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IN THE HIGH COURT FOR ZAMBIA 2023/HPF/206
AT THE FAMILY COURT DIVISION

HOLDEN AT LUSAKA
{Clvil Jurisdiction)

IN THE MATTER OF:

AND
IN THE MATTER OF:

AND
IN THE MATTER OF:

AND
IN THE MATTE OF:

AND
IN THE MATTER OF:

AND
IN THE MATTER OF:

SECTIONS 3({1) AND 28 OF THE CHILDREN'S CODE AC NO.
12 OF 2022

SECTIONS 4, 6(1) (D) (E) {F), 24, 25(1), (2)(B}(P) OF THE
HIGHER EDUCATION ACT NO. 4 OF 2013

SECTIONS 2, 4(A) (D) (P) OF THE LAW ASSOCIATION OF
ZAMBIA CHAPTER 31 OF THE LAWS OF ZAMBIA

THE VIOLATION OF THE RIGHT TO EDUCATION OF LAW
STUDENTS AT THE UNIVERSITY OF ZAMBIA ON ACCOUNT OF
ACUTELY INADEQUATE LEARNING FACILITIES DUE TO
OVERENROLMENT

AN ORDER FOR THE UNIVERSITY OF ZAMBIA COUNCIL TO
PROVIDE THE SCHOOL OF LAW STUDENTS WITH THE
REQUISITE LEARNING FACILITIES SUITABLE AND
CONDUCIVE FOR LEARNING

AN ORDER THAT THE SCHOOL OF LAW REVERTS TO A NON-
£ MITTING SCHOOL STATUS SO AS TO ENABLE THE SCHOOL
TO DETERMINE AND QUALITATIVELY ADMIT STUDENTS
TAKING INTO ACCOUNT ITS LIMITATIONS OF RESOURCES

BETWEE

SIDNEY MUTALE NKOLE PETITIONER
AND

COUNCIL OF THE UNIVERSITY OF ZAMBIA 15T RESPONDENT
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space. He averred further that there was a huge number of students
who failed (o keep up with the harsh learning environment and the
mdignily associated with legal training at the University of Zambia and
decided to stay away from attending classes because they could not

bear with the inhumane and degrading environment that the I+

respondent had subjected them to.

It was deposed that the chronicled plight of the law students at the
University of Zambia required urgent measures to arrest the state of
continuing deprivation and violation of the right to education of the law
students. He stated that if the interim order was not granted to halt
and arrest the situation at.tl'le university, the concerned students
would suffer irreparable daméges that could not be atoned for by
damages from the court as they will be ill-equipped to sit for their
examinations. He also stated that the University was scheduled to
commence mid-year examinations in the months of June and July
while end of year examinations were in November, 2023, He explained
that failing a course or courses in the School of Law led to grave
consequences of being sent on part-time and losing government
sponsorship for those on loan schemes. He said that the huge potential
prejudice and damage could be forestalled by the Court granting the

said Order to reverse and halt the injustices that the law students were

subjected to.

He stated that the plummeting of the standards of legal training at the
University, which was the highest institution of learning in the
country, was a matter of public concern requiring urgent solutions

which included the court granting the order sought. He said that the
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Miss Chalwe added that apart from the physical learning theatres, the
I* respondent had a blended system of lcarning where lectures were
held via online

platforms called module-mect  which  could

accommodate 1000 students at a given time. She said that module
permitted the recording of lectures which are later shared with the

students and all learning materials arc posted on this platform and
could easily be accessed by the students.

That further measures by the 1% respondent to manage and control the
learning environment in the school of law led to the drastic reduction
in the on-spot admissions from the admitted 751 students in
2020/2021 academic year to only 150 students in the 2022/2023

which numbers could be supported by the teaching facilities at the
University.

It was the deponent’s averment that the 14 respondent had changed its
admissions system from on-spot admission which was first come, first
serve basis so long as the minimum entry requirements were met to
admissions on merit basis, and the total number of admissions being
informed by the recommended numbers of students by the school.
That the 15t respondent had demonstrated that it cared to give the best

education for its students by all the measurcs that had been
highlighted.

She asserted that the 1st respondent had also demonstrated that it was
in control of managing and ensuring that student learning centers were

suitable and adequate, That the application was therefore misplaced as





















