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Results 
A total of 133 candidates wrote the 

.L-\.June 1996 Bar examination. 
Ninety eight passed (of whom 38 
passed with sufficiently high marks to 
be exempted from oral examination, 
including three who had repeated 
pupillage). Of the remaining 60 who 
passed, 8 had repeated their pupillage. 
Of the 35 who failed, 22 failed outright 
and without being invited to an oral ex
amination. Eight of those who failed 
were candidates who had repeated their 
pupillage (one failing and seven fail
ing without being invited to an oral ex
amination). This represents an overall 
pass of73,68% which is slightly higher 
than the mean past results. 

A positive aspect of this examina
tion was the fact that the moderator, 
in his report on the legal writing pa
per, formed the view that the candi
dates generally appeared to have 
appreciated what was sought of them. 
Unfortunately the view expressed by 
the moderator who reported on the 
criminal procedure paper found the 
knowledge of the candidates to be 
abysmally low. Likewise the view of 
the moderator who reported upon the 
motion court paper similarly drew at
tention to the lack of knowledge and 
insight of the candidates, particularly 
in relation to the rules governing pro
visional sentence, summary judgment 
and applications. 

In view of the large number of pu
pils who participated in this intake, it 
became necessary because of the in

. 	creased workload upon members of the 
board, particularly those concerned 
with the marking of papers and mod
erating, to resort to the appointment 
of further co-examiners in legal writ

ing. In this regard the board resolved 
that the two members of the Johan
nesburg Bar who were so co-opted be 
formally appointed deputy examiners 
for legal writing, to be called upon 
when required from time to time. 

A total of73 pupils attended the orals 
at the four main centres and it was sig
nificant that, despite the concerns ex
pressed by the moderators in relation to 
the written papers, many of the pupils 
were able to rehabilitate themselves in 
the oral examinations (which may have 
a bearing upon the new training pro
gramme). Notably 34 of the pupils who 
had failed the written paper in motion 
court, 12 in criminal procedure and ten 
in civil trials all converted their failures 
to passes, some attaining good marks 
in the oral examinations. 

Syllabus 
Further to my previous report in re
spect of the November 1995 examina
tion, the subcommittee appointed by 
the board completed its task and a new 
syllabus in all subjects will be made 
available to all Bars by not later than 
I August 1996, being the date upon 
which it will take effect in replacement 
of the old syllabus. 

Venue 
The venue for the board meeting was 
altered to one of the conference rooms 
at the new Arbitration Foundation of 
South Africa premises in Sandton. This 
was found to be very convenient and 
suitable, particularly in that it reduced 
the travelling of the Pretoria members 
of the board, and the board resolved that 
it continue to hold its meetings at this 
venue. 

Period of pupillage 
The board recommended inter alia 
that the General Council of the Bar 

- invite all constituent Bars to 
pass, or amend, as the case 
may be, a suitable resolution 
that no pupil be permitted to 
do more than two periods of 
pupillage, save in exceptional 
circumstances and with the 
consent of the Bar council 
concerned, and that, further
more, this resolution apply 
nation-wide and not merely at 
the Bar where the pupil did his 
pupillage; 

- cause a national list to be cir
culated to constituent Bars re
flecting the names of pupils 
who have had two periods of 
unsuccessful pupillage at a 
particular Bar so that a check 
can be carried out to ascertain 
whether any have moved on to 
another Bar without disclos
ing the fact that they either 
have been refused further 
pupillage or have not applied 
for special exemption; 

- ask all constituent Bars to 
adopt a resolution that no pu
pil may interrupt or reduce his 
period of pupillage to sit as an 
assessor or to act as pro deo 
counsel, save in exceptional 
circumstances and with the 
consent of the Bar council; 

- remind all constituent Bars 

that the attention of pupi Is 
must be drawn to the ruling on 
illegible handwriting which 
was circulated previously to all 
Bars. m 
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