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South African Parliament – Questions on Notice Arising from Hearing on 11 May 2020 

Question on Notice identified during hearing: 

 
Question on Notice 1: 
Please refer to the uncorrected transcript on page 8  

How many petitions or petitioners would you receive in a year and then ask them to do more 

work seeking relief elsewhere? What proportion of your petitioners would that constitute? 

 

RESPONSE:  
Fourth and Fifth Parliament  

• Inherited petitions – These are petitions that were not dealt with the by the previous 
Parliament.  

The total number of inherited petitions (petitions referred from the 4th Parliament to the 5th 

Parliament) referred to the Committee was 60. Of the 60 inherited petitions, the Committee 

was advised not to consider three petitions since they did not meet the substantive 

requirements of a petition (as referred to in the Petitions Guidelines).  

While 52 petitions were referred to relevant government structures since all other remedies 

were not exhausted. During the 5th Parliament, the Committee considered five of the petitions 

referred to it from the Fourth Parliament.  

 

• Newly referred petition – These are petitions that were received by the NCOP anew.  
The Committee had a total of 35 newly referred petitions (these are not inherited but newly 

referred to the Committee). During the 5th Parliament, the Committee considered 18 of the 35 

petitions referred to it. While one petition fell short of the substantive requirements (as 

articulated in the Petitions Guidelines, 11 were referred to relevant government 

departments/municipalities and one petitioner no longer required the intervention of the 

NCOP.  

During the 5th Parliament, the Committee had cleared the backlog of inherited and newly 

referred petitions.  

 
 
Sixth Parliament  
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The Committee has to date been referred seven petitions. One of the seven petitions has 

already been finalised, while in one of the petitions dealt with by the Committee; the petitioner 

awaits the outcome of the parallel parliamentary process relating to the amendment of section 

25 of the Constitution. The remaining five petitions are yet to be considered.  

Questions not asked due to lack of time: 

Question 5 
 

Various literature on petitions systems has referred to a ‘public expectation gap’ as being one 

of the challenges faced by modern petitions systems.  

• Have you experienced a ‘public expectation gap’ between what petitioners expect to 

achieve from a petition and the possible outcomes? If so, please provide details. 

• How does your committee manage the expectations of the public on the outcomes of 

petitioning? What procedures and processes does it have in place for this and have 

they been successful? 

• What type of feedback have you had from petitioners in support of this?  

 

RESPONSE 

• Yes, there seems to be a consensus that the Committee is an investigative body with 

extensive powers to overturn decisions made at a local or provincial government level 

even though this is not the case. 

• Broadly speaking, as part of the Committee’s Annual Performance Plan the Committee 

includes public participation and awareness-raising initiatives on the work of the 

Committee. During these sessions the Committee emphasises the petitions process 

and the expectations members of the public may have in relation to the powers of the 

Committee.  However, as a Committee, we do not have a procedure in place to 

manage the expectations of the public. Prior to each hearing, the Chairperson explains 

the process the Committee follows to the petitioner and how the Committee will deal 

with the petition.  

 

Question 6 
Has your committee ever refused to consider petitions it has regarded as frivolous or 

vexatious? If so, please give some examples. 

 
 
RESPONSE 
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The Committee works on a referral system. In terms of Rule 234 after tabling a petition in the 

Council, the Chairperson of the Council must refer the petition to the Select Committee on 

Petitions and Executive Undertakings for consideration and report. 
 

Question 7 
Our Committee currently sets a limit of two pages for the submission of a principal petitioner 

and tabling Member. Do you have a length limit for submissions and does the principal 

petitioner have the right to respond in writing to responses to the petition? 

 

RESPONSE 
There is no page limit to petitions; in fact, the Committee encourages the inclusion of 

addendums to petitions as this assists the Committee in ascertaining the facts, relief sought 

and reasons for the relief sought.  

 

Question 8 
How has your committee dealt with any complaints from petitioners that oppose the committee 

closing/finalising their petition? 

 
RESPONSE 
The petitioner will have to write to the Chairperson of the National Council of Province (NCOP) 

outlining that he/she is dissatisfied with the outcome of the petition hearing. Thereafter, it will 

be the discretion of the Chairperson of the NCOP on how the complaint will be addressed.  

 

In cases where there is “new information” from the petitioner, the petitioner will still need to 

write to the Chairperson of the NCOP. The Committee may reconsider the matter if the new 

information would materially affect the outcome of the re-consideration of the matter.  

 

Question 9 
There is a summary of how our Committee handles petitions in the 4th paragraph of the 

submission invite letter, where a reference is made to the Committee’s 48th report. 

• Do you have any suggestions how we could improve our procedures and processes? 

 

RESPONSE 
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No, but can the Standing Committee provide us with information on how it addresses the public 

expectation gap? This is an issue the Committee has had problems dealing with. 
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