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proved in the main application which would entitle him to success in the main

application. The applicant failed to deal with this in his affidavit.

It is clear from the affidavit of the applicant that he relies on hearsay evidence
and does not make out a prima facie case at all. There are no allegations or
submissions in his application that the application is seriously made and that it
is not frivolous. He does not set out that if he is not allowed to intervene that

he will be prejudiced at all in any way.

It was clear that the application was brought as an afterthought after the court
had indicated that a final order will be granted on the next day as the court

wanted to provide written reasons for the final winding-up.

In the leave to appeal application the applicant makes no mention that the
court erred in any way in granting the final winding-up order. There is no
attack on the judgment on the merits of the winding-up or any reasons set out
to establish a prima facie case that warrants the intervention. The applicant

does not aver that he will be prejudiced if he is not allowed to intervene.

The court finds that it is highly unlikely that under these circumstances

another court may come to a different conclusion.

The following order is made:
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