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India batted first on a very wet and sticky 
wicket. The bowling was opened by Wickins – 
coming in off a much-shortened run-up in def-
erence to his torn hamstring – and Hancock. 
When the first wicket fell in the eleventh over, 
India had nearly eighty runs on the board. 
Boulle and Leech pegged them back. Boulle, 

in particular, bowled exceptionally well and, 
after two overs had 2 for two including one 
maiden. Alan ended with 3 wickets, Leech 
with 2. 

Joubert bowled, Krige bowled, Hancock 
completed his seven. 

India B finished on 136.  

There are some things about which the 
less said the better. So it shall be. 

Wickets were tossed away with abandon. 
The opposition got their tails up, and before 
you could say ‘India who’, the match was 
over. 

South Africa was bowled out for an igno-
minious 28.  

The gloomiest of English days would not 
have done justice to our mood; cruelly, blue 
skies had been the order of the day. Secure 
in our seven points, we were downcast but 
not distraught. That was before politics inter-
vened. SriLanka had already withdrawn from 
the tournament in protest; the West Indies’ 
boycott was averted only by the English 
Solicitors surrendering their place in the semi-
finals to the islanders. Whatever the reason, 
in a bizarre morning of lobbying and deal-
making, the South African point for the aban-
doned match was done away with and our 
place in the semi-finals was lost to Pakistan. 
We agreed with the English solicitors that it 
was only right that we played them in the final 

play-offs, with both sides playing for nothing 
but bucketfuls of pride. 

At Churchill College the Solicitors batted 
first and scored 157 all out. Partington 
(7/36/1), Belger (7/13/2), Boulle (4/21/1), 
Leech (6/35/1), Lee (7/17/1) all bowled, but 
the pick of the day was Hancock who finished 
with 3 wickets in four overs and took two 
catches. In reply, South Africa scored the win-
ning runs with an over to spare – Belger top 
scoring with 55, Bunn 32, and Partington and 
Amm not out on 32 and 11 respectively. 

We had played five matches and won four 
of them – a very successful tour indeed! Most 
importantly of all, we had met our goals and 
had at all times played in the spirit of the 
game. In the process we had an enormous lot 
of fun to boot. 

In the result, the final was won by Australia, 
who beat India. In a Twenty/20 before the 
final, the two South African representatives 
again excelled: Turner scored 50 with the bat, 
Krige took a fine wicket.  

It is an understatement to say that I am 
enormously proud of the South African team 
and I am honoured to have been associated 
with it. I have no doubt that our next team 
– to play in the third LCWC in August 2011 
in Barbados – will go on to do even better 
and, just possibly, might have even more fun 
doing it!  

LAWYERS CRICKET

Message to the players by 

Hilton Epstein SC, chair of the 

Johannesburg Bar 

At a dinner party hosted by a colleague, the guests were predomi-

nately advocates accompanied by partners. As you can imagine, 

the advocates engaged in conduct for which we are notorious – 

the advocates spoke law, much to the chagrin of the non-lawyers. 

A colleague’s spouse had had enough. Known to be a somewhat 

cantankerous - former headmistress, now of some age, she 

assumed her headmistress posture. With arms folded and peering 

over her spectacles, she bellowed ‘You advocates really are one 

dimensional – you can’t talk about anything except law. If you were 

not in your profession you would be jobless’.  

I responded: ‘There is very little we advocates cannot do – we just 

prefer not to.’  

The IPL Twenty/20 cricket series had just come to an end in South 

Africa and, no doubt, this was on the mind of the headmistress. She 

said: ‘It would be more interesting if you spoke even about cricket’.  

I rose to the challenge. I told everyone about a recent divorce trial 

I had run for a wealthy businessman who had been bowled over by 

a maiden. He did not want to pay the large amount of maintenance 

his wife was seeking. However, they had enjoyed a lavish lifestyle 

and I told him he was on a sticky wicket. He insisted on testifying. 

With bat in hand he took to the stand. It was spectacular to see how 
the judge hit him for a six. I then told the non-lawyers how after 
each trial day we advise clients on the state of play. I regaled them 
with stories, including how I had once stumped a difficult opponent. 
I explained what it meant to appeal and how his appeal was upheld 
much to the anger of the ten other members of my team.  

I had by now attracted a large non-lawyer audience of guests. 
I was in my stride. I explained how judges are in fact umpires who 
must retire at 75. I also told them about Lord Denning and what a 
good innings he had. They enjoyed the anecdote about the advocate 
who tried to introduce a damaging document which had not been 
discovered. ‘That’s just not cricket’, said the judge. And when there 
was a power outage and all the electricity failed in the Court, the 
judge announced ‘bad light has stopped play.’ Finally, when some-
one asked where I practised, I said at the Johannesburg Bar which 
had celebrated a century in 2002.  

Rather chuffed now with my advocacy skills, I looked around for 
the headmistress. Alas, she had left. What a pity. I wanted to explain 
to her what an old bat is!  

At the Johannesburg Bar we are delighted to have representa-
tives playing in the world tournament. It is time to exchange bibs 
for boxes, remove robes and get runs; take off imaginary wigs and 
take wickets. 

I wish all those participating in the Lawyers Cricket World Cup 
a thoroughly enjoyable tournament. Winning would be nice. But 
creating new contacts, developing friendships and future bonds is 
what makes it all worthwhile. 

Where it all began 800 years ago: Leech, 
Combrinck and Aucamp in front of King’s 
College, Cambridge (Photo A. Boulle) 
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