FICTION
Allegations of misappropriation of Practice clients trust funds
FACT

Not a cent of trust money belonging to clients was misappropriated/stolen from any
Practice clients, and no clients have lodged any misappropriation claims against the
Attorneys Fidelity Fund. This has repeatedly been confirmed by the Court appointed
Curator to the Practice. His latest confirmation dated 4 June 2019 ,as also his
confirmation dated 28 August 2018 appears below.
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Dear Sir

RE:  RONALD BOBROFF & PARTNERS

26 August 2018

[ refer to your enquiry as to the status of any claims having been submitted and paid by the

Attorneys Fidelity Fund as a result of allege theft of trust moneys.

['wish to confirm that the High Court appointed me as curator bonis of the practice Ronald Bobroff
and Partners on 24 March 2016 in terms of which inter alia the trust account(s) were placed under
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FICTION

That RBP's fee agreements whereby complicated and expensive personal injury and
medical negligence claims were somehow improper or unethical, and that this Law
firm was the only one using such agreements.

EACT

The Law Society of the Northern Provinces, The Free State Lawyers Association, The
Black Lawyers Association and the Law Society of the Cape of Good Hope, were all of
the opinion that such agreements were in the public interest, lawful and ethical, and
for almost twelve years from 2002 up to and including 2013, almost 80% of all
practicing attorneys in South Africa were permitted and encouraged to utilise such
agreements.

Below see the ruling made by the Law Society with regards to Common Law
Contingency Fee Agreements, and the further confirmation of the ruling made.

1. The 1st Ruling by the Law Society - August 2002



s TN

it was, upon ucommdaﬂon of the
Cowrt Practice Committee of the Law
of the Northern Provinces,
resolved by the Councll on 23 Febnsary
2001 to support the princple of a
percentage contingency fee,
After further careful consideration, which
Included taking oplnion as to whether
attorneys would be entitled to enter into
valld contingency fee agreements in terms
of the common law;, notwithstanding the
enactment of the Caritingency Fees Act,
6 of 1997, Itwas resolved by the Councll

of the Law Soclety, on 2| June 2002, to-

accepl:

. Common law Contingency Fee
Agreements may be validly entered
into by Attorneys. That the
Contingency fees Act does not
proscribe such sgreements. &k must
however be accepted that such
agreements will continue to be keenly
scrutinsed by the Courts, Such
scrutiny by the Courts may even be

INENT

l

‘\‘l \"’_“"‘:]
7z
- 5_3

nkedmmu(obthCourt,

agreement should meat the following

criterla:

2.} It should relate to a genulne case
of assisting an Impecunious client
to assert his rights. Impecunious
does notmean tatalfy indigent but
in context it would refer to
someona who, due to Jack of
means, [s tinable to assert his right
toreliefin tha Courts; and

22The attorney's remuneration
mustbe falr;and

2.3 The agreement must not amount
to gambling, " speculation or
traffickihg in litigation.

. The reasonableness af the

percentage of the monetary proceads
retalned as a success fee vill be
measured according to various
criteriasome of which are tobe found
in the opinion, butitseems more than

: A4

. A common law contingency fee

aalei ]y

likely that a Cowt will aso have
regard to the 25 % cap referred to in
the Cantingency Fees Act. '

4. The vestrictions to be found in the
Contingency Fees Act will probably

resopate in varlous guises in judicial |

scrutiny of a common law

contingency fee agreament.
Collaagues may therefore henceforth
enter Into success / common law
contingency / percentage contingency /
contingency fee agreements In.the
knowledgeoftbeuupmmbytbelxw
Soclety of the Northern Provinces ofsuch
agreoments, A step forward? Forsure!

CP FOURIE

VICE PRESIDENT OF THE LAW
SOCIETY OF THE NORTHERMN
PROVINCES

CHAIR PERSON OF THE COURT
PRACTICECOMMITTEE

‘:I"\”' \ ' gt B | Annexur

Ord!lhnsz
Rews




2. The Confirmation of the ruling by the Law Society - October 2003
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3. Extract from an opinion expressed by Supreme Court of Appeal Judge Malcom
Wallis in 2010 supporting such agreements, and critical of attorney's fees based on
time.
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4. Letter from the Law Society addressed to Deputy Judge President van der Merwe of
the Pretoria High Court dated 12 October 2011 informing the judge that it supported
such agreements, that it had permitted and encouraged its members to utilise such
agreements since 2002, that it had not laid down any minimum or maximum
percentage fee which its members could charge their clients, and that percentage

fees in excess of 25% were entirely permissible.
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5. Law Society President janse van Rensburg, in opposition to Millar's attack on such
agreements (whilst he hypocritically has and continues to use common law
contingency fee agreements), signed a 49 page affidavit, prepared by the Law Society
attorney Andre Bloem of Rooth and Wessels Pretoria, and in which the Law Society
vigorously defended its decade of permitting and encouraging its 16 000 members to
utilise such agreements.

The entire affidavit may be viewed by clicking here to read.

FICTION

That the Practices requirement that clients who wished to take advantage of obtaining
legal representation by the Practice on a no win no fee basis, and whereby the firm
carried the entire risk and cost of what was often years of High Court litigation and
disbursements running into hundreds of thousands of Rands; sign alternative fee
agreements, was improper.

EACT

As will be noted in paragraph 5 of the Law Society letter to the Deputy Judge
President of the High Court dated 12 October 2011, the Law Society itself had sent
out written advisories to its 16 000 members.

No RBP clients were forced to sign any agreements whatsoever, unlike Discovery
puppet attorney Anthony Millar whose poor and semi-literate clients were touted from
their Natalspruit hospital beds (see www.toutingattorneys.co.za), all RBP clients came
to the firm by way of recommendation from family, friends or professionals, were free
to decline signing any agreements, or of terminating their instructions to the firm at
any time.

RBP Inc. in commonwith the Law Society's tens of thousands of other members
offered their clients an opportunity of entering into alternative fee agreements and for
the very reasons referred to by the Law Society in its letter to the then Deputy Judge
President, and any criticism of this is malicious and without merit.

FICTION

That Ronald and Darren Bobroff have been found guilty of unprofessional conduct by
the Law Society.

EACT

The Law Society has confirmed in writing on the 1st February 2013, and again
recently in October 2018 shortly before the Law Society of the Northern Provinces
was dissolved and replaced by the Legal Practice Council, that never since the

Practice was established in 1975, were any of its directors - Ronald Bobroff, Darren
Bobroff and Stephen Bezuidenhout ever found guilty by any Disciplinary committee of


https://www.bobroffronald.com/images/annexures/Annexure_RBA6_LSNP_Affidavit_J_C_Janse_van_Rensburg.pdf

the Law Society of any unprofessional conduct. Below is the Law Society's letter dated
1st February 2013 and an extract from its letter 16 October 2018.
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To whom it may concern

Dear Sir / Madam,

DISCIPLINARY PROFILES: DIRECTORS - RONALL
INC.

| hereby wish to confirm that | have perused the disc
Society and that the partners of the above practice (Mr R
Mr S D Bezuidenhout) have, since the practice was est
never been convicted on any charges of unprofession
Committee the Law Society.



FICTION

That Ronald Bobroff, Darren Bobroff, his wife Lisa together with their two little boys
left South Africa to avoid prosecution.

EACT

As at March 2016 to date, there has never been any prosecution of Ronald, Darren or
Lisa(who never had anything to do with the Practice).

This despite wild and hysterical allegations made by a spokesperson for South Africa's
National Prosecuting Authority, and unsurprisingly Discovery's puppet touting
attorney Anthony Millar, by faithfully reporting on the captive publications and
primarily in the Discovery controlled South African Jewish Report by Ant Katz, a
relation to Discovery's Jeff Katz.

The only reason Ronald, Darren and Lisa left was on account of terrifying and credible
threats made to Ronald on the 15th March 2016 that Discovery's agents would:

- At any moment have Darren's wife Lisa arrested and gang raped in prison by thugs
hired for such purpose.

- That Ronald and Darren would be arrested at any moment and whilst in prison
subjected to serious assault or murder.

Against the background of Discovery's Jeff Katz having continually threatened Darren,
Ronald their partner Stephen Bezuidenhout, that he/Discovery would:

"no matter what it takes, no matter what it costs, we will destroy you all", "we have
unlimited money with which to do so".

Katz accosted Darren, his wife and two little boys at Melrose Arch shopping centre
marched up to their table and in a loud voice such that everyone in the restaurant
could hear shouted “"The Hawks (South Africa's specialised criminal
investigation unit)are onto you, they will be arresting you soon”.

Please see below relevant extracts of the letter of complaint regarding Katz addressed
to the Law Society.
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roar Sirs/Madam
RE: COMPLAINT AGAINST ATTORNEY JEFFREY KATS

We advise as follows:

1. On 16 June 2015, at approximately 13:30 RBFP D
including his two children and some friends werd
Restaurant at Melrose Arch.

DIRECTORS: MANAGING - RONALD BOBROFF I3.A
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MARIANGELA VENTURE: D COM LAW, LI
INTIHRNAL ACCOUNTANT: NATASCHA
LS TABRLISIIED 1974
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= Discovery Heallth Administrators emplovese, Jellrey

at the same restaurant Kat> walked up ta the table
were aeated and made the following threats ancd sta

a. “You are golng to jallr’;
B, “The Hawks are anta you and will be arrestin

c. “You have no idea how many of your clianta -



Extracts of affidavit of RBP Director S. Bezuidenhout relating to the threat made to
him.



N THE SUPREME COURT OF APPEAL OF SOUTH AFRICA
(HELD AT BLOEMFONTEIN)

SCA CASE NO: 20366201
COURT A QUWO: E1TI0V201
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Email from Advocate Nazeer Cassim S.C to Ronald Bobroff regarding the threat.



h

From: Sharon Tong <stong@law.co.za>
Sent: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 1:58 PM
To: ‘RBsec'

Subject: RE: DRAFT LETTER

Dear Ronald

Second paragraph of Paragraph 7.2 must read as follows:

“At the conclusion of the hearing, Advocate Cassim SC engaged opposing couns
if matters could be amicably resolved. Mr Katz, representing Discovery, inform
(referring to Discovery) will destroy the Bobroffs, no matter what it takes”. Adv
writer and | have no doubt that should he be subpoenaed to the hearing, he wil

Regards
Nazeer

From: RBsec [mailto:RBsec@bobroff.co.za]
Sent: 21 July 2015 10:04 AM

To: ncassim@law.co.za

Cc: 'Sharon Tong' <stong@law.co.za>
Subject: FW: DRAFT LETTER

Importance: High

Dear Nazeer

Further to yesterday’s discussion and email | am now forwarding our complaint
incorporating the enclosed paragraph.

Manv thanks for vour steadfactnece



Anonymous emails having being received by Darren during February 2016, and
obviously emanating from a source privy to highly confidential material to the effect

that Ronald and Darren would be arrested and bail would be opposed by the National
Prosecuting Authority.



From:b15109@trbvn.com
Date: 15 February 2016 at 4:48:49 PM GMT+11

To:darren(@bobroff.co.za
Subject: Fwd: ARRESTS

Bobroff family - NPA - opposed balil

From:b36/7733@trbvn.com
Date: 20 February 2016 at4:33:15 PM GMT+11

To:damrenbobroff@amail com
Subject: Fwd: Standard Bank

Money laundenng

Standard Bank - Police

Malta, Israel. Hong Kong, Australia

Elaine Passport - Harties

NPA arrests - Elaine, Cindy, Lisa x2, Darren, Steve, Ron:
Opposed ball



From: Justice4RBPClients <justice4rbpclients@gmail.com>

Subject: Justice for RBP's client - the voluntary return of Messrs Bobroff to S/
Date: October 18, 2016 at 8:17:32 PM GMT+11

To: Ronald Bobroff <bobroff@icon.co.za>, Ronald Bobroff <bobroffronald@gmail.cc
<darrenbobroff@gmail.com>

Cc: Steven Bezuidenhout <steve.bez@mweb.co.za>, Mandy Bezuidenhout <mandy

Dear Ronald, Darren

It is in everyone’s interest that you return to South Africa such that justice can t
players to Ronald Bobroff & Partner's (RBP) past shenanigans.

Unfortunately 2 of the 3 directors of RBP fled South Africa to avoid arrest. This
process, which as lawyers | am sure you can understand. We want to avoid any
justice for RBP's clients (as if your clients did not suffer enough from their injuri
Itis in your personal interest to return to South Africa without delay, and we ar
grace till end November 2016 for both of you to return voluntarily. Should you
South Africa and allow the SA legal system to run its course, there will be conse
and your families.

These consequences could include:

1. God will be disappointed with you (and since you are religious men, this shot
and your families);

2. Your conscience will remain troubled well into your old age;

3. You will have further tarnished the reputation of the your profession. A profe
had represented at the various Law Societies

4., Your family, children and grand-children will suffer from the consequences o
On this aspect, we really do not want to harm your sons in Australia, and daugh
However, should you do not return to SA by end November, you will be leaving
potential harm that could result from your inaction, would be as a direct result
you will need to live with a further burdened conscience)

Please could you make the necessary arrangement to return to South Africa by
November 2016. Should you which to discuss the matter with us (or you would
side of the story), please let us know your contact details by return email.
Regards

Concerned citizens dismayed by the Bobroff's shenanigans



Below see letter issued by attorney David Bayliss confirming that "at no stage have
we been furnished with any charge sheet alleging/detailing criminal conduct on the
part of either Ronald and Darren Bobroff".



DAVID

ATTC

Tel: 011 789-2922
Fax: 086 521 0098
PO Box 55928
NORTHLANDS,21"

Email: davidbavylis

-

Your Ref: Our Ref: DB/hobroff Da

Att: OHAD HAREL
Per email: ohad@hhhlaw.cio.il

Att: LIOR SHECHTER
Per email: lior@lsa.co.il

To whom it may concern,
RE: RONALD & DARREN BOBROFF

1. We confirm:

1.1 We are attorneys of record with the National Pros
of South Africa, in respect of our clients Ronald an
(hereinafter our clients)

1.2 At no stage have we been furnished with ar
alleging/detailing criminal conduct on the part of
Darren Bobroff.



FICTION

If Ronald and Darren are innocent of any criminal conduct,why have they not
returned to South Africa to "face the music"?

FACT
Darren, Lisa and Ronald had been advised and had intended to only absent
themselves from South Africa for a few days, whilst the source of the threat above

was identified and neutralised.

For that reason their return flights were booked for them to arrive back in South
Africa,on 23rd March 2016.

See a copy of the air tickets below:



RESERVATION CONFIRMED, BUSINESS (D) DI
BAGGAGE ALLOWANCE: 2pC
MEAL:
NON STOP PERTH, WA TO SYDNEY, NS
OPERATED BY: VIRGIN AUSTRALTA INTL, VA |
AIRCRAFT OWNER: VIRGIN AUSTRALIA INTL, VA
EQUIPMENT: AIRBUS INDUSTRIE A330-200
FLIGHT  SA 7257 - SOUTH AFRICAN AIRWAYS | TUE
= - i
DEPARTURE: SYDNEY, NS.(KINGSFORD SMITH), TERMINAL 2 ]7
ARRIVAL: PERTH, WA (PERTH), TERMINAL 1 (i
RESERVATION CO —BUSINESS (D) D
BAGGAGE ALLOWANCE: 28C ;
MEAL: MEAL
NON STOP  SYDNEY, NS TO PERTH, WA
OPERATED BY: VIRGIN AUSTRALIA INTL, VA
AIRCRAFT OWNER: VIRGIN AUSTRALIA INTL, VA
EQUIPMENT: AIRBUS INDUSTRIE A330-200
TUE

FLIGHT SA 281 - SOUTH AFRICAN AIRWAYS

DEPARTURE: PERTH, WA (PERTH), TERMINAL 1

ARRIVAL: JOHANNESBURG, ZA (O.R. TAMBO INTL), TERMINAL A

FLIGHT BOOKING REF: SA/3D2TUN

RESERVATION CONFIRMED, BUSINESS (D)

BAGGAGE ALLOWANCE: 2PC

MEAL: BREAKFAST/DINNER
NON STOP PERTH, WA TO JOHANNESBURG



[tinerary

!

From:
To:
Class:
Stops:
Status:

In flight
service:

Service(s).

E-ticket(s):

Sydney, NS Australia Airport: SYD - Kingsf
Perth, WA Australia Airport: PER - Perth
ECONOMY (B) Baggage: ADULT 2PC
Non-stop Duration: 05:05
Confirmed Aircraft: Airbus Indus
Meal, Non-smoking

Vendor 3AL8TY

Locator:

Ticket Numbers (E-tickets) 0831692411037C3 - Confirmed
BOBROFF/DARRENRODNEYMR: Vegetarian Vegan Meal - No action

BOBROFF/DARRENRODNEYMR: 083 1692 411037

FLIGHT: Perth to Johanneshurg (SA281)

Date:
Airline:
Flight:
From:
To:

Stops:
Status:

In flight
service:

Service(s):

E-ticket(s):
E-tickets

Airline
083

Coupon
1
2

March 22, 2016 (Tue) Departs: 23:45 hrs
South African Airways Arrives: 04:30 hrs (M
SA281 (Operated by South African Airways)
Perth, WA Australia Airport: PER - Perth
Johannesburg, South Africa Airport: JNB-ORT
. ECONOMY (B)..... Baggage: ADULT 2PC
Non-stop Duration: 10:45
Confirmed Aircraft: Airbus Indus

Dinner, Breakfast, Movie, Audio Programming, Duty Free Sales, Non-smoking,

Feature Video

Vendor 3AL8TY

Locator:

Ticket Numbers (E-tickets) 0831692411037C4 - Confirmed
BOBROFF/DARRENRODNEYMR: Vegetarian Vegan Meal - Confirmed

BOBROFF/DARRENRODNEYMR: 083 1692 411037

Ticket Number Name

083 1692 411037 BOBROFF/DARRENRODNEYMR ~ 16MAR

USE Airline Flight Class Date Orig Dest Time Status Fare Basis
ARPT SA 280 V 16MAR JNB PER 2100 OK VLSP1Y
ARPT SA 72658 V 17MAR PER SYD 1520 OK VLSP1Y

lssued



However after Ronald's wife Elaine was arrested on trumped up charges on the night

of the 22"4 March 2016, whilst she, her daughters and sons in law were meeting with
Advocate Nazeer Cassim S.C at his home, by a very senior member of the Hawks, the
circumstances changed immediately.

The admission by a Lt. Colonel member of the Hawks who had arrested Elaine, that
effectively the only reason that he had arrested her was due to a telephonic
instruction received by Discovery's attorney George van Niekerk of ENS Cape Town.

It immediately became clear that Discovery's Jeff Katz's threats as to the power and
influence of Discovery and its attorneys Edward Nathan were notidle ones.

The endemic and widespread corruption infesting South Africa's criminal justice
system from top to bottomis a matter of public record, and has extended from
successive heads of the Hawks and the NPA downwards to prosecutors, police officers
and even the Chief Magistrate of Pretoria.

The evidence given before the Zondo Judicial Commission of Enquiry into State
Capture and Corruption, daily reveals ever more details of the astonishing depth and
extent of how corruption has infested every single aspect of government, its Law
Enforcement Agencies, and of State owned enterprises, such that the rich and
powerful have, in the words of renowned forensic investigator Mr. Paul O'Sullivan
created a situation where there are "badges and robes readily available for hire".

The evidence in this regard was presented day after day, and week after week before
the Zondo judicial commission of enquiry, and may be easily accessed on the
internet.

Renowned forensic investigator Mr Paul O' Sullivan was engaged by the Practice to
investigate ongoing thefts of material from it, and successfully obtained a full
confession from the culprit, Ms. Cora van der Merwe. (currently conducting business
as Legally Accurate (PTY) Limited).

Fourteen months after van der Merwe had willingly accompanied Mr. O'Sullivan and
his assistant on the way to his offices, she laid charges of kidnapping against Mr.
O'Sullivan.

There is no doubt in the minds of those who were aware of Discovery's agenda, which
happened to coincide with that of the NPA and the Hawks concerning Mr. O'Sullivan,
that he was charged and persecuted for some two years at great financial and
reputational cost.

After two years of torment Mr. O'Sullivan and his assistant were acquitted of all van
der Merwe's charges, The Magistrate described van der Merwe as “an evasive liar,
who kept changing her story", and her thefts for Discovery media assassin Beamish
as “unlawful and malicious”.



Click here to read the judgment

What fair-minded person, when confronted with these facts and the clear
demonstration of the power and influence which Discovery and its attorney George
van Niekerk of ENS Cape Town have been able to wield, and as will be noted below
even extended to the hijacking of the Council of the Law Society in November 2015;
would condemn us of being fearful to return to South Africa until and unless the
endemic corruption has been rooted out, and Discovery and its attorneys' improper
use of their power and influence has been exposed and stopped.


https://www.bobroffronald.com/images/AdvNew/Annexure-13---Verbatim-Paul-O-Sullivan-Acquittal-Judgment-19.1.18.pdf

