
IN THE CONSTITUTIONAL COURT OF SOUTH AFRICA 

 

Case No: CCT 56/05 

 

In the matter between: 

 

SIMON PROPHET             Applicant 

 

and 

 

NATIONAL DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC PROSECUTIONS     Respondent 

 

In Re:  

ERF 14241, CAPE TOWN, SITUATE AT 

54 BALFOUR STREET, WOODSTOCK 

 

 

 

AFFIDAVIT 

 

 

I, the undersigned, 

 

VANESSA YVONNE DUIMELAAR 

 

do hereby make oath and say the following: 

 

1. I am a magistrate of the Bellville Magistrate’s Court.  
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2. The facts set out in this affidavit are, unless otherwise stated or the 

converse appears from the context, within my personal knowledge, and are 

both true and correct.  

3. I am the magistrate assigned to the Family Court at the Bellville 

Magistrate’s Court and therefore the magistrate presiding over all domestic 

violence cases which come to Bellville Magistrate’s Court.  I have been at 

the Bellville Magistrate’s Court since the beginning of March 2006.  

During 2004, I was a magistrate of the Cape Town Magistrate’s Court, 

where I also presided over predominantly domestic violence cases in the 

Family Court.   

4. In my short time at Bellville Magistrate’s Court I have noticed an alarming 

number of parents applying for protection orders against their children. 

While such orders were occasionally sought in the Cape Town Magistrate’s 

Court, most protection orders were inter-spousal. In almost all of the cases 

in the Bellville Magistrate’s Court where protection orders are sought by 

parents against their children, methamphetamine, or ‘tik’ as it is commonly 

known, features as the chief cause. This appears from the affidavits filed in 

support of the applications, and also transpires during my questioning of the 

applicants and respondents.  
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5. I would estimate that I grant at least one protection order which is tik-

related every day. By tik-related I mean that tik features as the predominant 

reason for the behaviour which the applicant seeks to control. The vast 

majority of these are sought by parents against their children. The others 

(about 30% to 40%) are sought by spouses. The protection orders sought by 

parents which are tik-related are in almost all cases sought against sons; and 

the orders sought by spouses are in almost all cases sought by women 

against their husbands.  

6. Whereas protection orders are also sought where other drugs and alcohol 

are involved, the nature of tik-related applications is different. The biggest 

problem faced by applicant parents appears to be theft by their children of 

household goods, but other problems include a complete disregard for 

authority and physically destructive behaviour, such as the breaking of 

household things. Of the cases I have seen so far, about 50% of the 

applicants were afraid for their physical safety. In some cases the applicant 

had been assaulted by the respondent.  In most cases the problem had been 

ongoing, in other words the route of seeking a protection order was a route 

followed after the applicant had tried everything else. 

7. Of the applications brought by spouses where drugs or alcohol are 

involved, tik features as the main cause as often as alcohol does and slightly 
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more often than mandrax and dagga do. Of the applications brought by 

parents where drugs or alcohol are involved, in almost all of them ‘tik’ 

features as the chief cause.  

 

_______________________________ 

VANESSA YVONNE DUIMELAAR 

 

 
I certify that the Deponent acknowledged to me that she knows and understands 
the contents of this declaration, has no objection to taking the prescribed oath and 
considers the prescribed oath to be binding on her conscience. The Deponent 
thereafter uttered the words: ‘I swear that the contents of this declaration are true, 
so help me God’. 

The Deponent signed this declaration in my presence at Cape Town on this the            
day of April 2006. 

 
 

Commissioner of Oaths 
 

 
 
 
 
 


