16 years and dpparently incharge of the premises for

tha
o*‘t'i.cm,

narure and contents thereof.

The oriyinal return is despatched tc the mandakor.

PLIALH USE OUR INVOICE NUMBER AS A

WJ ROGERS & ASSOCIATES

183 COWEY ROAD, MORNINGSIDE
DURBAN

admin@durbanlegal co.za

withinname MEMBER OF EXECUTIVE COMMITIEE T‘%ANSPOR‘# AND HUMAN SETTLEMENTS KZN, at ils
172 BURGER STREET, PIETERMARITBZURG, at the aa.met.tme explaining tQ her the

N

B . REF:ERENCE ON ALL PAYMENTS. ALL PAYMENTS ARE TO BF
MADE UTON RECETPT OQF THIS IWO'ICE/RET'UHN.
i 4
{ 7
.I\ rli!li-l 7\ ').;\r = - ui :1::&. ]D\'(’;i‘:l' Nu“inb&';"-?' B - i = :
Bl Nassen 02.02.2026 | Ueingfbuue | T 189069 . 1T € ﬁh i
LA, \ . Quy Yat  Amount T DEecripthon. c. o i e aen saaes Qty Yat  Amount LUNGELS T HeTUNY HUNY
- e e m !t mm s B “wve - | Dmputy Sheridl
FYjostoar an 1 2.85 17,00 VAT / BTW 35% 155.3% | A M MZIMEILA
: 1 v.50  £4,00 .‘ihur:"l'i'
1 15.75 19%.00! Pit‘!t’\rm;l|.1be|1r_'_l.
3 84,00 f High Conr
Sl . BBRE T T 033 394 5207 / 08
STHONILE (UFFTCE b 0,00 14.504 I'ax. 0033 394 5206
DEARCLINY OF DGCUMBNTS 1 2,18 14.50 PO Hers 548
LAE IRVOICE 1 0.75 5.00 Petcemantzhurg
FLe TOPY 1 0.5 .00 3200
; b Daoees BG Fierermarnzduug
L | 1 4.35  2u.09 Bank Detail.
Peoat boarbachmert 12 19,80 142,00 Bak. FNB Beach Branch :
i - 8cd: 220126
URGEHT FEE 1 90,00 600,00
o Iame: A M MZIMELA
A ADAOERS e 0 PO . - ApeNg. 52433338684
AT M ! You may raquina ts account Lo be taxad and_ “Festal f Ervigit
. e ’ veuched bedora peyment U Kan versis dat hierdie luual | 1 [ ; .
WINRGNG 4560281060 | rekening getakseer a0 gustaal word voorbetaling | . 12(}53 3| sheriffmzimela@sail.co.za
AccountNo. # Rekenmg NF. |14291 VatReq

CHANTEIL BADENEORST
|

j Regis.i:_ra_'-"_; _Republic of South Africa

Your Reference ¢ U Verwysing
My Reference ¢+ My Verwysing
Re: 291&19/Melissa/l



& Outlook

Demand for retraction and apology / ALS v MEC for Transport KZN / With Prejudice

From admin@durbanlegal.co.za <admin@durbanlegal.co.za>
Date Fri 30 Jan 2026 11:42

To  dumas@kznleg.gov.za <DUMAS®@kznleg.gov.za>; zama.masondo@kzntransport.gov.za
<zama.masondo@kzntransport.gov.za>; tenise.ferreira@kznworks.gov.za
<tenise.ferreira@kznworks.gov.za>

Bee  gj@alsparamedics.co.za <gj@alsparamedics.co.za>; 'Director' <director@durbanlegal.co.za>

[l 1 attachment (179 KB)
LOD1 ALS v MEC TRANSPORT.pdf;

"With Prejudice - URGENT"

ForAtt: Mr S Duma
MEC For transport KZN

Sir,

Please see attached our urgent and with prejudice correspondence for your attention.

Yours Sincerely,

= s ; . S )
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Outlook

Read: Demand for

From SIHLE DUMA <DUMAS@kznleg.gov.za>
Date Fri 30 Jan 2026 12:25
To

Your message

To:

Subject: Demand for retraction and apology / ALS v MEC for Trans

Sent: Friday, 30 January 2026 10:25:48 UTC

was read on Friday, 30 January 2026 10:25:34 UTC.

retraction and apology / ALS v

MEC for Transport KZN / With Prejudice

admin@durbanlegal.co.za <admin@durbanlegal.co.za>

port KZN / With Prejudice

0D



i

IN THE HIGH COURT OF SOUTH AFRICA
KWAZULU-NATAL DIVISION . PIETERMARITZBURG
Case No.:

In the matter between:

ALS PARAMEDICS (PROPRIETARY) LIMITED Applicant
and

SIBONISO ARMSTRONG DUMA in his capacity as

MEC FOR THE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORT
AND HUMAN SETTLEMENTS: KWAZULU NATAL Respondent

CONFIRMATORY AFFIDAVIT

[, the undersigned, WESLEY J ROGER, do hereby make oath and say:

I am:
5 (8 an adult male; and
1.2, an attorney, practicing under the name and style of W J Rogers &

Associates, at Portview Chambers, 183 Cowey Road, Morningside,

$S s
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2,

The facts herein contained are within my own personal knowledge and are both

true and correct,

i !

[ have read the affidavit of GARRITH JAMIESON, filed evenly herewith and

confirm the contents thereof insofar as it related/to me.

DEPONENT

I HEREBY CERTIFY that the Deponent has acknowledged that he knows and
understands the contents of this Affidavit which was signed and sworn to before
me atsﬁgl:(_m onthis & day of febructqj 2026 after the
provisions of the regulation contained in Government Notice No. 1258 published
in the Government Gazette No.R.3619 dated 21st July 1972 had been duly
complied with.

e~

FOMMISSIONER OF OATHS

APHIvyc ~= RYASHENG
HLELA ATTORNEYS INC
COMMJSS!C'NED OF OATHS
PRACTJSTNG ATTORNEY
241 PROB LEM MKHIZE RD,
ESSEN'&"JGDD. DURBAN 4007

031 285 a4y
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$6/02/2025, 14:54 Deadline looms for KZN Transport MEC to retract ALS claims 5 6

- Weather

Deadline looms for KZN Transport MEC to
retract ALS claims

© Updated Feb. 1, 2026, 11:49 a.m. | By Kubobonke Luthuli

Signup:  Newsletter  Share this: k :

Transport MEC Siboniso Duma is standing by his criticism of a KZN-
based private ambulance service and says he won't be apologising.

B Transport KZN

%@?

https://www.ecr.co.zalnews/news/deadline-looms-kzn-transport-mec-retract-als-claims/
S




"3/02/2026, 14:54

Deadline looms for KZN Transport MEC to retract ALS claims 5_1

i
-
@:- Waathzr

During a live interview, the MEC accused medics of refusing to treat patients who
were not on medical aid.

He further claimed that they were insensitive at crash scenes, among other things.

ALS has since issued a legal demand, describing the statements as false and
defamatory.

The ambulance service says it did treat and transport uninsured patients to a
public hospital.

Transport spokesperson Ndebezinhle Sibiya says the MEC has no intention of
retracting his statements.

“This letter, which has just been sent to the media, is very laughable to say the
least, and the MEC won't be retracting any statement.”

ALS has given the MEC until Monday to apologise publicly, failing which it says it
will take legal action.

Find us on social media
Follow the ECR Newswatch WhatsApp channel here

We are also on Facebook and X (formerly Twitter)

MORE ON ECR;
Transport Criticism S Paramadics Laga: Baiie
»
)
hltps:a’a’www.ecr.co.zamews!newsfdeadnne-[ooms-kzn-transpcr:-mec—ratract-ars-claimsf 215

9]




S8

Ul painipad

b S

:_E_O%V@EXQ

0ofip sinoy gz pausiiand | soor oudis

JUBPId2ID

2oLy 216p.1) m:%o__e SN [DIDN
-hinzZpm)| Jano sayiubl aypgag

SMAN  SMAN ATivg

INFNASILHAAGY

.P@?

@)




59

‘ST S.NZ) Jo @1D1s ajqolja.lun ay) usaB
Alpioadse Yoo saysod b so papinbal aq pinoys B0UDISISSD SIU ‘PID [DOIpa aARY Aay)
10U 10 Jsyiaym suennd podsubi) o) ul das sispinoad a1pald uaym 1oy) 1no pajulod oy

'®8us0s ay) uo Buinlup
uodn auoAisne Buidjay atem Swi3 21oALd s ‘anjun a1em syIpWIS. s puwing pins pyasy

« D
10 anup Asyi Ji 'sinoy uay 0] uoaas Wol) yoyaas sauan asuodsail ‘speip nuns Aupw uj,

'sejousbiawas 0y Bupuodss. uaym siapinoid syoaud puiyeq
Algoiepisuos pabbo) usyo $801nss Ipoipaw Aosusbiewa |pjoulnoad oy pIps oyaay

«'SSOUDINGUID 9)03s 810jJaq 8USIS BU] UG PBALLID
BADY [12M PINOD BUING DI DY} S 'BANDLOU SIL} wioij Jussgn Ajsnonoidsuos si oy,

"aouinoid ayy ul
SW3 Jo senpal ey} Jo Buipubisispunsiw wooyubls o pajosijal siy) ‘Diesy 0) Bulpioooy

"S9OUDINQUID
81038 uo Afa|os Aja1 0] eaby pjnom aignd 81 o slequusu Aipuipao 1w Bunsabbng 'PIO
P3P yum siuaiod o) pusio Ajuo saoinles soupiNguD 2yoAud 1043 pawWID| PWNg

‘MBS DIPBW JUda) P BULINP ‘S8UBs JUBPINaD 1D

48A00 PID |R2IPBaW INoyM selljonspo BULiooIaao siapinosd asinies AousBiswea 230aud
noge sjusLIWoD spuWINg osjuogis Haw podsunl) S,NZ) po3opup sy 'uosiadsayods
Uiipay Jeuyy pup ?.8 SJUDIY DiRId0WBQ 8Y] JO JagUUIBU b ‘Dyaay upaw g

IRION-NINZRMY Ul (SW3) saolales (polpap AousBiawg
10 81D3s aulInogp s1Rgap aaal b pajub) sy 'SIDNRIAIPUI UBASIS JO Sl U pawipo
Yyorym ‘unging ‘obuidis) ipau zgly su) uo 1Usp1200 21604 O WOl IO} BuoBue ayy

ANIWIRILEIATY

payddng ebouy

TOIDN-DINZDMY Ul STAIMNISS [Da1paw AousBirews jo ajms oY) Buipupba.
pabrawe soy ojogsp PEIOSY 0SSl USASIS PRI 10UT 2014 a4l uo wapiasn ilion o Bumopod

16>

@




GO

ZN uo 3siay Jisuex-

ui-yses Jofew saye Bunoo) :HoIWM

101

Y4 YANd  OSINOEIS D3N wITN NVIWNI  ¥a  SIDIANES 3DNVINgWY

VAL INIGIDOY 2O WYAYN M NZVNN  SI0IAMS  TYDIQIW ADNIO¥IW3

521401 aI1%13H

SM3N Aliva

"Buneos-jujod ponod Jero uolssnduwios
104 payip2 pup ‘Aptond ayy eq pinoys puiyeq Ys| seyuwby sy 1ou pspnjouoo sy

sBuiinow u asp IBIPN-NINZDMY Jo ajdoad ay) yojym Ul pouad ay) Buunp 1oy; op Asyy,

‘PaIDINoILID DAIS ,‘Paspasep ay)
01 10adsaisip pub Ajanisussul 8lqoaaiisqun 3sow a3 Bumoys s| v auy ‘aBin| pun Ag,

“inolAbyaq Bupess uonueyp sp pawsep

8y wym u) BuibpBus uby) Jeyns SWnolA ayy Jo saljiwipy syl Buioddns uo uibwiss
PInoys snooj s Aupd ayj 3oy3 pabin pup .PEsDasap syl 0} y0edsais|p pun Anigisuasu
S|gpAsIBAUN, S ¥Q 843 SD paguosap Y JouM Unm usuuioddnsip passe.dxe pAigig

SIUBLUSIOIS SIY 1004181 JOU PINOM I18SIUIW 8Y] 1Y) Builiessn ‘Duung 23w Aq pools
pAIqIs 8|yuizagppy Uosiadsajods IDyuswbdap ‘Wsonuo sya sy o) Buipuodsay

<)




R Tl i s DT O ISR R -

| IN THE HIGH COURT OF SOUTH AFRICA K WAZU.{U NATAL DIVISION, PIE TERMARITZBURG |
. Republic of South Africa

...... i - % g - S = "0293822’2026 S0l
In the matter between: L_Efse No-««Saa_k_Ne il 5

ALS PARAMEDICS {(PTY) LTD Plaintiff
and:

SIBONISO ARMSTRONG DUMA N.O IN HIS CAPACITY FOR
S

- THE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORT AND HUMAN
ETTLEMENTS : KWAZULU-NATAL

Respondent

Return in accordance with the provisions .of the Supreme Court Act 50 of 1959, as amended

On the 11th day of February 2026 at 14:02 I duly served a copy of the attached
CERTIFICATE OF URGENCY, NOTICE OF MOTION, FOUNDING AFFIDAVIT BY ¢ JAMIESON & ANNEXURE'S
("A-K") upon MS SILINDILE NZAMA (PERSONAL ASSISTANT), ‘aﬁpez;sorz apparently over the age of
16 years ang apparen“iy incharge of the premises for\w {jlnnamed RE‘SPONDENT,_
ARMSTRONG DUMA N.O IN HIS CAPACITY FOR THE E}E}PARTMEﬂ'I‘ ¥ TRANSPFORT AND HUMAN 2
SETTLEMENTS :KWAZULU-NATAL, at his LEGAL SERVICES. DZ‘R;«;g:TORATE ROOM_ K390, | RO/ FLOOR, 172

BURGER STREET, PIETERMARITZBURG at the bameﬁu -\expl@w ning to her'/gxne ﬁat{gre’ and contents
thereof. : %

L

NB: The MEC is not always in the cf’ﬁ“’?‘cex thf‘m-efare personal‘@emce was not posgible.

NB. PLEASE USE OUR mvozc)a/ NUMﬁER ,' s A REFERENCE ON ALL PAYMENTS. ALL PAYMENTS ARE TO BE
MADE UPCN RECEIBT OF ""in.b rmvc.: :

7
=

et

5

ShenffFees | Date | " Tax Tvoice Number | b
Baljugelde [ Datum [ 2.02.2028 Bclasnmg%)l\mus Ne | T 189239 _
ff_?f:s'n:&“ipt"i_on ....... T e e ¥Mat  Amount | Descr ;pt.m.; ........ ame aene ehen Gty Vat  Amount LUNGELG MCHUNG
e - . g i e S s o AU L0 Y. Deputy 8t g‘er«\zxz
Registration 1 2.5%  Y7.00 VAT / BTW 3153 209.18 : A M W}'ij:ﬂ 1
. Return H .65 64,00 Sheriff 5;5
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! i High Court 2
raveling per ko 8 9.68  §4.00 g HERL &
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PIGEONHOLE (OFFIQE) 1 v.8h 14 50 Tax: 033 394 5206 iz
DRGENT PEE t FF.50- 25000 PO Box 548, ;E_:
PHANDLING OF DOCUMENTS T8 VELsT Pierermaritzburg: 2z
| TAK ‘TRVOTCE T 0.7 5.00 L g
i ae 1 0. < 68 Doges 86 Pietermarizburg |2
Wit . i Barik Detail’ |2
| Prasl page-1 1 435 23.00 Bank  FNB Beach Branch @
| Email attachment 71 317,05 781,00 BiCd: 220126 E‘
i Name: A M MZIMELA T
- o ' i Arele: 62463338684 2
CVAT Reg No. i I’W “You may raguire this account o be taxed and. Ttal V T il
BTW Rt: N y i vouched befors payment, U kan versis dat higrdie: “Fiestaal | ;
: iy l 4260281 3 60 i ‘rekening ge&aksaar en gesiaaf word voor be!a!:ng |

1_5_:49 - 1 8 sheriﬁm;imela@sai.co;za J
i o Ll ; Account No. Rekening Nr. 114291 vatreg
WJ ROGERS & ASSOC IATES . I Yﬁur Referenca * 0] V&rwys"lg ! 3 WIR/ALS/MEC
183 COWEY ROAD, MORNINGSIDE % My Reference My Verwysing j i l]“ m .

DURBAN Ret: 291629/Faraida/2
admin@durbanlegal.co.za NS S— 4
a-ndrea@dur:banlega{l .20.2za ML Registrar: Remnbll(. of South Africa :




IN THE HIGH COURT OF SOUTH AFRICA KWAZULU-NA TAL DIVISION, PIETERMARITZBURG

i Republic of South Africa

........ 'r : 1 : 0 2 9 38 2 /2 O 2 6 e
In the matter betwesn: ¢ o peasiclio }

ALS PARAMEDICS (PTY) LTD Plaintiff
and:

SIBONISO ARMSTRONG DUMA N.0Q IN HIG

CAPACITY FOR THE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORT AND HUMAN
SETTLEMENTS : KWAZULU~NATAL

Resporident

Return in accordance with the brovisions of the Supreme Court Act 59 of 1959,

as amended

On the 12th day of February 2026 at 09:03 I duly served a copy of the attached
CERTIFICATE OF URGENCY, NOTICE OF MOTION, FOUNDING AE“‘FIDAVIT BY & JAMIESON & ANNEXURE'S
("A-K") upon MS C.P. MUREAY (PERBONAL ASSISTANT), a perg\on apparently over the age of 16

years and apparently incharge of the premises for the 1thinﬂczmea RESPOND‘”I\I\,\ SIBONISO
ARMSTRONG DUMA N.CQ IN HIS CAPACITY FOR THE DE;PARTM

UF LT‘RANSPORT AND E}UMAN 3

: Al
SETTLEMENTS : KWAZULU-NATAL, at the Legal Serv1ces, *Zﬁ : GE-{URCH S'W{E“’E"’ PIEI‘BRM&?IT&BU?G, at

the sametime explaining to her the natire and/‘em;z;?‘e

ON ALL PAYMENTS. ALL PAYMENTS ARE TO BE

SherffFees | Dae | : 1 Tiax Invoice Numibe. | ' aﬁ');#_?-ﬁ%
Baljugelde i Dawum | 12.02.2026 | Be I.t\hngfaktuur Nee 1 T 189240 = e e
o D{-_"-,c.*ip" Dom it Gamranne s wa v Qiy Mar Amount 8 MPSHALIL
PRFSTEN. i i SR | R L I}ﬁ?d v, Bheplff ”
Registratien 3 10 5 R B 9 111 _ﬂ M MISMI-[:-A
Return 1 9.60  &4.00 Sheriff @
Service ¥ 1578 om0 | Pictermaritzburg 8
e, i 5 5.60  Edvob © High Court g
fraveling per ki _k N Tel: (}333945207;68 ’E
uRGEN® FEE VoOATAD SR0.0 ) Reco83soesins b
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Email atbaghment T8 Yiois® 770.00 3200 g
e 1o2.00 | Pocex B6 Pierermuaritzbury 2
DURE 4 OBTW 15% 9200 Bank Detail: ;;;,S
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BrCd 220126 2
Name: AMMZIMELA S
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BIWRegNr. | 4260281060 | "&ﬂ?ﬁﬁ?émr sn gesiimﬂ?ém bme teng i, 1412.00 | sheriffmzimela@sai.co.za .
i d _ ’ ( AccountNo. Rekening Nr. 1 14291 _WfR@fﬁ |
WJ ROGERS & ﬁS SOCIRTES YQUf Refere{me ’ U Verwysmg WIR/ALS/MEC I
DURBAN Hat = 29168 A[Jaralda/'t |
admin@durbanlegal.ce.za - — —d

andrea@dur‘banlegal co.za _ iﬂeg_istr'arf"h Republic of South Africa
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