IN THE SOUTH GAUTENG HIGH COURT, JOHANNESBURG

(REPUBLIC OF SOUTH AFRICA)

CASE NO: 13/11068

In the matter between:

JUSTIN JOHN BITTER N.O.

as curafor ad fifem to ANTHONY DE PONTES Applicant
and
RONALD BOBROFF & PARTNERS INC First Respondent

ROAD ACCIDENT FUND Second Respondent
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!, the undersigned,
PHILIPPA JANE FARRAJ

do hereby make oath and say that:




11,

1.2,

2.1.

2.2,

58]

| am an adult female allomey, practising as such as a

professional assistant at Ronald Bobroff & Partners Inc, the First

Respondent herein.

I am duly authorised to depose fo this affidavit and the facts
herein contained are, unless otherwise stated, within my own

personal knowledge and are to the best of my knowledge and

belief both frue and correct,

I am the atforney at ihe First Respondent that attended to and

finalised the action instituted by Anthony de Pontes (‘the
Plaintiff’) against the Road Accident Fund in respect of the

injuries sustained by the Plaintiff in a motor vehicle collision

* which occurred on 2 September 2007 and in which he

sustained a spinal. cord injury at the level of C5/C6, in

consequence whereof he was rendered quadripiegic:

| have read the notice of motion and founding affidavit of the

Applicant, Justin John Bitter, in the present application as well as

"the notice of motion and founding affidavit of Alta de Pontes (the

Plaintiff's mother} in the, application for the appointment of a
curator ad fitem and where necessary will respond thereto

hereunder.




3.
C34
3.2,
IN LININE
4.
4.1.

It is disputed that the Applicant has the Jocus standi to launch the
present application. In addition, it is submitted thét the order

appointing the Applicant as curator ad fitem to the Plaintiff falls to

be set aside and discharged.

For the aforesaid reasoris, | intend setting out in limine hereto
the basis of such contentions and shali thereafter, where

necessary, deal with the contents of the aforesaid affidavits.

After receipt of the present application by the First Respondent, |

was shown a copy of the ex parfe application under Case No:

08344/13 for the appointment of the Applicant as curator ad e

40 the Plaintiff. A copy of the aforesaid application and founding

affidavit is annexed hereto marked annexure “A”. A copy of the
court order issued on 12 March 2013 is annexed hereto marked

annexure “BY,

Z& -
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4.3.

4.4,

- 42,

-As. appears from the said aforegoing, an application was

launched ex parte by the Plaintiff's mother for an order, inter alie,
appolnting the Applicant as curator ad lifem to the Plaintiff “for

the purpose of investigating the question of whether the patient

is capable of managing his own affairs and fo repoit to the court

on this question” (my underlining}.

As appears from the founding affidavit, the Plaintiif, Anthony de
Pontes, is an adult male, born on 8 May 1987 and is prasently 26

years of age. It records that he was rendered quadriplegic In the

said motor vehicle .accident and has been rendered immobile
and Unemployable by the accident. It is also allegad that the
Plainiiff, as a result of his horfic permanent injuries, is unable to

manage his affairs.

No information or evidence whatsoever is furnished as to the
basis upon which it is alleged that the Plainfiif is unable to
manage his own affairs or the basis upon which the ?Iainﬁﬁ
.required the appointment of a curafor ad litem. Nowhere ,in the
affidavit is it alleged that the Plaintiff was aware of the Jaunching

of the application or that-he had, in any way, consented to it.




5.1.

5.2.

5.3.

54,

Appointment of curators are gove%ned by the provisions of Rule
57 of the Rules of the above Honourable Court. Rules 57(1)

provides as follows!

“Any person desirous of making application to the court for

an order declaring another person {hereinafter referred o

as "the patient) to be of unsound mind and as such
jncapable of managing his affajrs, and appointing a curafor
fo the person or property of such patient shall in the first
instance apply to the court for the appointment of a curator
ad litem to such patient.”

The Applicant is required to fully set out, infer alia, the facts and

circumnsiances relie& on to show that the patient is of unsound

mind and incapable of managing his affairs {Rule 57(2)(e))-

The application shall as far as possibie be supported by an
affidavit by at least one person to whom the patient is well known
and contalning such facts and information as are within the
.deponent’s own knowledge concerning the patien{'s menta}

condition (Rule 57(3)(a)).

The application shall furtherniore be supported by affidavits by at
least two medical prar}t.itioners one of whom shall, where

practicable, bhe an alienist who has conducted recent

ZN




g8.1.

8.
- B.2.

7.
7.1

examinations of the patient with a view fo ascertaming an

reporting upon his mental condition and in their opinion whether

the patient is incapable of managing his affairs (Rule 57(3)}.

In her founding affidavit, the PlajntifPs mother records that the
Plaintif did not suffer any form of head injury whatsoever and
indeed acknowledges that the Plaintiff is compos mentis. She
contends, however, without reference 1o any facts or evidence
whaisoever, that the Plaintiff is- unable to manage his affairs

merely due to the fact that he is a quadriplegic.

In the circurnstances, the application does not in any way comply
with the reguirements of Rule 57. The affidavit in \;)'upport of the

application for the. appointment.of a curator ad fitem to the

Plaintiff fails to set out any faciual circumstances which is

essential as the basis fo obtain an order for the appointment of a
curator ad litem to determine Wheiher the Plaintiff is of unsound
mind and incapable of managing his affairs as is required in

terms of the provisions of Rule 57.

In preparation for the action against the Road Accident Fund,
both 1 and counse! consulted with the Plaintiff who was fully alert

and aware and undoubtedly able to manage his affairs albeit that

P‘I"Ii%%9




7.2.

7.3,

7.4.

he is physicaﬂy incapacitated. in addition, the Plaintiff was

examined by a host of medico-legal experts inciudinglal

neurosurgeon, psychiairist and neuropsychologist.

Dr CM Lewer-Allen — Neurosurgeon examined the Plaintiff on
31 August 2010. A copy of the report of Dr Lewer-Allen is

annexed hereto marked annexure “GhM,

As éppears from annexure “C* hereto in his clinical neurological
examination of the Plaintiff, Dr Lewer-Allen reported that Plaintiff

presented in a wheelchair, but was orientated and was mentally

intact. Nowhere is it suggested by Dr Lewer-Allen that the -

Plaintiff was of unsound mind or unable to manage his own

affairs or required the assistance of a curator ad litem:

The Plaintiff was, in addition, exami.ned by Dr Leon Fine —
Psychiatrist on § October 2010. A copy of the report of Dr Fine
is annexed herelo marked annexure «p”. The report confirms
that the Plaintiff was not unconscious in the colfision at all and
that there was no head -injury. Dr Fine records the details of the
accident, and its effect on the 'Plain’[iff hoth physically. and

emotionalzy, at pages 3-7 of annexure “D”.




7.8,

—_——

7.7.

| As gb;j'éér'é{'fmm the repott, the Plaintiff's memory is g id

there is no problem \;vith his brain. Dr Fine concludes, “his ability
fo function occupationally depends almost completely upon
overcoming the restrictions imposed by his physical impairments
and not on any psychiatric condition. Mentally, he appears fo be
completely funcfionéﬁy intact, a sifustion of awareness which
would actually increase as his psychiatric defence mechanism of

denial would be reduced with treatment

In the opinion of Dr Fine, psychiatric‘aily, the need for curatorship
does not arise, but due to physicai impairment, consideration

should be given to some form of protection of monies awarded.

The Plaintiff furthermore undenwent a neuropsychological
assessment by Bev van Zyl - Neuropsychologist on 21 Qctober
2010, A copy of the report of Ms van Zyl is annexed hereto

marked annexure "E”.

As appears from annexure “£7 herelo, it is algain reported that
there was no loss of consciousness and no head injury. The test
results and p{oﬁle; from the neurological assleésment were not
consistent with head injury and tﬁe test scores Werezin the
expected range. -Ms van Zyl concluded that the Plaintiff is
" cognitively  intact, buf. is limited by his major physical

impairments.



7.8.

w

Al of the reports were in the possession of the Applicant when
this application was launched, yet the Applicant falls to make any

reference thereto in his founding affidavit.

in the premises, it is respectfully submitted that the ex parte application for

the appointment of a curator ad fitem to the Plaintiff did not comply with

the provisions of Rule 57 and, in the circumstances, it is respectiully

_submitted that the order was erroneously granted. As appears from the

notice of motion filed simultaneously herewith, application will be made

that the order appointing the Applicant as curator to the Plaintiff be set

aside. The contents of this affidavit will be used as the founding affidavit in

support of such application.

9.1

9.2.

In the event of this Honourable Court not setfing aside the said
order, it is in any event submitted that the Applicant does not

have the power or authority to launch the present application.

As appears from thie order granted appointing the Applicant as
curator ad litern 10 the Plainiiff, the Applicant was appointed for
the purposes of investigating the questién of whether the Plaintiff
is capable of managing his own affairs and to report to the court

on this question.

P
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10.

9.3.

9.4,

9.5.

16.1.

10

In terms of the provisions of Rule 57(5), upon his appointmenja
curator shall, without delay, interview the patient and shall infofm
him of the purpose and hature of the application. He is thereafter

required to prepare and file a report,

Notwithstanding the aforegoing, there is no indication or

sugéestion in the present application that the Applicant has, in
any way, interviewed the patient or informed him in any respect

as to the nature and effect of the order granted.

As appears from the aforegoing, the Plaintiff is mentally fully
intact and in a position to conduct his own aﬁairsland certainly in
a position to consider and detérmine whether he wishes fo
institute a claim against the First Respondent or not. Should the
Plaintiff wish to dispute or challenge the fees charged or take
any other steps or action against the First Respondent, he is
perfectly capable of doing sc; in his own name and unassisted by

a curator.

The Avplicant is not vested with the power of authority to launch
the present application or seek the refief which is sought. In the

notice of motion hereto.




11.

10.2.

10.3.

1.1

11.2.

11

Any powers which the Applicant may have must, of necessity,
only be vested in him subject 1o the court being satisfied that the
Plaintiff is not capable of managing his own affairs and requires

a curator to represent him and to {ake steps on his behalf,

I regard is had to the provisions of the order granted, the relief
which the App!ioant seeks in the present application are not
w‘ﬁhin the powers granted to the Applicant in terms of his

appoiniment as curator ad litem.

1n addition, the relief presently soyght by the Applicant against
the First Respondent is premised on the basis that the fee
agreement  conciuded between the Plaintiff and the First
Respondent is invalid and of ﬁo force or effect. The Applicant
hases this contention on the recent Full Bench decisions in the
North Gauteng High Court in Pe La Guerre & SAAPIL ¥
Winister of Justice & Others referred. to in the founding-

affidavit.

To the knowledge of the Applicant and his attorneys of record,

leave 1o éppeai has been sought against hoth of ihose '

judgments and it is anticipated that the final determination of the

,-x
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validity of the contingency fee agreement concluded between t
parties will be determined by the Appeal Court in due course. |
such circumstances, the Jaunching of the present application is

premaiture.

12, 1t is furthermore abundantly clear that the nature of the relief sought is not

13.

appropriate in motion proceedings and any relief of the nature sought by

the Applicant (or‘indeed the Plaintiff in his personal capacity) must, by

necessity, be brought by way of action.

13.1,

13.2.

Prior to the filing of this answering affidavit and on 30 Aprit 2013,

a letter was addressed by First Respondent's attorney of record

to Applicant's attorney of record ad"«ising that the application

appointing the Applicant as curator ad fitem was Hii-founded in

'ihat the Plaintiff, although immobile, stil retains the mental

capacity to administer his own affairs. The Applicant was
accordingly invited to withdraw the application. A copy of the

aforesaid letter is annexed hereto marked annexure g S

In response to the aforegoing, the Applicant's attomeys
responded in terms of a letter dated 2 May 2013 recording that
the contents of the said lettér was without any rational basis in
fact or in law. A copy of the said lefter is annexed hereto marked

annexure 37,
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4.

15.

18.

17.

13

13.3. As recorded in annexure “G”, in such circumstances, the First
Respondent intends seeking a special costs order against the

Applicant as well as against his attorneys of record,

To the extent that it is necessary, 1 briefly deal with the contents of the

founding affidavit. 1 do, however, resenve to myself the right to deal with
the contents of such affidavit more fully in due course should same prove

necessary.
AD PARAGRAPHS 1 AND 2

Save for denying that the allegations contained in the affidavit are within
the deponent’s personal knowledge or that they are {rue and correct, the

contents hereof are admitted.
AD PARAGRAPHS 3 AND 4

As appears more fully above, | d:spu'te' the validity of the appointment of
the Applicant as curator ad litem to the Plaintiff and dtspute the focus

standi of the Applicant in the present proceedings.
AD PARAGRAPHS 5,8 AND 7

The contents hereof are admiited.

/e
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18. AD PARAGRAPHS 8 — 11

18.1.

18.2.

| dispute that the Second Respondent has any interest in the
present application or that the Second Respondent should have

been joined as a party to these proceedings.

No case whatsosver is made for the basis upon which it is

contended that the Second Respondent has an interest in these

proceedings and it is respectfully submitted that the joinder of the -

Second Respondent hereto constitutes a misjoinder and an
abuse of the processes of court and was done merely in an

éttempt to ernbarrass the First Respondent.

19. AD PARAGRAPHS 12 -14 -

19.1.

18.2.

The circumstances of the collision are not as described by the
deponent in paragraph 12 of his affidavit nor are they as
described by the Plaintiff's mother in the application for the

appointment of the curafor ad fitem at paragraph 9 thereof.

The deponent contends that the Plaintiff was a passenger in a
vehicle that was stationary at a yield sign and was struck from

behind by another vehicle. The Plaintiff's mother contends that

the Plaintiff was a rear'seat passenger in a vehicle that was

P181




19.3.

15

stationary at a red traffic light which vehicle was struck from
behind by “a drunk driver. The actual version of the
circumstances of the collision as furnished by the Plaintiff fo the
First Respondent appears from the affidavit of the Plaintiff date

6 August 2008, a copy whereo_f 1 annex hereto marked annexure

v
HH”

As appears from the affidavit, the Plaintiif was a back seat
passenger in a motor vehicle which éntered a dual carriageway
in the face of an oncoming vehicle which was approaching in the
left hand lane. Plaintiff's driver moved into the right hand lane at

which time the oncoming vehicle also moved into the right hand

lane thereby colliding Into the rear of the vehicle in which the

Plaintiff was a passenger.

As appears from the affidavit and the~particu!ars of claim in the
action against the Seconé 'Respondent, the vehicle which
allegedly collided with the Plaintiff's vehicle was unidentified as it
was not found at the scene of the coliision, and the action was
instituted against the Second Respondent in respect of an

unidentified motor vehicle.

'Zé\
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18.5. The issue of liability was always of grave concern to me having
(-regard to the allegation that an unidentified motor vehicle caus

the collision and that no other vehicle was ever located. ltis aiso

apparent from the varying versions now presented that the

aspect of négligence and liability was far from clear.

18.6. it is, however, incoﬁceivable fo me that 'the deponent should
make an affidavit incorrectly 'purporﬁng to record the factual
basis of ’(Ee collision. In addition, the deponent does not attempt
to correct or make reference to the; blatantly false version of the
P!aintiff’s mother, nor explain why despite being in possession of
all doéumentation including the af:fidavit of the Plainkiff and the
pértic;uiars of claim, and also having free access to the Plaindiff,

the true version is not placed before this Honourable Court,

19.7. No explanation is furnishéd by the Applicant’s attorneys who also
represented Plaintiif's mother. in the curator application as to wh_y
two diﬁe‘rent versions of the collision are recorded on vath by the
two pariies and why the contents of the Plaintiff's affidavit were

not disclosed to this Honourable Court.
20. AD PARAGRAPHS 1524

The details of the Plaintiff's injuries and his functionality are fully set out in

the various medico-legal reports obtained in prepafat]on for the trial.

Zc
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21. AD PARAGRAPH 25

21.%

21.2.

21.3.

On 6 September 2007 (not 2011 as alieged), Mr and Mrs de
Pontes (the parents of the Plaintiff) consulted with Robert (not
Kevin) Wilson, a sehior candidate atforney then in the employ of
the First Respondent. Mr Wilson is presently a practising
member of the Johannesburg Bar and; { am advised, if
hecessary, will festify with régard to his consultations and

ﬁeaiings with the Plaintiff and his parents.

At such meeting, the Plaintiff's father signed a percentage

contingency fee agreement, a copy whereof is annexed herefo

marked annexure “’. This agreement was subsequently

confirmad by the Plaintiff as appears from his thumb prints at the

foot of each page of stich agfeément.

This agreement constituted the - common  law contingency
agreement which | am advised had been approved and
endorsed by the Law Sociely of the Northern Provinces and

which forms the subject matter of the dispute in De La Guerre

- application which is présen‘dy subject to leave to appeal.

220
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22.

23.

24,

18

AD PARAGRAPH 26

The Plaintiff's claim was by no means assured for the reasons as set ou

above and, in addition, by virtue of the fact that the Plzintiff was an -

unsecured passenger and was not wearing his seatbelf. There was, tomy
mind, indeed a real risk attached to the prosecution of Plainiiff's claim and

the issue of liability was only conceded approximately two days prior to the

trial.
AD PARAGRAPH 27

The contents hereof constitule inadmissible hearsay. In any event at no

time during the entire conduct of this matter or thereafter was the issue of.

the fee disputed or challenged.
AD PARAGRAPHS 28 - 30

24 1. The First Respondent has effected a full and comprehensive
accounting to the Plaintiff in respect of monies due pursuant o

the fee agreement concluded between the p_arties.

242, There is always an inevitable delay from the date of setflement

until final accounting before payment is made o a client. In this:

instance, paymént was received from the Second Respondent

almost 2 months after setﬂément of the matter. A party and

party bill has to be drawn and taxed and payment of the taxed



24.3.

=

1

QZ)

24 4.

18

bill must be received, In this instance, payment from the Second
Respondent was received almost iwo months -after the
setlement of the matter. The Plaintiff was advanced an amount
of R50,000.00 prior to receipt of any funds and the amount
earmarked in respect of past hospital and m_edical expenses wés
" invested in an interest bearing account and the Plaintiff

benefitted by the interest earned.

it is inconceivable that the Applicant omits to attach page 2 of

annexure *JJB7” to its papers with regard fo the alleged delay in

A N

effecting payment pursuant to the seftlement award. | annex
hereto marked annexure “J* a complete copy of my letter to the

Plaintiff dated 30 March 2011 including page 2 thereof.

As appears from page 2, the Plaintiff is advised that an amount

of RG71.690.05 was allocated in respect of outstanding medical

aid charges. The Plaintiff's mother had informed me that they

were querying the amount due to the medical aid and instructed '

me not to effect payment to the medical aid untif such time as
they had resolved ﬂ‘ﬂs. it was only some months later that | was
instructed fo effect payment of the amount due to the medical aid
which 1 duly did. Thereafter, a ﬁﬁai account was prepared for the
" Plaintiff and a final payment of R40,170.80 was "effected
including interest which had accrued on monies held on

Plaintiff's behalf.

7c
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26. AD PARAGRAPHS 38-60

25.1. It is respectfully submitted that the contents hereof are irrelevant
to the present application and have no bearing on the issues

presently in dispute between the parties.

25.2. As stated above, it-is respectfully submitted that the Applicant
" has no Jocus standi.to represent the Plaintiff in these
proceedings and in addition has ‘no authority to deal with the

'iésues contained herein. Should fhe Plaintiff have any disputes

or issues with fega_rd to the manner in which | and the First
Respondent dealt with his action, then he is entitled to raise

same and we shall deal with this :at the appropriate time and in

the appropriate forum.

25.3. | accordingly reserve fo myself and the First Respondent the
right {o deal with the contents hereof at the appropriate time, if

necessary.

WHEREFORE 1 pray that it may please this Honourable Gourt to dismiss the

costs de bonis propriis and on the attorney and own client scale,

el
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DEPONENT ' \

SIGNED AND SWORN TO BEFORE ME AT ) 5 vianNES &ALt ON
THis THE TUDAY OF WAY 2013, THE DEPONENT HAVING
ACKNOWLEDGED THAT SHE KNOWS AND UNDERSTANDS THE
CONTENTS OF THIS AFFIDAVIT, THAT SHE HAS NO OBJECTION TO
TAKING THE PRESCRIBED OATH AND THAT SHE. CONSIDERS THE

SAME TO BE BINDING ON HER CONSCIENCE.

kﬁﬁmﬂgv
43 Jﬁr\f MyTs }X\)‘O
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From: Ronaldb@bobroff.co.za :
Seni: 22 March 2008 05:47 PM ' ,

To: Jacob
Subject: Fw: GLEN VIVIAN - REF:9336

PLSE PRINT FOR THE FILE

---— QOriginal Message -~
From: Glen Vivian

To: ronaldh@bobroff.co.za
Ce: 'The Vivians'

Sent: Wadnesday, March 22, 2006 5:38 PM
Subject; GLEN VIVIAN - REF:8336

Dear Ronald,

| thank you mast sincerely for your felephonic éssiétance {oday wiih régard to the above file reference, and
the advice given telephonically, '

Listed below are the confirmations and instructions discussad:

o | hereby give my instruction 1o seitle the above claim at best.
s | hereby record and confirm that | understand your concans about patential future medical
‘conditions that might present due io the accident. '
o | currently feel that [ am in good health ahd able to work normally.
o | heraby absolve your practice from any future responsibifity that potentially might present from the
motor vehicle accident on 19 February 2005
| appreciate your gesture of not charging additional fees (applicable where client does not follow advice

given) and only charging the %rate set out in the contract signed at my consultation with Anna (20% or
. 25%, | cannot recall which it was according to the contract | signad with Anna).

Yours faithfully,

Glen Vivian

No virns found in this outgoing message.
Checked by AVG Free Edition.
Version: 7.1.385 / Virus Dafabase: 268.2.5/284 - Release Data: 2006/03/17

Q6/03/23
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Swift details

* " Darren Bobyoff

Page L of 2

From: Glen [newzealandsam@gmail.com]
Sent; 02 August 2012 11:39 PM

To: Darren Bobroff: Mariangela Venturi
Subject: Glen Vivian -Bank- Swift details
Hi Darren and Matia,

Thank you again for the great work on the matter,

1)Please find attached my bank detals, including swift details.

2)Could you please daft the letter that T discussed with you for my bankers, confirming that we
won a high court scttlement on a matter you were handling for me, including the approximate
Rand value and the expected setticment date, including that interest accrues from end September

2012,
3) Did you receive my Nedbank Credit card matter - email?

4)1 look forward to catchiﬁg p before 1 depart SA on 15 Sept. I'm back in JThb on 14 Sept.

—\-_;—n—'-nS)-Pl%asecould-you.emailme a.bill of costs once we have all costs .

6)Is it ok if I forward the 4 Airline invoices once I'm back in NZ,
As I cannot get that info until T return there?

Many thanks again,
Glen Vivian

Sent from ray iPhone

Begin forwarded message:
TFrom: "Nixon, Jill" <Jill.Nixon@anz.com>
Date: 02 August 2012 7:11:43 AM SAST

To: <pewzealandsam(@gmail.com>
Subject; Sywift details

Hi Glen,
ANZBNZ22 is the New Zeatand Swift code.

Your account number Is: 010745-0127751-50

Account narnes The Vivian Family Trust
Address: 1908 Fltzherbert Avenue, Palmerston Morth
Bank: ANZ Bank, Cnr The Square & Broadway Ave,

Palmerston North
Kind regards

Jil] Mixon | ANZ | Business Manager | Business Banking
234 Ruahine Street, Palmarston MNorth
Phane: 06 352 9221 | Mobile: 027 687 7809 | Fax: 06 355 5452

Free training and resources for your business at the new ANZ Biz Hub!

(3/08/2012




FILE NOTE BY MR R BOBROFF /

File Number: 9336 ¢
Client's Name: - | MR G VIVIAN
Date: 22 MARCH 2006

NOTE

LONG TELEPHONIC CONSULTATION WITH MR VIVIAN IN NEW ZEALAND TO
INFORM HIM OF THE RAF'S OFFER TO SETTLE HIS CLAIM AT R45000. HE WANTS
TO ACCEPT THIS OFFER OR WHATEVER OTHER OFFER THE RAF MAKES AND
SAYS THAT HE HAS NO HEALTH PROBLEMS WHATSOEVER,

HE WANTS OUT.

| WARNED HIM OF THE RISKS OF A CONCUSSIVE INJURY CAUSING LATER
PROBLEMS AND THE NEED FOR HIM TO UNDERGO A MEDICO LEGAL
EXAMINATION BUT HE WAS ADAMANT THAT HE WANTED TO ACCEPT THE
R45,000 ON HIS BEHALF.

| ASKED HIM TO SEND US AN EMAIL WITH INSTRUCTIONS TO SETTLE AT BEST
AND TO INDEMNIFY US.
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RONALD BOBROFE & PARTNERS pate: 28/02/200¢
Par Telefax: D11 880 6744
Pogex  ; 153 'Without Prejudiga!
_ ,qﬁ?§§§$¥¥¥ﬂ?§"___“_-_““"..AUJ,“WAW,"“.‘.._..___._.""“”,‘,,,ﬁ,.v..q...n___._..... o I - R
Dear Sir/Madan
CLATHANT i YIVIAM, oD
YOUR REF t GH/B336
OUR REF ! 10/774751 /0670

Without prejudice or admission of liability and by way of an offer in full and final settlement
of the claimant's capital claim and comts, the RAF hershy offery the following)

Past HAospital/Medical Expensas R 7 277.55
Private Hospital R 325.00
Hediaal Expensss ® 6 957,53
General Damages E 33 ¢00.00
SUB~TOTAL R 42 277,58
Plus: Costs Contribution including Dishursements R 3 000.00
Eypert Contribution i 0.00
Attorney Contribution R 3 000.00
Alternatively, Teved or agreed party and party costs on the approprlats scale.
« TOTAL R 43 £77.55

M undertaking in terms of Section 17 {4) (a} of the Road Accident Fund Act, Act no 56 of 1996,

A discharge form will be sent ta you on roceipt of written confirmabtion that the offer is accepted.
This discharge form will be invalidated in the event of any altsrations and/or amendmenta being
affected thereto after date of issue by the RAF.

it this offer of settlemsnt contains ah offer of a centribition in respect of party and party costs,
and you would prefar to submit a bill of oosts, kindly indicate this in your lettex of acosptance to
enable the RAF to correctly complets the dischaxge form,

: In the event of either the capital or costs offered exceeding R23 000,00, this offer is conditbionsl
( \ on the claimant accepting structured payment of the capital snd/ex costs,

A. CAPITAL

This offer is copditional on the alaimant acgepting structured paywent of the ecapital amount of
R4Z 277.55 in % installwents, the first installmant of R2) 338,77 wiil be paid on the 28th day of
the month following receipt of the discharge form signed by the claimant and subsequent equal
instaliment(a) of RZ1 138.78 each will be paid on the 28th day of each SUCCRSSive month.

B. CO8T8

4} In the avent of tha clpimant acovpting the cast contribution cffered, pzyment of the
cost aontribution in the sum of R3 000.00 will be made on the 2BLh of the
month following reseipt. of the digchaxrge form signed by the claimant.

i1) In the event of the claimant submitting a bill of cost, payment of the taned or agread
party and party costs less than k23 000.00 will be pzid on the 28th day of the month
followiny the settlement of the costz, alternativaly the taxation of the bill,

The RAF will not be liahle ©o pay ahy intersst om the capital and/or cost amounts by reason of the
payitent in installments,
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This offer remaing open for acceptance by tha alaimant for a perlod of two months from the datg of
its' isgue and if not ascepted within that period, will automatically lapse end will only be

.. reinstvated at the golg aIGCtion_gf_thggghfu_EﬂHEMBI”iILEhE—Eventfoffa—claim-bgceming—PEessribed---m—-_~A~'~~-‘

“ithin the aforesaid two month verlod, the offer witl orly remain open Tor Acceptance until the day
preceding the date on which the ¢laim becones prescribed,

It this offer {s purportedly accepted on the strength of the powar of RTTornay given by & claimant
who has dlad prier to such purported aoceptance, a valid settlement agresment will not comg i{nte
existence, and any payment erroneously made by RAF in temms of such putative gettlement agresment

By accepting this offer the claimant will warrants that he/she has fully disclosed to The RAF all
Fo3Ls due any gupplisr, and that where he/Bhe is entitled to payment under the Occupational miuries
and Digeases Aok, that he/she fully informed the RAF of all payments recelved and to be receivad,

08 acceptanca of the offer,  kindly furnish the RAF with complete details B8 To the bank account inte
which all the pavments should be nade,

ACCOUNT DETAILS:

Nawe of Accownt Heldax i RONALD BOBROFF & PARTHNERS
Branch ! 004305 STANDARD ROSEEANK JHB
Type of Account + CQ  CHEQUE ACCOUNT
Aocount Number ¢ 001995049
Yours faithiul
Fox CHIBE E{ECUTI
AYRMDR HBILASE aysndamblraf.co.za (011) 2230188 c;%I



IN THE HIGH COURT OF SOUTH AFRICA
GAUTENG DIVISION, PRETORIA

Case No: 61790/12

In the application by:

THE LAW SQOGIETY OF THE NORTHERN PROVINCES Applicant

and
JENNIFER GRAHAM First Applicant in main application -
MATTHEW GRAHAM ' Second Applicant in main application

. ROAD ACCIDENTFUND ~ Intervening third applicant in main application
RONALD BOBROFF & PARTNERS INC Second Respondént in main abpiic_éiion
RONALD BOBROFF Third Respondent in main application
DARREN BOBROFF Fourth Respondent in main_application

FILING NOTICE

DOCUMENT FILED LAW SOCIETY'S AFFIDAVIT: APPLICATION IiN
TERMS OF RULE 30 OF THE UNIFORM RULES
OF COURT

FILED BY : ROOTH & WESSELS INC

Attorneys for Applicant
Walker Creek Office Park
Walker Creek Two

Floor Two
Muckleneuk, PRETORIA
Tel.: (012) 452 4066

ROOTH 6 WESSELS

AFFORNEYR




Fax.: 086 613 7242
Ref.: Mr A Bloem/cj/MAT24951

TO: THE REGISTRAR OF THE HIGH COURT
PRETORIA

_ AND TO: EDWARD NATHAN SONNENBERGS
: - Applicants in .main application
(-\ : 1 North Warf Square
Loop Street, Foreshore
Cape Town
Ref: G van Niekerk/0318115
C/0 WEAVIND & WEAVIND INC
Weavind Forum
573 Fehrsen Street
New Mucklensuk
Pretoria
Tel: 012 346 3098
Fax: 086 618 4958
E-mail: seanv@weavind.co.za
Ref: S. Van Der Merwe/E98057

K(’ day of Juiy 201 5
AND TO: VWEBBER WENTZEL ATTCRNEYS
C/O RONTGEN & RONTGEN
INCORPORATED
Attorneys for 2%, 3%, 8 4™ R
Respondents = Lt
HB Forum %;zn Ao & RO umi?{t
13 Stamvrug Street, Val de Grac?emmt‘”ll o, S basdulng
Pretoria % e L 1
vheerden@hblaw,co.za G ML
Tel: 012 481 35556 ,
Fax: 086 673 2454 { Sigri/ Onivang -----*h-) **** g t
Ref: Mr KM Ronigen snr ijiffﬂi Ty hﬁwﬁquﬂwﬁﬁwmﬁ
ROOTH & WESSELS Q

ATTURNS




AND TO:

¥

Received a copy hereof on this
day of July 2015

HOGAN LOVELLS {SOUTH AFRICA)
Incorporated as Routledge Modise
Tntervening 3 Applicant’s Attorneys
Ref: R Pillay/Iv/132225

¢/o RIC MARTIN INCORPORATED
Block E, Glenfield Office Park

361 Oberon Avenue

Faerie Glen, Pretoria

Ref: Ric Martin/cvm/000043

Fax: 086 535 9794

E-mail: ric@ricmartinlaw.co.za

Received a copy hereof on this
day of July 2015

ROOTH & WESSELS

ATIHN TS



IN THE HIGH COURT OF SOUTH AFRICA
GAUTENG DIVISION, PRETORIA

Caso No: 61790/12

In the application by:

THE LAW SOCIETY OF THE NORTHERN PROVINCES Applicant
and |

JE@NIFER GRAHAN : : Fivst Applicant in main application
MATTHEW GRAHARN Second Applicant in main apptication
ROAD ACCIDENTFUND Intervening third applicant ih main application
RONALD BOBROFF & PARTNERS INC Second Respondent in main application
RONALD BOBROFF  Third Respondent in main application
DARREN BOBROFF Fourth Respondent in main_application

LAW SOCIETY’S AEFIDAVIT: APPLICATION IN TERMS OF RULE 30 OF THE

UNIFORM RULES OF COURT

j, the undersigned,

SOLONMON STRIKE MADIBA

do hereby make oath and say:

ROOTH & WESSELS

AITORMEYS

LR e
a0 Q
@ )
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{ am the President of the Law Society and | am authorizéd-fo depose to this
affidavit on hehalf of the Law Society. The contents of this affidavit, where they
are within my own knowledge, are true and correct. Where the contents are nof
within my own knowledge, they have bsen made known to me and ] believe in

their veracity. | rely of the advice of expeits and the Law Society's attorneys.

The Law Sociely has indicated that it will not participate in the application in

terms of Rule 30 of the Uniform Rules of Court, brought by the Bobroffs.

The Law Society has however been provided with a copy.of the answering
affidavit to the Bobroffs’ Rule 30 application, deposed to by’ attorney Anna
Maria Joubert (attorney Joubert). | am duty bound to comment briefly on'two '

aspects that have been raised in the said answering affidavit.

The first aspect

The attorneys for the Grahams appear to be unable to resist an opportunity to
criticize the Law Society. Atftorney Joubert has done so, yet again, in

paragraph 12 of her affidavit.

ROOTH & WESSELS

l! ' ATTORKEYS




(

R

g1

Altorney Joubert repeats the allegation that the Law Society has faijled in its
statutory mandate as the custodian of the legal profession. | vehemently deny

this allegation.

Attorney Joubert furthermore alleges that the so-called “need for action” was
ignored by the Law Society. This allegation is, likewise, without merit and

denied.

Attorney Joubert's abovementioned allegations are not appreciated hy the Law
Sodciety. Théy are factually incorrect, contemptuous and irresponsible. The Law
Society reserves its right to reply to the said allegations in more detail at the

appropriate time and in the appropriate forum.

The second aspect

The second aspect is the reference by attormey Joubert to the involvement of
Discovery in these proceedings. She oddly and . inappropriately refers {o
Discovery's “apparitional role” in the proceedings. She, in addition, refers-fo the

Bobroffs’ references to Discovery and its involvement as “prolix”.

ROOTH 6 WESSELS

ATTURNEYS

A4




9. The active involvement of Discovery in these proceedings is'well known by now.
Although Discovery’s involvement was previously denied by attorney van

Niekerk under oath, it now appears to be common cause.

10.  Discovery's involvement is very relevant to the proceedings, particularly to the

counter-application and impacts on the substance thereof.

{ 11, Should the counter-application be allowed to confinue, alternatively should a
similar application be brought by attorney van Niekerk, the Law Society will in its
answering affidavit disclose to the Honourable Court the true facts concerning
Discovery's involvement in the matter, the nature and extent thereof, its effect

on the proceedings and its consequences for those involved.

12, In respect of the relief sought in the notice of motion to the application in terms

of Rule 30, the Law Society abides by the decision of the Honourable Court.

:S/@LOMDN STRIKE MADIBA ~ ~° 7
?’;

| certify that this affidavit was signed and sworn to before me in my capacity as
~ commissioner of oaths at Pretoria on this the day of July 2015 by the deponent

who:

ATTURKEYY

ROCTH & WESSELS




——

(a)  confirmed that he:

(i) knowsi and understands the contents of this affidavit;
(i) has no reservations about making the path;

(i) considers the oath as hinding on his A cience;

_1
(b) uttered the words "So tielp me God”.
s
\_/
COMMISSION
Full names
Full address: ,
M s

Area

.

.} Pr’ﬂllu:ugu.s.. 1

Capacity o ey, YR 102

ROOTH & WESSELS

ATTOAHLEYY
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Darren Bobroffu

From: De Swardt, Jann: Absa <jands@absa.coza>

Senf: Monday, Noverber 04, 2013 1:35 PM

To: Darren Bobroff <darren@bobroffco.za> {daren@bobroll.co.za); mara@bobroff.coza
Subject: FW: RYAN DE SWARDT / RAF

Attachments: Ronald Brobroif andAssociates.docx

‘Dear Marla,

" Sorry taken so lang to reply but been busy with Staff PD's etc.

(

{ have attached a Testimonial Letter for you as promised.

Just a quick question, When will Ryan be recelving the first payment? He bas ordered his bakkie and the Dealership ave
wanting confirmation that it is all in order and that there is money to pay for it. You know hoy's with their toys’, but he
is panicking. It has been his dream to own for years!

Phillip Is busy with the trust account but says it will take a while and that Darren will monitor the funds 1ill the account is
opened,

Thank you again for all you did. It has really changed Ryar’s life and given him the motivation to reach for the stars in
the futurel

Kind Regards,
Jann

me Mariange[a Venturl Imailto marta@bobroff c0, zal
Sent: 25 October 2013 12;21 PM

To: pyandeswardi85@gmail.com; De Swardt, Jann: Absa

Subject: RYAN DE SWARDT [ RAF

Dear Ryan and Jann,

Please find attached the draft order and correspénding trust deed.

[ have passed your details onto Philip at ABSA.

Please let me know if he does not contact you in the next week.

Once again | am glad that we got such a good result for you and all the best for the future,
Kind regards

Marlangela Veniuri

R.Comm Law, LLB, Higher Diploma in Tax Law

RONALD BOBROFF AND PARTNERS ING ATTORNEYS
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Ronald Brobroff and A ssociates

4" November 2013

Dear Darven and Marta,

Just a thank you for the excellent sorvice Ryan received from you and your Compary.

He is theilied af the Amount that he received from the Road Accident Fund,
Without your help he would never have managed to receive the settlement he did.
This has changed his whole life and given him the opportunity to move on info the
future, ’

Once again, thank you, We will recommend your company o all in the future where
W6 call, )

Kind Regards,

Jann

=,
.

SN
o,
Ny




‘ 'Aﬁiﬁé\;i SBdraﬂad by D échouz
. ?Zf??f201‘4.!’ -
"IN THE SUPREME COURT OF APPEAL OF SOUTH AFRICA
' (HELD AT BLOEMFONTEIN)
L  SCA CASE NO: 20366/2014

COURT A QUO: 61790/2012

In the matter between:

RONALD BOBROFF & PARTNERS INC | First Applicant -
RONALD BOBROFF : o — Second Applicant
~ DARREN BOBROFF Third Applicant
o and
. JENNIFER GRAHAN | First Respondent - -
MATTHEW GRAHAM ~ Second Respondent -
THE LAW SOCIETY OF THE NORTHERN | CE
PROVINCES Third Respondent
ROAD ACGIDENT FUND " Fourth Respondent
i SUPPLEMENTARY AFFIDAVIT

I, the undersigned,

STEPHEN BEZUIDENHOUT

. do hereby make oath and state as follows:

TR

1. 1 am a director of the first applicant and | am authérised to depose to this affidavit

B o

an behalf of the éppli‘qants.



Affidavt SB drafied by D Schol!z 7 7 . 2
22/00/2014 o . .

‘ 1%
5 - The facts set out in this supplementary affidavit fall within my personal knowledge,

 save where the context indicatés otherwise and are to the best of my belief bo
. 1?5.
. frue and correct.

3‘7. ', I am adwsed that the applicants do not have a right to file a supplementary -
afﬂdavnt in response fo the respondents’ replying affidavit, uniess thls Honourable ‘
Court permits the acceptance of this additional affidavit. | submlt_tha’{ it is in the |
interést of justice to permit this brief aﬁ‘iﬂavit, dealing with new mat£er and faoté;-

pertaining to the main issues in dispute.

Ad the answering affidavit of George van Nielerk

4. The applicants' case is that the order madé in.paragraph 3 ("the offensive oi’dér”) |
is over broad and not sustainable by reference to the issues in the abplicatioﬁl
This order is an abuse because it en{itles not the applicants, but Discovery Health,
represented by Mr Van. Nickerk, to pursue a personal agendé against the

applicants.

5: In paragraéhs 28 and 27 of Mr van Niekerk's affidavit resisting the. application for
~leave to appeal to this court, Mr van Niekerk seeks to exclude and downplay the
role of Discovery Health by referring to the applicants’ case as “the apparitional

role of Dfsco;/efy Heah‘h and its “vendetta” against them” and “the prolix references

-fo Discovery Heallh, and the hauntings of prejudice contended for by Ronald
Bobroff & Partners inc (“RBP") and the Bobroffs”. Mr van Nieker.k{s case, in his
“own words, is that “Discovery Health is not a pén‘y fo this litigation — ldirecﬂy or

indirectly”,

’W&‘»
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2210313014,

S

~ 6. 1 submit thé’i Mr Vé.n Niekerk is wrong and misleading the courl__First, to the

knpw[edge of Mr van Niekerk in the court a quo, it was the Law Society which
made the telling point that Mr van Niekerk is not acting in the interest of the

applicants, but was pursuing a case for Discovery Health.

7. Secondly and subsequent to the judgment being delivered on 15 April 2012,
Discovery Health addressed a letter to RBP’s clients on 13 May 2014, a copy of
which is attached hereto marked “SB1”. | pray that the contents of “SB1” be

ffp\ considered by this Honourable Court in support of my contentions.

_ . . ‘ -
8. | point out to this court that/despite diligent enquiries on my part from colleagues,
who conduct significant personal injury practices in Gauteng, a éimilar letter to that
of “SB1” has not been sentvby Discovery Health challengihg other attorneys who

have utilised common law contingency fee agreemenis. //

9. RBP h‘as'_publicly decried Discovery Health's failure to disclose io its members the
implications of its Rule 15.6.1 which contains exclusions entitling Discovery Health - &
to refuse its insured members and their dependents any medical care which is due

“to the act of another” unless the member agrees at his or her risk and cost to -

claim on Discovery Health’s behalf against the alleged wrongdoer for‘repayment of
all medical costs paid by Discovery Health for the member’s treatment. RBP has
contended that this is in contravention of the provisions of the Medical Schemes

Act and materially prejudices the interests of the members of Discovery Health.

10. | also wish o draw to the attention of this Honourable Court the fact that at 'th‘e' :

hearing of the application to the Court a quo for leave to appeal on 30 June 2014 '

L q
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22/08(2014 . . . "

g- -

the head of Discovery Heaith's Road Accident Fund Medical Costs Recovery

Department, Mr Jeffrey Kalz, told me and my partners, Ronald Bobroff and Darren

Bcjbroff, the following:

"Don't waste vour time with appeals. We are going to destroy you alf”.

11. In these circurnstances, | pray that the court permits the receipt of this additional ™™ -

affidavit.

e

STEPHEN BEZUIDENHOUT

. THUS DONE AND SIGNED BEFORE ME AT JOHANNESBURG_THIS 22" DAY OF
SEPTEMBER 2014, AFTER THE DEPONENT DECLARED THAT HE IS FAMILIAR
WiTHITHE CONTENTS OF THIS AFFIDAVIT AND REGARDS THE PRESCRIBED
OATH AS BINDING ON HIS CONSCIENCE AND HAS NO OBJECTION AGAINST
TAKING THE SAID PRESCRIBED OATH. THERE HAS BEEN COMPLIANCE WITH
THE REQUIREMENTS OF THE REGULATIONS CONTAINED IN GOVERNMENT
GAZETTE R1258 DATED 21 JULY 1972 (AS AMENDED).

O
COMM!S%PF QATHS

FULL NAME: -
| YOI ANDA STEFFENS
ADDRESS:  COMMISSIONER OF OATHS
' PRACTISINGATTORNEY-
149 OXFORD ROAD
"ROSERANK JOHANNESBURG
REPUBLIC OF SOUTH AFRICA
DESIGNATION:




ARTICLES BY TONY BEAMISH

12 January 2014 - Article on Moneyweb — “RAF attorneys still not off the hook”

27 January 2014 - Article on Moneyweb — “D-day for the Bobroffs, Law Society”
28 January 2014 - Article on Moneyweb — “RAF enters the Bobroff fray”

28 January 2014 - Article in the Citizen — “Bobroff & Son accused of over-charging”
29 January 2014 - Article in the Citizen — “RAF joins Bohroff & Son in court battle”
29 January 2014 - Article on Moneyweb — “Discovery Health.versus the Bobroffs”

30 January 2014 - Article on'Moneyweb - “Judge to decide Bobroff — and Law Society’s
fate” ‘

ZO.February 2014 - Article on Moneyweh — “ Bobroff's contingency regime unlawful”
21 February 2014 - Article on Moneyweb — “Knock, knock, knocking on Bobroff's door”

22 February 2014 - Article in the Citizen — “ Road kill’ lawyer’s profits hit the skids”

9 April 2014 - Article in the Citizen — “Bobroff accounts are taken apart”

24 Aprit 2014- Article in the Citizen ~ “ Bobroffs ordered to repay client R2.1m"”

12 May 2014 - Article on Moneyweh — “A bitter pill for the Bobroffs”

19 May 2014 - Article on Moneyweb — “Discovery-Bohroff fight turns to old clients”

30 june 2014 - Article on Moneyweb — “Bobroffs score ‘own goal’ twice on the same
day”

1 July 2014 - Article in Noseweek — “Bobbing and weaving”

1 July 2014- Article in the Citizen — “Law Society prises open Bobhroffs’ books”

29 july 2014 - Article on Moneyweb — “When collegiality equals complicity”

30 July 2014 - Article in the Citizen — “The untouchables? (Bobroff and son)”

15 August 2014 - Article on Moneyweb — “Another bitter blow for the Bobroffs”

15 August 2014- Article in the Citizen — “Bobroffs lose again in war over client money”

September 2014- Article in Noseweek — “Bobroffs take human trafficking victim for a
ride”




22 September 2014 - Article on Moneyweb — “Darren Bobroff a disgrace to the law soeiety-

28 October 2014 -

4 December 2014 -

12 January 2015 -
19 February 2015 -

18 March 2015 -

29 April 2015 -

29 August 2015-

31 August 2015 -

LSNP”
Article on Moneyweh — “Bobroff shouts “Vendetta””

Article on Moneyweb — “Bobroff finally concedes his fee agreements
are illegal”

Article on Moneyweh — “The second string to the Bobroffs’ bow”
Article on Moneyweb — “Bobroffs hit with a massive interest hill”

Article on Moneyweb — “Ronald and Darren Bobroff found guilty of
contempt of court”

Article on Moneyweb — “Bobroffs face their toughest challenge yet”

Article on Moneyweb - “Bobroffs delaying tactics draw judicial
censure”

Article on Moneyweb — “Bobroffs’ delaying tactics draw judicial

censure”




PAGE

2)

- 3)

4)

5)

6)

7)

8)

9)

10}

DATE

21 Feb 2014 -

3 Apr 2014-

24 Apr 2014-

16 Jul 2014-

17 Jul 2014-

20 Jul 2014-

20 Jul 2014-

22 Jul 2014-

12 Aug 2014-

13 Aug 2014-

19 Aug 2014-

22 Aug 2014-

22 Aug 2014-

INDEX
ITEM '

Tweet by Millar “Ronald Bobroff is so crooked he can’t even spit straight{”

Tweet by Millar “Bobroff going to face quadriplegic he ripped off in court on
22 April when court will be asked to order him to pay back R2.2m!l”

Tweet by Millar “Bobroff creator of the un-common contingency fee
agreement to meet his waterloo tomorrow”

Tweet by Millar “The wheels have come off @#Bobroff and its Spy vs Spy
there now!”

Tweet by Millar “Details of biggest fraud in SA Legal History by number of victims
and the amount may be in the news shortly”

Tweet by Millar “High staff turnover make it the firm where desperate
Candidate attorneys go to cede articles”

Tweet by Millar “His obsession like so many other facets of his behaviour is
unnatural”

Tweet by Millar “Not yet — he has been thoroughly confused by the facts — his
ignorance of

which is surpassed only by his ignorance of the law”

Tweet by Millar “He appears to operate with LSNP endorsement — they
believe accommodating him is more important than protecting the public”

Tweet by Millar “Bobroff may think he Is above the law but he isn’t beyond

- reproach”

Tweet by Millar “Bobroff sets the bar for classification as a ‘paranoid lowlife
Attorney™”

Tweet by Millar “Bobroff jokers in the greatest tradition of Rodney
Dangerfield”

Tweet by Millar “Whew that limits the amount client overcharged to
just R500k — a real victory indeed — Whose your daddy”
Tweet by Millar “Bobroff when are you going to pay the money?”

Tweet by Millar “Will it be Monday when Zunelle is facing a LSNP disciplinary
hearing? Will there also be an urgent interdict ready in advance also?”




21)

24)

25)

26)

27)

28)

29)

30)

31)

5 Mar 2015-

7 Aug 2015-

9 Aug 2015-

10 Aug 2015-

26 Aug 2015-
27 Aug 2015-
27 Aug 2015-

31 Aug 2015-

25 Sep 2015-

26 Sep 2015-

a) “Ronald Bobroff is to South African Law, what Bernie Madofiwas to the
United States Security Exchange Commission”

b) “Itis clear that all Ronald Bobroff has done for the legal profession is to bring in
into disrepute under the guise of a benevolent benefactor”

Tweet by Millar “Used to be that used car salesman were the only ones giving the
goods a
“Haircut” — ambulance chasers are now getting in on the action”

Retweet by Millar of Consumerfumer’s tweet “@TonyBeamish needs a bullet proof
onsie to protect him from personal injury lawyers who rip off clients & the RAF”

Retweet by Millar of Consumerfumer’s tweet “Bravo @zunelle Fagerly awaiting
your next set of results in your fight against legal fraternity fraudsters
#nonamesmentionedjustyet”

Retweet by Millar of Consumerfumer’s tweet “@ coravandermerwe And by the
time the lawyer has taken an outrageous percentage of the RAF settlement the
client can’t even afford to buy a Tata”

Retweet by Millar of Consumerfumer’s tweet “ Overreaching ambulance chasers
see every injury as an open sesame to great riches with little regard for the victim”

Retweet by Millar of Cora van der Merwe’s tweet “ Ronald Bobroff & Partners has
Effectively been told by the court to face the music and open its books to scrutiny”

Retweet by Millar of Lisa K's tweet “At the very least, the Law Society ought to
have moved for the immediate suspension of the Bobroff's...”

Retweet by Millar of Consumerfumer's tweet “This sounds like the title for a non
fiction best seller: 50 Shades of Delay - How to avoid accountability #Bobroff

Retweet by Millar of Consumerfumer’s tweet “Self-saboteurs ignore advice from
counsel & keep posting venom that ends up as screen grabs 2 compromise their
already precarious positions”

Retweet by Millar of Consumerfumer’s tweet “Just made an 8 letter word in
Scrabble thanks to my opponent leaving the letter ‘a’ open I was able to use my 7
tiles to make ‘vendetta™

Retweet by Millar of Cora van der Merwe’s tweet “according to Wigmore, cross-
examination is the greatest legal engine ever invented for the discovery of truth”

Retweet by Millar of Lisa K’s tweet “Every scrabble player should use The Village
Idiots Guide to 7 letter words like ‘touting’ ‘dubious’ & ‘corrupt’”




,ﬁ\ Frem: "Newsinfo 8§ A" <newsinfosa@gmail.com> )
Date: 30 September 2014 at 15:31:15 SAST

— To: monabean74(@gmail.com
Subject: When eollegiality equals complicity ™

LSNP conduct makes Bobroff seemingly untouchable.

Observers of the charade that has played out over the last few
vears by the Law Society of the Northern Provinces, and the father
and son personal injury lawyers Ronald and Darren Bobroff, share
the sense of outrage at what appears to be, at the best, the turning
of a blind eye by the Law Society, and, at worst complicity. in what
has the hallmarks of a massive fraud by the Bobroffs on their
clients, and on the Road Accident Fund.

Read more here.
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From: Dewey Cheatham and Howe <deweycheathamandandhowe(@gmail.com>

Date: 30 January 2015 at 09:32:27 SAST
To: undisclosed-recipients:;
Subject: With Apologies to Dr Seuss

‘With Apologies to Dr Seuss & The Places You'll Go

Congratulations RBP
Today is your day

To be struck off the roll
So be off and away!

With no brains in your head
And the feet io your shoes
Just steer yourselves away
From the profession you abuse

You’'ll be out on bail and you know what that means

You'll be replacing your Klippies with dry bread and beans,

Behind bars as you sit awaiting your cell-by date
There will be hours in which to contemplate

The contingency fees that made you so rich
Alongside your new position as Krejeir’s bitch.

Oh where is O’Sullivan to lend a hand
He’s upped his fee to 3 million grand.

Graham, de la Guerre, de Pontes, Motara and the rest
Whose RAF pay outs you stole to invest

In South African assets and accounts overseas

As you contimied to do as you please.

In the manner of a blood money sucking vampire bat
You feasted on client’s misery while your coffers grew fat.

When attempts were made to bring you to book
You posted lies on your website and cocked a snook
At all of your detractors and cried ‘vendetta’

On social media and email letter

Now Darren Bobroff, your son and heir
With the mouth and brain of a potty chair
Was partly responsible for sealing your fate
If only you’d kept him in a muzzled state

While I could sit and rhyme all day

[ think it’s sufficient to just say

That what the LSNP failed to do

Is simply karma coming back at you.




Norman Berger & Partners Inc s oo

Our Ref:
Your Ref:

Mr Miltar/ Mr Shipalanafsu 84 - 6" Avenue corner Louis Botha Avenue
Highlands North JOHANNESBURG
BY HAND 2192
BY EMAIL: director@lsnp.org.za P O Box 250
BY FAX: (012) 323 2606 & (012) 325-5877 Highlands Notth
o - 2037
Attention: Mr M Grobler
The Director of the Law Society of the Northern Telephone: +27 {11) 786 3006
Provinces Telefax: 427 (11) 786 3111

Ground Floor, Procforum Building

Paul Kruger Street Deeds Office Ladgement No: 9 Johannesburg

Pretoria
e-mail; infe@normanberger.co.za
website: www.norinanberger.co.za
_ Registration Number: 2000/011637/21
28 January 2015 : VAT Number: 4160195295

Dear Mr Giobler,

REQUISTION/REQUEST IN TERMS OF RULE 16 OF THE RULES OF THE LAWY
SOCIETY FOR THE COUNCIL TO CONVENE A SPECIAL MEETING

We enclose herewith a written notice calling on the council to convene a special meeting
in terms of the Rules for the consideration of the Resolutions reflected therein by the
members.

The notice ca’l_i_i'n_g for such meeting has been signed by 108 members currently on the
practicing Roll and 2 members on the non-practicing Roll.

In view of the fact that the Rules provide that the meeting may also be held in
Johanneshurg and given that the anticipated number of attendees at the meeting will not
be able to be accommodated at the Law Socisty’s offices in Pretoria, we request on behalf
of all 110 signatories that when the meeting is convened it is convened at a venue in
Johannesburg.

Our recollection is that the last time any meseting of the Law Society of the Northern
Provinces was held in Johannesburg, was the Annual General Meeting at the Indaba Hotel
in Fourways in 1995 and Johanneshurg should in the circumstances be the city in which
this meeting is to be held.

Kindly acknowledge receipt of this letter and its annexures.

Dicectors ; Norman Besger [Dip. Law (Wils)] * & Anthony Millar (BA LLB (Wits))**
rofesslanally assisted hy: Brucely Shipalana fLLE (Unisa) Adv Dip Labour Law (LSNP))
Entanuel Baeta [BA LLB (Wils)], \ Morake Jacob Serobe [LLB {RALY)
* Motary Public and Genvayancer
™ Conveyancer
Noriman Berger celebrales over 58 years of service Inthe Legal Profession




REQUISITION IN WRITING IN TERMS OF RULE 16
OF THE RULES OF THE LAW SOCIETY FOR THE COUNGIL
TO CONVENE A SPECIAL MEETING

1. Interms of rule 16, we the undersigned memibers, request that the Law Sociaty

convene a special meeting to deal with the following proposed resolutions:

(a) That the present indefinite suspension of rules 30{(2) and 31 to 43 be
rescinded and that the Law Sogiety strictly adhere to the rules relating
to the elections of councillors.

(b) That the present rule 30(2) be amended to substitute the expression

“in the year first following upon the yeéar in which the rules are
promulgated and in every third year after the year in which such
election is held”

with the expression:

‘by no later than 1 April 2015, in the third year following such
general elecfion and thereafter in every third year’.

MOTIVATION

The ’statut'my constituent of the Law Society of the Northern Provinces, unlike
the BLA and NADEL constituents, has had approximately one election in the
last 20 years. This is not democratic and it doés not allow new ideas and a
more energetic approach by the Council fo its affairs. If can har‘dly be said, in
the absence of regular elections, that the views of the Council represent those
of the members.

2. That the Society:




(i) Removes the indefinite suspension of the existing rule 47.3; and
(ii) Adopts the following new rule 47 4:

- "47.4 In the event of a vacancy arising in the Council on the
statutory component of the Society, the pasition shall be
filled firstly with reference to the elsction résults of
unsuccessful candidates during the election immediately
preceding such vacancy who are then sfill available and
eligible in descending order of votes obtained. In the
absence of such candidaltes, the statutory component of
the Council, sitting as a caucus, shall fill such vacancy in
consultation with any active Altorneys Association in the
area, in the manner determined by it."

MOTIVATION

The current rule provides that the Council may select replacements. This
position ignores the will of the membe.rsl of the Sociely and is irreconcifable
with a democratic society, unless there are no other obvious candidates. it is
submitted that this rule, which is simifar to the provisions of the Gauteng Law

Council, would be the appropriate way lo deaf with such matfters,
3. That the following rules of the Law Society be-amended as stated below:

() lRu!_e 30A.1.1 by replacing the word "three” with the word “five”.
(ii) Rule 30A.1.2 by replacing the word “two” with the word “three”.
(i) Rule 30A.1.4 by replacing the word "two" with the word “one’”.

MOTIVATION

By far the biggest number of non-BLA and non-NADEL members forming the
statutory component of the Law Sociely of the Northern Provinces practice in

Johannesburg and Pretoria. In terms of the current dispensation councillors




e

practicing in these areas effectively represent approximately 1 000 aftorfieys
each, whereas statutory component atforneys practicing in the three smaller
provinces represent approximately 50 aftorneys each. This skewing of Law
Society representation is not democratic and accordingly we propose that the
figures must be adapted to more accurately reflect the demographics of the
profession and to allow those areas, with a far grealer concenfration of
atfomeys, more representation and input in the affairs of the Law Sociely of the

Northern Provinces.
To amend rule 25.4 to replace the word "five” with the word “fifty".
MOTIVATION

The quorum rule of the Law Sociely of the Northetn Pravinces does not accord

with the rules/proposals in other Provinces. The current rule minimises the

involvement of members of the profession and the affairs of the profession at
meetings that, for a variely of reasons, they cannot attend in person.
Increasing the number of proxies will allow representation in respect of a

greater percenfage of the membership to be heard on important issues.
The following rules of the Law Society are recorded for convenience sake:

“17.4 in the case of a meeting requisitioned under rule 16 the meeting
shall be convened for a date not more than 30 clear days after
the lodgement of the signed requisition with the secretary and
shall be held at such time and aft such place in Pretoria or
Johannesburg as the President may determine.

18.  No business other than that for which a speclal meeting has

been convened may be dealt with at that meeting.
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- "Top lawyer is for change" - @TheCitizen_News interviews newly elected LSNP President Anthony

Jeff Katz Retweeted

719 Dec 2015

Anthony Millar is the best thing that has happened to law and the LSNP
https:/ftwitter.com/TonyBeamish/status/678065550833164289 ...

Millar aka @zunnelle http://bit.lyfapm01

eff Katz Retweeted

" 718 Dec 2015

Top Lawyer is for change: profile of LSNP President Anthony Millar aka @zunnelle - @dLangelise
via @ TheCitizen_News pic.twitter.com/SVulH7dHpB

o



" Nov 13 Jeff Katz

Congratulations to Anthony Millar @zunnelle on his elation as President of the LSNP.

Tony Beamish Retweeted

“Nov 13

Congratulations to Anthony Millar @zunnelle on his efation as President of the LSNP.

SA Jewish Board follows

ZrsEl Jeff Katz @Jeffkatz10 Nov 14
@zunnelle obviously meant your 'election' and my 'elation’.

Jedieie




M-Net @MNet May 15
Happy anniversary @carteblanchetv George Mazarakis. At the helm of #Mnet no1 show

for 20 years _bit.ly/1HkxReN



