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They are often not considered for 
work allocated for the 'previously 
disadvantaged.' How does one who 
is 'disadvantaged' look anyway? 

Juniors are forced to belittle them
sel ves with haggling, with struggling 
or enterprising attorneys (who take 
huge chunks of their fees) or by beg-
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It all started after the utter frustra
tion of failing to get a response to 
my application in 2004 to attend a 

three month advocacy training course 
in criminal law in England. During 
mid-2005, I decided to apply again 
and to take issue with the selection 
criteria of candidates. I called the sec

c retariat of the GCB and was referred to 
the convenor of the GCB's Advocacy 
Training Committee, Sharise Weiner 
SC, who requested me to submit my 
application. According to published 
reports in Advocate successful can
didates were all from the larger Bars, 
and having regard to my previous 
experience, I felt that I would not be 
selected. 

In my application I emphasised rep
resentivity and the marginalisation 
of small Bars. (My junior speech in 
2003 dealt with this topic .) A few 
days after submitting my application 
to the convenor, a colleague (who was 
one of my referees) informed me that 
the convenor had called her making 
enquiries about me. Apparently my 
background was impressive, but the 
snack was the size of my Bar. The 
concern was that I was the most junior 
of the applicants and as a result I was 
not going to impart what I would learn 
to anybody. It would be a miracle, I 
told myself, if I were accepted. 

ging for opportunities such as assess
ing or devilling with seniors. 

It is common cause that the atal 
Bar is currently bottom heavy. Of 
a total of 51 black juniors, 31 are 
Indian (20 male and 11 female). 

In as much as the livelihood of strug
gling juniors is of no consequence to 

The following week the convenor tele
phoned me to advise me that I would 
be one of the two juniors from South 
Africa to go to England for a week's 
training, starting on 29 September 
2005. It was unbelievable. I immedi
ately started preparing myself. 

Before my departure I was sent a bun
dle of documents and was allocated to 
the criminal and medical group. I told 
myself that they may have allocated 
me to a criminal group based on my 
CY, unaware that we no longer receive 
Legal Aid Board briefs. I insisted that 
I wanted civil and financial train
ing. I was sent the relevant material, 
although it was at the eleventh hour. 
I had a minimum of three full days to 
prepare before leaving South Africa. 

It was on Sunday, 28 September 2005, 
when I flew out of the country. This 
was not only an opportunity for me 
to go abroad for the second time but 
also to interact with judges and advo
cates from a different jurisdiction. We 
were accompanied by Judge Eberhard 
Bertelsmann of the TPD, who was 
one of the top judges who took part 
as trainers (see his report in 2005 
December Advocate 14). 

I was so eager to get started that I 
was the first person to arrive at Keble 
College, one of Oxford University 's 39 
colleges, where the training was held. 
The trainees were expected to be fully 
prepared before arrival in Oxford. I 
was in an unfortunate situation due to 
the fact that, as I had changed groups 
and received my material late, I had 
not been able to prepare like my 
colleagues. I, however, compensated 
for this by spending sleepless nights 
whilst my colleagues were enjoying 
drinks and socialising in the evenings. 

our colleagues, the very fact that we 
belong to a Bar and a noble profession, 
should instill a responsibility to col
leagues. What is being asked for is not 
a handout, ' not to eat fish for a day' but 
an opportunity to be here long enough 
to 'learn how to fish'. OJ 

The advocacy traInIng method has 
been reported on in Advocate, and I 
will not elaborate on it for purposes of 
this contribution. 

Unfortunately my flight back to 
Johannesburg was on the afternoon of 
the last day of the training. As a result 
I was able to participate only in the 
session where I presented my case as 
an advocate, and could not role-play 
a witness, which for my group was 
scheduled for the afternoon. 

For me time was very short. My col
leagues at home had requested me 
to greet the Queen on their behalf. 
Unfortunately I did not manage to 
do it. However, I managed to go on 
a two-hour guided tour with Judge 
Bertelsmann before our departure 
from London. 

I am now, if I may say so, a much 
better counsel than before. Things 
are totally different. My pigeon-hole 
is no longer exclusively used for the 
Bar account but also for lucrative 
briefs. I am no longer reminded to pay 
my Bar fees. This is because of the 
Oxford advanced international advo
cacy training exposure. 

I would like to send a word of appre
ciation to our Bar leadership and all 
my colleagues. My special thanks go 
to our support staff and Elize van den 
Heever of the GCB, who made my 
trip arrangements. I also wish to thank 
Sharise and her committee for con
sidering my Bar, given its size. I also 
thank members of our local Bench 
for their guidance when I appeared 
before them. I was able to withstand 
vigorous and intimidatory interven
tions by foreign judges because of the 
my experience at our local Bench. CD 
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