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JUDGMENT

STRYDOM AJ:

[1] There are two applications for leave to appeal, one on behalf of the First and
Third Respondents, (the “Reyneke Respondents”) and one on behalf of the

Second, Fourth and Fifth Respondents (the “Gaman Respondents”).

[2] | refer to the parties as | did in the judgement that was delivered on 28
November 2025 (“the judgement”), which judgement | revised and edited on 6

March 2026.

[3] The applications for leave to appeal are based on section 17(1)(a)(i) and (ii),

of the Superior Courts Act, 10 of 2013, being on the basis that the appeal



[4]

[5]

Order:

would have a reasonable prospects of success, or that there are some

compelling reasons why the appeal should be heard.

| have considered the respective applications for leave to appeal, together with
heads of argument which were filed by the respective parties and the oral
arguments that were addressed to me during the application for leave to

appeal on 26 February 2026.

| also considered the judgement delivered, and | am of the view and | am
satisfied that the judgement properly dealt with all the issues in the matter, and
considering the grounds of appeal presented that the appeals will have no
reasonable prospect of success or that there are no compelling reasons why

the to appeal should be heard.

Accordingly, | make the following order:

(1]

(2]

The applications for leave to appeal by the Respondents are dismissed.

The First Respondent and Second Respondents, jointly and severally, the one
paying the others to be absolved, are ordered to pay the cosis of the
applications for leave to appeal, on a party and party scale, the appropriate

scale being Scale C.
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