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IN THE HIGH COURT OF SOUTH AFRICA

GAUTENG LOCAL DIVISION, JOHANNESBURG

CASE NO:  11300/2021

DATE  :  11-05-2023

In the matter between

DARREN SAMPSON Applicant

and

WESBANK, DIVISION OF FIRSTRAND BANK Respondent

Neutral  Citat ion:  Darren  Sampson  Vs  Wesbank,  a  Divis ion

of  First rand  Bank  (Case  No.  11300/2021)  [2023]  ZAGPJHC

503 (17 May 2023)

J U D G M E N T

STRYDOM,  J  :    This  is  an  ex-tempore  judgment.   Th is  is  an

appl icat ion  for  leave  to  appeal  against  my  order  and

judgment in th is  matter  dated 3 February 2023.   

Before  deal ing  wi th  the  meri ts  of  the  appl icat ion  I
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need  to  make  a  few  remarks.   Th is  appl icat ion  for  leave  to

appeal  was  set  down  for  a  hear ing  today  on  11  May  2023,

pursuant  to  an  appl icat ion  for  leave  to  appeal ,  which  was

f i led  by  the  appl icant ,  Mr  Darren  Sampson  (Mr  Sampson),

act ing on h is own behal f .

The  hear ing  took  p lace  on  a  Microsof t  Teams

meeting  plat form.   Mr  Sampson  appeared  on  a  l ink  in

person.   The  respondent  was  represented  by  Counsel ,

Ms Meyer.   

Mr  Sampson  started  to  argue  the  appl icat ion  by

referr ing  the  cour t  to  h is  previous  mat ters  and  encounters

with  var ious judges.   I  to ld  Mr Sampson that  he must  conf ine

himsel f  to  my  judgment  and  order  and  make  submiss ions  to

indicate  where  I  went  wrong  in  the  judgment.   The  cour t

informed  h im  that  he  must  convince  th is  cour t  why  another

cour t  would come to a di fferent  decis ion.

Mr  Sampson  stated  that  he  has  a  bipolar  d isorder

and that  th is  court  should  not  have enterta ined the  summary

judgment  appl icat ion.   The  court  then  cont inued  to  explain

to  Mr  Sampson  what  he  should  address  the  cour t  on,  but  he

stated  that  the  judges  of  th is  d iv is ion  gossip  and  does  not

want to  deal  wi th  h is mat ters.   

A l l  o f  a  sudden  Mr  Sampson  to ld  the  court  on  the

Teams  meet ing  record  as  fo l lows,  and  I  paraphrase:   “Fuck

off ,  fuck off ,  jou ma se poes” .   He then lef t  the meet ing.
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The  record  of  the  proceedings  should  be

transcr ibed  and  the  matter  is  then  referred  to  the  Legal

Pract ice Counc i l  for  considerat ion and to  take the necessary

steps  against  Mr  Sampson,  who clear ly  acted  in  contempt  of

th is  cour t .   Accord ing  to  the  in formation  avai lab le  to  th is

cour t  at  th is  s tage Mr Sampson is  an attorney.

Deal ing  now  with  the  leave  to  appeal  appl icat ion.

Sect ion  17(1)  o f  the Supreme Court  Act  st ipu lates  that  leave

to  appeal  may  only  be  given  where  the  judge  concerned  are

of  the  opin ion  that  the  appeal  would  have  a  reasonable

prospect  o f  success.

I  have  considered  my  judgment,  dated  3  February

2023,  and  I  must  jus t  note  that  two  reference  to  January

2023  should  have  read  February  2023.   Thus,  the  reference

to  “2  January  2023” ,  should  have  been  “2  February  2023”,

and  the  reference  to  “3  January  2023” ,  should  have  been

“3 February 2023”.

Nothing  much  turns  on  th is  as  I  am  sat is f ied  that

Mr Sampson could have appeared before the court  on Fr iday

3 February  20223 on the l ink  but  decided not  to  do so.   I  am

sat isf ied  that  another  cour t  would  not  f ind  that  th is  court

should  not  have  dealt  wi th  th is  matter  wi thout  the

appearance of Mr Sampson.  

More  so  consider ing  that  Mr  Sampson’s  answer ing

aff idavi t  and  heads  of  argument  was  before  court  for
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considerat ion.

The  cour t  cons idered  the  defences  ra ised  by

Mr Sampson  in  h is  opposing  aff idavi t  in  the  summary

judgment  appl icat ion.   Nothing  conta ined  in  the  appl icat ion

for  leave  to  appeal  or  what  Mr  Sampson  argued  before  th is

cour t ,  before  he le f t  the  meet ing,  ind icate  that  another  cour t

would  come  to  a  di fferent  decis ion  than  the  dec is ion  of  th is

cour t .

Mr  Sampson has not  shown to th is  court  that  he has

a  reasonable  prospect  of  success  on  appeal .   The

appl icat ion for  leave to appeal  is  d ismissed wi th costs.

-   -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -

…………………………

STRYDOM, J

JUDGE OF THE HIGH COURT 

DATE  :   17  MAY 2023

For the applicant: Mr. D. Sampson
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Instructed by: In person.

For the Respondent: Adv. K. Meyer

Instructed by: C F Van Coller Inc 

Date of hearing: 11 May 2023

Date of judgment: 17 May 2023
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