
  
  

Explanatory Note 
   
  
The following explanatory note is provided to assist the media in reporting these 
cases and is not binding on the Constitutional Court or any member of the Court. 
  
 
       Case  number CCT19/03 
Date of hearing: 04 September 2003  
 
Alexkor Limited 
 
versus 
 
The Richtersveld Community and Others 
 
This appeal relates to a claim to rights in land and natural resources by the inhabitants 
of an area of land in the Northern Cape Province known as the Richtersveld (the 
Richtersveld Community). The first respondent is Alexkor Ltd, a company that was 
awarded title to the land in 1991. The second respondent is the South African 
Government.  
 
The Richtersveld Community allege that they were dispossessed of rights in land after 
19 June 1913 as a result of racially discriminatory laws or practices, and that under 
the provisions of section 2(1) of the Land Restitution Act 22 of 1994 (the Act) they 
are entitled to have their land rights restored. These claims were opposed by the 
respondents. 
 
The matter was first brought before the Land Claims Court (LCC) which dismissed 
the claim. On appeal, the Supreme Court of Appeal (SCA) found that the Richtersveld 
Community did have rights in the land, that the State’s dispossession of such rights 
began in 1920 when diamonds were discovered on their land, and that this 
dispossession was the result of racial discrimination. 
   
The first respondent has been granted leave to appeal to the Constitutional Court. It 
contends that the SCA erred in finding: (1) that the Richtersveld Community had an 
interest in the land; (2) that any such interest survived annexation by the British 
Crown in 1847; and (3) that it was dispossessed of the land through racially 
discriminatory practices.  The Richtersveld Community will argue that these are all 
factual questions outside of this Court’s jurisdiction and in the alternative that the 
SCA correctly found that the Community had been dispossessed of their rights in land 
in circumstances covered by the Act. 
 
The Government has made late application to join in the appeal and is claiming 
condonation for its non-compliance with the rules of Court. The Court will consider 
the Government’s application at the hearing of the appeal. 


