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IR . THE_ SUPREME COURT OF . SOBTH AFRICA

(Appellate Division)

In the matter of :=

EX PARTE MINISTER OF NATIVE AFFAIRS IN RE

1.MAGADE MAGQABI v, SOLOMON MAGQABI, and
" 2,EDDIE MNQONJANE v. SANUEL MNQONJANE

Coram: Schreiner, van den Heever et ‘Hoexter, JJ.A.

"Hegrd: 7the March, 1955, Delivered: Lqm;_ia-lﬁ.ss‘

JUDGMENT

- S NS GV we ¢ O Al B ER G5 G L

. _ : 9
SCHREINER J.A. &= " This 13 a case, ststed by the

A -

Minister of.Natiﬁe Affalirs under section 14 of Act 38 of

1927, in which he asks this Court to determine certaln

- - . . - - - -

queétions of law arlsing out of the declsions of the

Southern Native Appeal Court in the cases of Magedi Magqsbl

Ve Solomon Magqabl, declded on the 17the September 1952,

and Eddie Mngonjane v, Samuel Mnqonjane, declded on the

4

23rd 3eptember 1953.

The Quostions of law propounded

_ares-

n(1) Whathe?‘a'sdn of a clvil or Christien marriage has

eny right to succeed, in terms of the table of succession

contained‘in the Third Scheduld to Proclamation No.1l42 of
- 1920/ ces.ss



1910 (as amended) to land in & locatlon held by his father
in individual tenure ugén quitrent conditions, in view of‘
the meaning assigned'to the expressfion 'house' in Section -
35 of Act No. 38 of 1927;

(11) If the decision to the first questlon 13 in the

affirmetive then -

- - LN ~

(a) whether the son of such a marrlage ousts the son
 of a priox 6ustomary-uhion in respect of land
. acquired during the subsistence of such marriage; .

and

- - . " -

(b) whether the son of a second civil or Christian -
‘marriege ousts the son of the first civil or
Christlash marrisge in respect of land scquired

dhring the subslztence of the second marriage. n

The questions relate to the succes~

sion to lend in locations 1n‘thb Transkel héld in individual

tenure upon quitrent conditionse Such locations originated,

so far as the Transkel is’ concerned, in Proclemastlion 227

- - - ~ .-

of 1898,'vhich_in section 19 deglt with successlion to the
estates of deceassd holders of quitrent allotments in such

- - . - - ~

loqations. The section deslt with tho‘sucbassion to all

-

.the pfoperty of such a holder, and recognised the threefold

d1vision which was elaborated in the later legislation to

be mentioned presently. Immovable property, including the

allotment, could ndt be devised by will but was to be dealt

with in terms of section 234 All other pr@perty, if not

devised by a duly executed will, was to be;disfrlbuted

a(}cording/.‘. seee
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according to natlve custom.

Section 23 provides: "The allotw

.m@nt and .other lmmovable property of every registered
holder_shali not be capsble of belng devised by will,
but upon hls or her decegse shell devolve upon and be
claimsble according to the réle of priﬁogenitu:e by one
melo pergon_to be called the helr and to be determined
by the following tablée....e®

- -

A proviso 1s here interpolsted dealing with the case of

- -

an helir who ls alréady the holder of an allotment, and who

i1s given the right to elect which to keep; and there tﬁen

- ~ . - - - ~

follows the table of succession which, with minor modifi-

cations, is the same es that in force today.

These provisions of the 1898 Proce

lamation were repealed by Proclemetion 142 of 1910,which

smended the law of marriage and succession. Large parts

e lathe . - . S
of ¥ are reproduced in Act 38 of 1927, corresponding

-

.Q .
;ﬁpenls being effected by Proclamation 255 of 1934, Tho

~ . - -

threefold division referred to above 1s represented by

sectlon 8 of the 1910 Proclametion and by section 23(1)(2)

- . - - e

and (3) of the Acte In regard to succession to quitrent

- - -

land section 23 (2) of the Act provides that it is to
devolve In accordsnce ﬁlthftables of succession prescribed

under subséction {(10). Yie wers, howaver, infopmed bY

Co'unsol/. e ¢S
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- -

counsel that no such new tables have been 1ssued for the

Transkei, the tables scheduled to section 8(2) of the 1810

- ~

been - ,
Proclemation having/lefft in operation. Section 8(2),which

~ - - -

provides that immovable property of s deceased held under

- - . - - - -

the 1698 Proclamation shall devolve on one male to be

determined by the scheduled table, has been left unrepealed,

- ~ . f -

together with sections 9 and 10, to the terms of which the

- - .« - -

provisions of section 8(2) are expressly made subjects

Section 9 deals wlth what may be roughly described as the

vsufructuary rights of widows in respect of quitrent land

- - - -

"and section 10 eleborates the 1898 provision governing

election by an heir to a quitrent allotment who already

has an sllotment.

a}'fucc:ss;am) .

" The 1510 tableA s amended up %o
1926)reads So

"In this table 'male descendent' shall mean a male descen-
dant through males only. )

1. His eldest son of the principal housa or such eldest
son's senior male Qeacendant. ] )

2e If the eldest son have previously died without leaving
any male descendant, the next son or hils male dgacondant,
and so on through the sona respectively and through the
several houses In their order. . |
3o If no soror male descendant of any son be living then
the father. | '

-

4 IT no father then the eldest brother of such decensed

p_orson/.ooool
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porson of the same house or his male descendant, and 80
’ through the brothers of that house and their mele descen-
dants respectively. , ) i .
‘Bs If no brother or male descendant of any brother of the
same house be living, the eldest brother of the allied
housa of higher renk or next rank,ss the casc_may be,or
his malo_descendant,'and so on through the brothers of such
allied @chsg and thelr mcle desdendacts respectively.
6e If'no ‘brother or male descendant of any brother of such
allied house as aforesaid be 11v1ng,the eldest brother or_
his male descendant of the 1efthand house (1ndlu yesekohlo),
_whoge such house 1s rgcognlsod,in caselsuch decegsed person
be cf'thc principal house {4indlu enkulu)!or In case he bs
not ot;the grinc;pa} houco;the'eldest brother or his male
doscendant of the house of the higher rgnk,es the case
‘may be, and so on thrccgh_tho b;othars or their male
dosconqcntc respectively of the lefthand house or of‘tho
house of the higher rank;‘as the cese may be. _
7+ If mo brother or male descendant of any brotherlor any
hovse, the eldest brother of the father of'scch deceased
- person orwhis‘male_descendant,.and so on through the
. brcthers of h@s father and thelr male cascondants roegpective:

ly. i . .

8+ Falllng brothers or their mele dosccndants, then to the
. grandfather or hls male descendants..

9, If there e no male descendant of such deceased person
. competent cnc willing to accept tracsfcr the Crown,which
may dlspose of such property,or the proceeds thereof,
amongst .the femcla'membars‘of the‘family of the deceasod,
if any, or thelr descendants,ip such manner as the Chilef
Magistrato may deem fit. . |

10« Whenever the deceased poréon is a_woﬁah who acquired

'~ land by virtue of holding the status of.a wife or widow
' . at/.lll‘.



at her husband's kraai, the land after her éea@h shell
devolve upon the he;r according to native custom of the
house to which she belongs and so on according to the
order laid down in the precegding sections. )
11, Whenever the deceased person 1s a merried woman who

. after héving from any causo 1eft har kraal and returned

to her own people had there acquired land such 1and shall

descend to her helr under native custom.

1 ha&o set oit the teble in full

because although the meaning of the first item is what

1s directly in 1ssue some at least of the other ltems

- - ~ -

throw light upon that mesning. For the same reason it

15 necessary to recite the terms of section 9(1), which

are as follows i= -

- "If any person to whom the provisions of this Proclamation
apply shall dle and leave svrviving him any widow,whether
of a marrlage according to the law of the Colony or of a
native registerod marrlage or of a marriege by native

. custom,who was either at gll times the sole wife of the
deceased, or, if not at all times the sole wife of the
deceasod, was his great or principal wifo under native
custom,such widow shall,until her re-marriage,or, 1n the
event of her not re-marrying, then during her residence

at t?s graal of her late husband or such Kreal as may be
approved. by her late‘hugbond's relatives,be entitled to
t@e.usa end occupation of the lmmovable property belonging
. to the deceased and held by him under title granted under
the provislons of Pyoolamofion 39.227 of 1898, subject to
the obligations imposed by the conditions of title; and
during such use and occupation the 8ald fmmoveble property
shall romain'registered in the neme of the deceasefs”

Sub-seotion/......



Subsection (2) of section 9 deals with

the position whers the deceased's great or principal wife

-

hes predeceased hlm and pesses the usufruct to wives in

co ) fc,{'t%k
succeading degreea of pfecedence, if there is no deecon-

dant of the house of the great or principai wlfes Sub-

sectlon (3) gives the heir in terms of the teble the right

to the. property upsn the death or reémarriage of the

usufructuary widow.

It remains to mention the definition

- - - . - -

of "house" in section 35 of Act 38 of 1927 ﬁhich reads,

~ -

Pthe family and property, rights and status, which com=
"monce with, attach to, and arlse out of, the customery

"union of each native woman. "

- L

The ﬁirst-Question which we are asked to detsrmine makes

special mentlon of this definitlon, but in view of the

- . - . -

fact that the table of succession with which we have to

deal was not made under the Act but was made undér the
1910 Proclamatlion the definition is strictly not applicsb-

les. While, therefore, there 1s no doubt that the

definitlon is In accordance with the accepted usage that

- - . . ~ -

would prima facle apply to the 1ntérpretation of the

word "house® in the table of succeselop'-scheduled to

~ . -

| Pro clamation 142 of 1910, no added difficulty ‘in giving

thgt/ooonol
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that word s meaning that will embrace the estate arlsing

out of s civil marriage is crested by the existence of the

~ statutory definitlon.

-

The'ﬁay 1s now clear to a considora=

-

tion of the first guestion, namely, whether the son of a

civil or Christlan marriage‘ has any right to succeed under

the table of succession to hls decessed father's quitrent

aZett allotment. The difficulty in such a sonfs way

is the obvious ohe that L1tem 1 of the table speaks of the

eldest son of the principal house, thoreby primg facie

" referring to the great, chief or principel house as under=

stood in native lsw and custome The same notlon 1s Inherent

-~

in the word "senlor®, which# was- substituted for the word

‘Meldest" which appeared in the 1898 .table. 0

-

But there ere weighty counter-con=

-

siderationse In the first place 1t is to be observed that

on eny view the schedule 1s far from perfecte Item 2, for

- - -

'1nstanco, brovides for the csse of the eldest son having

previoualy dled but does not mention . the case wheres the

~

‘principal house has falled to preduce mele issue at all.

It could hardly bhe qubstioned thet in sucli a casé too the

- - -

schedule inplledly passed the succession on to the eldest

Bon/.....-
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son of the next houses TItem 3 puts the father of the

deceanssad 5axt in order of succession, on fallure of -

descendanta; there 1s‘noth1ng %o indicate that the father

-

mist himself not have been married by civil marriage and

every reason why he should not on that account be excluded.
The same applies with even greater force to the'grandrather

. | . . ‘
who_is brought i¥ ¥nder 1tem 8, for it seems aebsurd that

the grandfather's right to succeed should depend on whether

- - N . B -

both his own marriage and that of his son, the father of

the decessed, were clvil or customarye Moreover item 8

- = -

is only reconcilable with 1tem 7 if "brothers or thelr

"male descendants" in item 8 refers to the brothers of the

~

fathsr of the deceased and %heir éqacondants, but this 1s

not expressly stated. No provision is made for the

brothers of the gfandfather and their male descendants,

nor are the great-grandfather and his brothers mentioned,

-

though 1t seems very likely that they were Iintended %o be

included. The erratic drafting of the scheduls 1s well

~ -

f1llustrated by item 9, which passes the successlon to the

[}

Crown "if there be no male. descendant of such deceased

"person competent or willing to accept transfer," quite

rogardless of the fact that ltems 3 to 8 had all been

awarding the'sucgosslon to persons other than male

descendents/e.esse



descendaﬁts of the deceased. The Crown under 1tom 9

- - - - ~

may dispose of the property among femsle members of the

family but may not, on the view that excludes those who

claim through clvil marriages, give 1t to the deceased'’s

eldest -son i1f he was tho lssue of such a marriage. This

im
has inherent probability,
. 4. /. .

a\.-.t_-_\‘

On =y view, therefore, the schedulc

s n;tan Instrument ;f‘procisign. In the c;hrao ;f the
argument msﬁtlén was made.;f the ;ase ;fsqccessién e;
’chiofs séma at least pf wh;miﬁ the Transkéi'appear.t;
have tﬁe p;wer t; n;minate a great ;r pgincipal wife,
n;t necessarily ﬁﬁefiraﬁ. ~ The quéstién then presents
1tsoif whe ther ;n thQ AGath';f a chief wh; ﬁeld.g quite
‘rent allétment Qﬁé eldest s;n.by his first and ;nly cusm

tomary unlon would fall within 1ltem 1 of tlhie schedule,

1f the chief dled befoPe nominatlng hls wife as his
principal wifes On the assumption, moreover, that
eldest sons of clvlil marriages are to be excluded serlous

- - - -

dlfficult;es would present themselves in relatlion to sons

~ - - - - -

born of customary unions that have been followed by civil

-

marriages between the same partiq3.. A son born before

the clvil marrlage would succeed but if he died his

brother born after the celebration of such marrlage

presumsbly/eeesee
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- - -

preaumably could'pot.v An;ther case that cannot oasily
be rec;nciled with the exclusién ;f the s;n';f the clvil
marriage arises when 1;5é1a is given and the.celebrati;na
take place that herald the b?glnning éf,g custémary gnﬁén
whille at the same.time a civil Qarriage.1s_entered_1nt;.

- - - - -

The position of sons born of nafiva_registered marriages

before or after registration would provide similar conun=

~ -

druma the answers to which, if they excluded sons if they

were born after registration but included them if they ware

- - - . c . ~

born before, would certainly seem to be uhreasonable.

.'Thq general-principlé, expressead

in section 23 of Proclamation 227 of 1898 and inherent, it

seems, In the later legislation, was primogeniture in the

- - - - -

form of successioﬁ by msles through nmales (cf.Sonti-v, Sontl,

14 PuH. R 13)s  The principl was made subject to

special treatment when there nas competltion between the

-~ -

male lssue of more than one customary union; in such a case

the order of the houses had to be followede But where thore

- - - . - -

was no such competition I can find nelther reason nor

authority for the exclusion of an. eldest son merely because

the deceasod registered his marriaege wlth the son's mother

or married her by civil rights. Such a result would not

. ' ON1Y/ evsecs
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only be unfair but would also I think be contréry to the

general approach to the problem of reconciling the consequenw

- . A -
. ~ . ~

ces of civil marriasges and customary unlons, so far ss that

. . » . o %F ' oo

approach can be ascertained_f:oh the current legiélation

~ - . . - - - -

and from the not invariably harmonious decisions. One can

13

- - - -

sympathise with the shsmxE observations of VAN DER RIET

AP, In Makalina v. Nosanti (1926 E.D.L. 82} that "it 1is

Pyell=nigh impossible to reconcile s fecogg;tionAin la;.of a
ffaystem which admits pélyggm& and ghe éll;tmen£ ;f pr;porty

- "ts distinct h;uses; gide bytsid; wiyh the cgmm;n law ;f
'”m;n;gamv and c;mmunity ;f pr;perty.". The c;ﬁm;n law,

- when 1t entered the fleld through a civil marriage, tended

. - - - . 4

to override legitimate expectations flowing from customafy
'unionsg‘this tendency‘was‘prevented from golng to extrems
lengths by enactments dealing with merrlage and successione

- - . -

But I do not gééher that the tendency was so far reversed

as to prevént the progeny of clvll marriages from sharlng_
in the property left by thelir fathers .

An. 11lustration of the legislative

approach 1s to be found in section 4 of Proclamation 142 of

- - - ~ -

'1910 which provided that, ™no mgrrlagq according'to the law

- - - - -

of the Coloﬁy or registered native marriage contracted

"duriﬁg/ooooou



e 13 -
fduring the subsistence of any marriage according to native
fecustom, shall in any way affect the rights of property

Yunder thls Proclamation of any wife of suck marfiago by

~ - . -

"native custom or any 1ssue thereof, snd the widow of any

"such marriage according to the law of the Colony or of such

-

"native registered marrisge and any 1ssue thereof shall

"have no greater rights In reapect of the property of the

-

"deceased spousﬁthan she or they would heve, had the said -

“"marriage been a marriage by native customs® - This was one

of the provislons repsaled by in 1934, 1ts place having

been taken by section 22(7) of Act 38 of 1927.. It seems

Yo be clear that the rights or reasonsble expectations of

wives by customary union and their 1ssuo‘1n rospect of the

deceased husband!s property were beling protected, but the

indication s that the rights of civil law wives and their

- -~

1asve were not being destroyed.

"This brings me to section 9 (1)

- . . ~ ~

of Proclamation 142 of 1910, which hgs‘nbtibeen repealed

and which 1s quoted above. It deals with the usufructuarj

- -

rights of widows and expressly mentlons the three types of
marriage (civil, registered and customary) of which a

widow mighﬁ bs a surviving 8pousos The'uaufpuctuary rights

are/.a...-
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ars accorded to a widow "who was either at all times the

"sole wife of the decessed, or, if not at gll times the

fgple wife of the deceassed, was hls gredt or principsal

-

fwife under native custom.” In two respects this pro-~

- ~ - ~

vision seems to asslst in the interpretation of the tgble

of succession and In particuler of item 1,

In the flrst place, although the

- - ~ -

usufruct of the widow 13 somethlng dlstinct from the

- - —- - . - -

- successlon to the property, it would be anomalous 1f the

- P ~ -

civilly married widow were to enjoy the usufruct of the

quitrent property but that her son, belng.her husband's

eldest or even only son, should be excluded from the suc=

- - -

ceaslon to the property because hils parents marrled

according to the civil law; similsar reasoning woyld apply

where the parents raéiatered their customary unlone

- pe

In the second place, the portion

- - . - -

of the subsection which I have roquated'seems to throw

more direct light upon the lsnguegs of item 1 of the table,

- -

The three types of marrisges are dealt with together in

~ - - - -

the subsection and the rights of a widow depend not on

which type of marrlege hers wss but en whethér she was

- ~ - - -~

the sole wife of the deceased or was s compptitor with

Other/.-....
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;;her wives. YAt all tlimes" creagas'difficulty but I d;
n;f_thinﬁ thaﬁ_it can mean that Fhe su;vivinglﬁifp ;btaina
-n; uéufrucﬁuar& rights if her‘doceasod.husbénd'had previously

been married to a woman who had diod‘beforo hils secénd

| marriage.' I think that "at sll times" means that there

- A . f - ™

‘must at no material time have been two marrlages.or unions
in exigtence‘side by'side. In-thé latt-er case there 1is

competition and the great or principal wﬁfe, if allive, takes .

the usufructs Where a first wife dies and a second marriago

of whatever type is entered Into the second wife, if she

survives her husband, tgkesﬂfho.usufruct 8s having, so it

seems'to,mag been at a11't1mos; 1.8, 2t 81l materlsl timea,'

- - -

the .sole wife of the deceaseds For present purposes the

-~ -

significance of this part of the subsection lles in the fact
that all widows, no matter what the type: of marrlage, stand

on the same footing)but.that whero there:can,be,competition,

that 1s, where there are more than one wife by native custom,

’sonlority by'thatvcuatom s observed. The language'ia comw
préssed, 1t not beipg stated in so many w&rds that the pre=~

feronce.accorded to the great or'pfinclpal wife on1y~appllos'

- - - . -

where there 1s competition among more than one wife by native

- ~
- .

custom, the customary unlons co-oxisting'at the time of tho

deceased's deathe
A/onolooo'
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o sSiom
A sinilar o&Eﬁ%&&eZE of language lis

word g 2f

in my view a probable explanation of the lenguege used 4m

_item 1 of the table. Duly expanded the item might read

something 1like thils: " His eldest S0y or in case of competitlos

- - - . . -

4

"betwea.n the Lssue of co-existing customary unions, his eldes

- - o, - - B - -

son of the principal house or such eldest son's senior male

- -

"descendant.” = The same result would follow from treatlﬂg

the word fhouse" as used in the 1tam as including civil

marriage estatea or houssholdse It is trus that such usage

-~

has been disapproved of in certain reported cases declded

4n the Southern Native Appeal Court (see Tonjenl v. Tonjeni

1947 N.A.C. (Ce & 0.)8,),  But although the term fhouse"

prima facie applies only to & merriesge by natlve custom

~ . - ~ . L4

some elaaticlty In this regard is hot unknown té the law

. < '
reports, So in Jeke v. Judge (1l. S.f. 125) the plaintiff

- - -

allegsd a dlversion of cattle belonglng to the defendaht's

great house to Mhis Christlan house or estate,”" and in giving

- -

the judgment of the court de VILLIERS C.J. spoke of the
prdporty'having besen apportloned betweon "the two houses", and

concluded by saying that according to native custom "the

- -

"defendant had no right to divert the cattle from the 'great

"house! to the 'second house' although hls marrlaege with his

"second feesese



- - .

| nsecond wife was ohe'under'Christlan rights.” This

case was cited by SEARLE J. in giving the court's judg=

ment 1n Pakkies v. Pakkies (1921 C.P.D. 508), and at page

-~

513 he referred to the attempt by the dsfendant in Jeke

" - he o
've_Judge "to divert the stock which/hed hamm sssigned

.
- - - ~ - -

"to the first or great house to his Chrlstian house or

fagtate," In Makalina v, Nosanti (sugna) VAN DER RIET

AT WP, refers to earlier proceedings in which the tes=

tator in question "was Interdicted from diverting property

- - - - -

fgllotted to the house of his £tx wife by natlvge custon

- - - -

Pto the house of the wife then marrisd to him by Christlan

Arites,” I refer to these cases merely to show that

some looseness of usage in regard to the term "house™
13 not unknown.
Bearing in mind the Indications

of careless drafting in the ltems of the table and the

- - - w4 - -

other considerations sbove referred to, I have come to

- - - -

the conclusion that the draftsman of the table of 1910,

while taking 1t over substantislly as 1t had besn in

b -

1898, must have thought elther that: the ‘principal house

- - -

applied only to cases of competition between the sons of

-

competing customary unions (without affecting cases

where there was no such competition), or that ”.the

Fprincip‘al/.’. ssow
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-
- -

"princlipal house! in the context clearly meant no more

- -

than the first house and so would cover i#® households

arising out of the civil mafrisges. But by whatever

process of reasoning the form of the ltem was achleved,

- -

I aggsatisfied that 1t does not exclude the son of a civil
‘marriage from auccégggig to his father's quitrent property,

I turn now to the second guestion

which consists of a palr of sub=questions ralsing the

inquiry whether, when there have been subcessive unions

~ - - -

or marriages, the date of acquisition of the quitrent

property is a declsive or relevent factor. The flrst

-

cese in which this was affirmed sppears. to be Dlalo v. Ndwo

-

4 N.A.C. Reports page 189, It was approved in Ténjeni ve

Tonjenl (supra) and was applied in the two cases the

decisions in which led the Minister to initiate the present

procee/dings.

. In Dlelo v, Ndwe (supra) the

- - ~ -

issue related to the usufructuary rights of two widows of

-

one Samana who had married the defendsnt according to

native custom and thereafter the plaintiff by civil rites,

-

The plalntiff sought .a declaratory order that she was

entitled to the usufruct of Ssmana's quitrent landa She

SUCCe8d0a/ v sy
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succeeded in the court of first Instanco but lost on appeals
In reachigg the conclusion that the date of scquisition of

the property should decido.wﬁigh of the two surviving wives

o abpaal - ST
should have the usufruct the court found an analogy in &

ral

statement taken from a text book te the efféct that "where

"the testator was merried at the time he made his will the

"term twife', 1f used without indlcating any perticular

findividual by name or descriptlon was held to apply to

the wife who was alive at the time of the executlon of

"the will, and not to any subsoquént wife." It 1s sufw

- - - -

ficient to say that the analogy sesms to be altogether too

- - - - - - I%)

remote to provide any sound basis for the concluslon reacheds

- - - - -

The date of acqulsition of thé quitrent property in relation

- - - - -

to the marriasge or marriages of the deceased 1s wholly

1rrelevant} The poaltion must be looked at as at the death

of the deceased, the —usufruct of his quitrent property being

dealt with in terms of section 9 of Proclamation 142 of 1910

- - - - -

s

. ; )
and the successlion to the propetty ltself In terms of section

- - - - - -

8(2)s There 1s no question of ouster by reason of the

- - -

date of acquisition of the quitrent property, the person

-~ . - -

‘entitled to succeed being in case (a) the sldest son of the

.

customary union alive at his fatherts death, and 1n case (b)

the eldest son of the first civil marriage similarly surviving
. . ®

The/eeesss
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-

The anaiérs to the questlons posea

5y'the Minlster appear {rom the aforegoings = To sum up;

the first question 1s answered in the affifmative; the

- -

gecond question, in both lts parts 1s answered in the

L .
: . — 3.
'van den Hee-ver,JsA: )

(A

negative,

Hoexter, J.A.



