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SUMMARY
SPILG, J:

CORRECTIONAL SERVICES- CONDITIONS RE AWAITING TRIAL DETAINEES 
· The applicant sought an urgent order holding members of the Department of Correctional Services (“DCS”) to be in contempt of a court order. Inter alia   he complained of being denied;

a. Access to a number of medical practitioners
b. Access to an educationist to determine the applicant’s needs
· Only a number of the alleged transgressions of the court order had immediate prejudicial consequences; the others were not urgent. Moreover in some instances it was not alleged that the officials or doctors failed to exercise their discretion in a manner that would render it subject to review.   
·  In terms of the original order:  “Should the applicant wish to register for the next academic year, he is to register such request with the Educationist serving the Centre in writing providing the line of study and the Academic Institution where such studies are to be pursued. Such a request shall be acted upon without undue delay.”
· The applicant contends that he also wished to enrol for a Visual Basic Course at UNISA but was thwarted 
· The order which DCS originally requested the court to grant was broad. But the DCS has only itself to blame. Irrespective of its breadth, the implementation of the order is always subject to at least the provisions of s 4(2) of the Correctional Services Act. Accordingly DCS may still require that the course requested, whether it involves encryption or computer programming, has to pass  s 4(2) scrutiny:  This may result in the legitimate  imposition of a limitation to unrestricted access to centres of learning or to the nature of courses that can be undertaken in cases where security risks are raised in respect of  providing access to sophisticated  technology (the capabilities of which may not be readily appreciated) or of a potential risk of loss of life. 
