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 In  the  cour t  a quo ,  Mr  Am,  who appeared fo r  Absa  

Bank,  a rgued tha t  those two demands were ,  in  e ffec t ,  one 

act  o f  making demand .  They ought  to  be  t rea ted,  in  o ther  

words,  as one cont inuous demand.   In  my judgment ,  and  for  

the  reasons g iven there ,  I  re jec ted tha t  approach .   

 But  for  the  fac t  tha t  another  cour t ,  in  a d i ffe rent  

context ,  accepted tha t  approach,  I  would  have been o f  the  

v iew tha t  th is  appl icat ion fo r  leave to appeal  bears no 

prospects  o f  success.    

 The sole  basis on which  I  am convinced there  is  a  10 

reasonable prospect  o f  success on appeal  is  tha t  in  an 

ear l ie r  i tera t ion of  th is  case,  His Lordship  Mr Just ice  

Lamont ,  in  deal ing wi th the same fac ts,  concluded tha t  the  

demand o f  10  June 2020 and the  demand o f  19  June 2020,  

const i tu ted  one cont inuous act  o f  making demand.    

 I  am not  convinced by the  reasons Just ice  Lamont  

gave fo r  reaching tha t  conclusion  but  I  am bound to  respect  

the  fac t  tha t  Just ice  Lamont  reached i t .   I t  seems to me 

there fore,  tha t  I  must,  as  a  consequence,  accept  tha t  there  

is  a  reasonable  prospect  tha t  another  c our t  might  a lso 20 

reach that  conc lusion,  even though I  th ink  tha t  i t  i s  

incorrec t .    

 I f  another  cour t  reaches that  conclusion  and t reats  

the  demands 10 June 2020 and 19 June 2020 as on e 

cont inuous act  o f  making demand,  then Absa Bank wi l l  






