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SRD GRANT APPEAL HEARING
PRESS KIT

1. PURPOSE OF THIS MEDIA PACK

This media pack provides journalists with verified legal background, case history, key documents,
prior reporting, and official contacts relating to the appeal of the Social Relief of Distress (SRD) grant
judgment before the Supreme Court of Appeal. It is intended as a factual reference tool to support
accurate and contextual reporting.

2. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY (FOR EDITORS)

The state’s appeal of the High Court judgment in the SRD grant matter will be heard by the Supreme
Court of Appeal on 25 August 2026 in Bloemfontein. The case was brought by the Institute for
Economic Justice (IEJ) and #PayTheGrants, represented by the Socio-Economic Rights Institute (SERI).

In January 2025, the North Gauteng High Court found that critical aspects of the SRD grant system
were unlawfully designed in a manner that excluded millions of otherwise eligible applicants, and
declared key provisions unconstitutional and invalid. The Court further found that the system’s
design included barriers that prevented access to social assistance and required government to
address these defects.

3. UPCOMING CIVIL SOCIETY AND MEDIA BRIEFING

The Institute for Economic Justice (IEJ) invites members of the media, civil society organisations and
interested stakeholders to attend a virtual briefing ahead of the Supreme Court of Appeal hearing on
the Social Relief of Distress (SRD) grant.

This briefing will provide an overview of the Social Relief of Distress (SRD) grant appeal, the key
issues before the Supreme Court of Appeal hearing, and the broader implications of the
government's appeal ahead of the hearing on 25 August 2026.

The session is intended to equip journalists, editors and civil society organisations with the legal and
policy context needed to report on the hearing and understand what is at stake for millions of people
who rely on the SRD grant.

Event details
Date: Thursday, 13 August 2026

Time: 4 PM


https://iej.org.za/wp-content/uploads/2025/01/IEJ_Social-Relief-of-Distress-Grants_HC-judgment.pdf
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Platform: Zoom
Speakers: Institute for Economic Justice (IEJ), #PayTheGrants, and partner organisations.

Registration: https://us02web.zoom.us/meeting/register/mjKBG9rpTze7yTygxVQkmA

4. KEY CONTEXT FOR REPORTERS

The appeal concerns whether the government's design and administration of the Social Relief of
Distress (SRD) grant unlawfully excludes millions of eligible people from accessing social assistance.
While the litigation raises several constitutional and administrative law issues, the case can broadly
be understood through three interconnected themes:

1. Exclusion

The applicants argue that the SRD grant system has been deliberately designed in ways that exclude
eligible people from receiving support. These include the online-only application system, flawed bank
verification and database checks, restrictive income assessments, and an appeals process that simply
repeats the same defective verification mechanisms. The High Court found that these systems were
unlawful and unconstitutional because they prevented millions of otherwise eligible people from
accessing their constitutional right to social assistance.

2. Grant value and eligibility thresholds

The case also concerns the adequacy of the SRD grant and the income threshold used to determine
eligibility. The grant remains R370 per month while the food poverty line stands at R855, and the
means-test threshold has remained frozen at R624 despite rising inflation and living costs. If the
grant had kept up with inflation since 2020, it would now be over R470. The applicants argue that
government has a constitutional obligation to progressively improve access to social assistance,
rather than allowing both the value of the grant and eligibility thresholds to deteriorate in real terms.

3. Non-payment of approved beneficiaries

The litigation also challenges the failure to pay many people who have already been approved for the
SRD grant. Millions of beneficiaries continue to experience delayed or missed payments despite
having successfully qualified. The applicants argue that approval without payment amounts to a
denial of the constitutional right to social assistance.

Collectively, these issues raise broader constitutional questions about whether the state may use
administrative systems and budgetary constraints to limit access to social assistance, and whether it
is meeting its obligation to progressively realise the right to social security under section 27 of the
Constitution.

5. KEY LEGAL BACKGROUND AND CASE HISTORY


https://us02web.zoom.us/meeting/register/mjKBG9rpTze7yTyqxVQkmA
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The SRD litigation was initiated in July 2023 by IEJ and #PayTheGrants, represented by SERI,
challenging regulations and administrative systems governing access to the grant.

Key developments include:

November 2023: Minister of Finance intervenes in the case, opposing aspects of relief
sought

March 2024: IE) and #PayTheGrants file replying affidavit responding to state’s defence
October 2024: Matter heard in the North Gauteng High Court

January 2025: High Court delivers judgment in favour of IEJ and #PayTheGrants, finding
unconstitutional exclusionary design elements in the SRD system

2025-2026: State files appeal

25 August 2026: Appeal to be heard at the Supreme Court of Appeal in Bloemfontein

The High Court found that the SRD system unlawfully excluded millions of eligible people and

required structural remedial action, including reform of eligibility and access mechanisms.

6. KEY FINDINGS FROM HIGH COURT JUDGMENT

The High Court judgment found, among other things, that:

the SRD grant system is not temporary as claimed by government

the online-only application system is irrational and exclusionary

bank verification and database checks are flawed and unlawful in their effect
the appeals process repeats defective exclusion mechanisms

government must address the inadequacy of both the grant value and eligibility thresholds

7. KEY JOURNALISTIC ANGLES

The three core issues before the Supreme Court of Appeal: exclusion, grant value and
eligibility thresholds, and non-payment of approved beneficiaries. Constitutional right to
social assistance in Section 27, and resulting state obligations

The principle of progressive realisation of rights (rights and access cannot be rolled back)
Is fraud really rife in the social grant system, who is responsible for fraud, are measures to
address it proportionate, and are the real culprits being targeted?

Whether administrative systems unlawfully exclude eligible beneficiaries by design
Public finance and affordability of social protection systems

Digital exclusion, the digital divide, and access to government services

Legal precedent for rights provisioning in South Africa

National Treasury usurping the policymaking role of DSD to impose austerity agenda

8. KEY DOCUMENTS AND PRIOR REPORTING
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Journalists may consult the following resources for background and verification:

1. Policy brief: Litigating the Right to Social Assistance (SRD case)

2. Joint statement: |EJ, #PayTheGrants and SERI launch SRD litigation

3. Joint Statement: SRD grant appeal hearing set for 25 August, social assistance for millions at

stake

North Gauteng High Court judgment

GroundUp reporting on SRD exclusion and litigation

Newzroom Afrika on SRD grants regulations to be challenged

Founding affidavit

SRD Grant Court Case | IEJ and PTG Closing Argsument
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PRESS CONFERENCE | IEJ and #PTG go to court to challenge unfair exclusion of millions from

SRD grant

10. UBIG Factsheet 12 | Poverty targeting pitfalls: The drivers and impacts of widespread

exclusion from the SRD grant

11. Rights Vs. Austerity: The Battle For Decent Universal Basic Income In South Africa

12. UBIG Factsheet 13 | Going after the gogos: South Africa’s ‘welfare fraud’ crackdown

13. Financing factsheet

9. QUOTES FOR ATTRIBUTION

The following quotations are drawn from public statements issued by the Institute for Economic
Justice (IEJ) and #PayTheGrants in relation to the SRD grant appeal. Journalists are welcome to use
these excerpts with attribution to the named spokespersons.

"The stakes could not be higher. As the Covid-19 Social Relief of Distress (SRD) grant lifeline dwindles
amidst food and fuel price escalation, desperation simmers, and millions of impoverished adults
remain arbitrarily excluded." - Gilad Isaacs (IEJ, Executive Director)

"Rather than implementing the Court's order, government has chosen to appeal. As the R370 grant
continues to shrink in value amid rising food, fuel and living costs, millions of impoverished adults
remain excluded or at risk of exclusion." - Hamadziripi Tamukamoyo (IEJ, Programme Director)

"The appeal is therefore not a technical legal dispute. It is a fight over the constitutional right to
social assistance and whether the government can evade that obligation through administrative
barriers and arbitrary budget caps, devoid of any clear policy considerations or assessment of
demonstrable and growing need." - Kelle Howson (IEJ, Senior Researcher)


https://iej.org.za/resource/policy-brief/srd-court-case-litigating-the-right-to-social-assistance/
https://iej.org.za/press-room/statements/joint-statement-iej-ptg-seri_srd-court-case/
https://iej.org.za/press-room/statements/srd-appeal-hearing-set-for-25-august-social-assistance-for-millions-at-stake/
https://iej.org.za/press-room/statements/srd-appeal-hearing-set-for-25-august-social-assistance-for-millions-at-stake/
https://iej.org.za/wp-content/uploads/2025/01/IEJ_Social-Relief-of-Distress-Grants_HC-judgment.pdf
https://groundup.org.za/article/millions-of-people-are-being-unfairly-turned-down-for-r350-srd-grant-says-institute/
https://youtu.be/bet3Fp4DHwU?si=7lkAn6PNKtv1YPmy
https://iej.org.za/wp-content/uploads/2023/07/IEJ-PTG-v-DSD-SASSA-Founding-Affidavit-Supporting-Affidavits.pdf
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=5XZM3bDeIUE
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=bi0YNQtMD-c
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=bi0YNQtMD-c
https://iej.org.za/resource/factsheet/ubig-factsheet-12-drivers-and-impacts-of-widespread-exclusion-from-the-srd-grant/
https://iej.org.za/resource/factsheet/ubig-factsheet-12-drivers-and-impacts-of-widespread-exclusion-from-the-srd-grant/
https://www.socialprotectionfloorscoalition.org/wp-content/uploads/2024/10/2024-R2SSC-Case-Studies-South-Africa.pdf
https://iej.org.za/resource/factsheet/ubig-factsheet-13-going-after-the-gogos-south-africas-welfare-fraud-crackdown/
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"The government's appeal demonstrates an ongoing disregard for the rights and needs of poor and
working-class communities." - Daddy Mabe (#PayTheGrants)

"The government cannot publicly pledge to retain and improve the SRD grant while arguing in court
to sustain its exclusionary measures." - General Alfred Moyo (#PayTheGrants)

"This litigation is therefore about preserving and realising the fundamental constitutional rights of
the most vulnerable people in South Africa as envisaged in section 27 of the Constitution." - Siyanda
Baduza (IEJ, Junior Researcher)

"The Constitution requires the government to progressively realise the right to social assistance for
those unable to support themselves. This means existing provisions must be improved over time, and
the government cannot roll back access." - Kelle Howson (IEJ, Senior Researcher)

"We do not view the government's appeal (purely) as a technical legal manoeuvre, but rather an
attack on the right of millions of South Africans to sufficient social assistance and food."- Daddy
Mabe (#PayTheGrants)

"The relief we seek does not ask the Court to set policy for the government. It is a clarion call for the
government to implement its own policy promises in accordance with the Constitution." Gilad Isaacs
(IEJ, Executive Director)

"Social assistance is the most immediate and most powerful weapon against hunger, and the
Constitution makes it clear that the government has a duty to gradually realise the right to sufficient
social assistance." - Kelle Howson (IEJ, Senior Researcher)

"We hope the Supreme Court of Appeal will affirm that the government cannot evade constitutional
duties through administrative hacks and budget caps." - Shikwane Makoga (IEJ, Researcher)

The above quotations may be used with attribution to the quoted personnel.

10. MEDIA LIAISON AND CONTACT DETAILS

Media enquiries, interview requests, and briefing coordination should be directed to IEJ Senior
Communications Officer, Given Sigaugwe at given.sigaugwe@iej.org.za or 0739882870.

11. MEDIA ACCESS AND AVAILABILITY

24 August 2026: IEJ Senior Researcher, Kelle Howson, is available for interviews in Bloemfontein after
3pm

25 August 2026: On-site media availability in Bloemfontein before and after the court proceedings,
and during breaks

12. BROADCASTING THE HEARING


mailto:given.sigauqwe@iej.org.za
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The Institute for Economic Justice (IEJ), in collaboration with SMWX, will produce a recorded edition
of the Supreme Court of Appeal hearing. The recording will feature key moments from the
proceedings, expert analysis, and reflections on the significance of the case, and will be published on
SMWHX's digital platforms after the hearing.

Any organisation wishing to record or broadcast court proceedings must first obtain permission from
the Supreme Court of Appeal in accordance with the Court's broadcasting procedures.

13. COURT HEARING

Journalists planning to attend the hearing in person should note that entry to court premises is
subject to the Office of the Chief Justice's access control procedures in terms of the Control of
Access to Public Premises and Vehicles Act (Act 53 of 1985).

Media attending the court should be prepared to:

Present a valid form of identification.

Comply with all security screening procedures.

Submit bags and equipment for inspection where required.
Follow all instructions issued by authorised security personnel.

Observe any access restrictions or conditions imposed by the Court.

Journalists are encouraged to arrive well in advance of the scheduled proceedings to allow sufficient
time for security screening.
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