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Whilst I am in agreement with the tenor of what is stated in the 

paragraphs relied upon, it must be stated that the court would 

examine every case independently and that it would regulate the 

proper functioning of the Court in the light of circumstances of 

each case and determine whether or not it qualifies to be heard 

urgently. 

[31] In my view, Mr Theron was in a situation akin to a captain of a ship

where the sailors abandoned it. He had to make a decision on

behalf of 6688 people who he represented. It was submitted that

he lacked the locus standi to bring the application.

Mr Watt Pringle referred to the matters of Techmed (Pty) Ltd v 

Nissho lwai Corp 2011 (1) SA 35 (SCA) and Santam Insurance Ltd 

v Booi 1995 (3) 301 (A) at 310C-G where a person who did not 

have authority brought an action on behalf of another. 

[32] The court was requested to intervene in the light of the alleged 

abuse by Mr Georgiou, the twelfth respondent, who it was 

submitted devised the scheme by using Mr Dannenberg to 

withdraw the main application thereby setting back the current 

application and delaying and prolonging the class action. It was 

submitted that the court cannot sit back by indifferently and 

nonchalantly permitting this type of abuse and egregious conduct 

by a litigant against others rights. 










