
 

 

Dear Sir 

We refer to your email above, and respond as follows: 

1. We respectfully disagree with the findings by the learned judges, and have accordingly 

 instructed our legal representatives to proceed with an appeal. That will also apply to the recent 

 judgement on the cost aspect. 

2. We record that many of the allegations on which the learned Judges relied, are based on the 

 untested allegations of persons known to hold a grudge against the Practice and or its Directors, 

 and who were not required in terms of the usual Law Society procedures to testify on oath 

 before a Law Society Disciplinary Committee, and face cross examination to test the truthfulness 

 of their allegations. This specifically includes former RBP bookkeeper Ms Bernadine van Wyk 

 who failed to disclose to RBP, the fact that she had previously been convicted on ten counts of 

 fraud by false pretenses , and had served a term of imprisonment. She also failed to disclose that 

 she had been in discussion with Discovery Health Administrators (PTY) Limited who are on 

 record as having funded all the applications before the court in respect of the Grahams, and that 

 she had been offered employment by such company, whilst she was in the employ of RBP Inc. 

3. We strenuously deny and dispute that there was any misappropriation of Trust funds 

 whatsoever, and the report issued by the Court appointed Curator to the Practice of RBP Inc. 

 published in November  2016, specifically states that: 

- The Practices Trust account (which receives all monies received for and on behalf of clients) 

 balanced to the cent - i.e. there was no trust shortfall. 

- That not a single allegation of theft and consequent claim against the Attorneys Fidelity Fund for 

 reimbursement had been made by any RBP client. 

 This was again confirmed by the Fidelity fund as recently as May 2017. 

4. We record that we were denied a short postponement of the hearing of the matter on the 6th 

 December 2016 so that we might file a report by an independent forensic auditor with regard to 

 the untested report made by a junior accountant employed fulltime by the Law Society, as also 

 an opportunity for us to file affidavits answering and opposing the untested allegations against 

 us by persons known to have ulterior motives.  

5. This is contrary to the centuries old entrenched principle of fairness in our law, that before any 

 decisions are made the other side of the story should be heard and as is stated in the Latin 

 Maxim forming the cornerstone of our law Audi Alteram Partem 


