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compiled, the Law Saciely seeks the Honourable Court's guidance. | will deal

with the relevant aspects in more detail below.

Paragraph 7

13.20 No grounds for an order of costs agalnsl the Law Saciely éan be found In the
founding affidavit to the counter-application or the annexwres thereto. The relisf

reques{ed s without merit and stands to be dismissed.

14.  ATTORNEY ANTHONY MILLAR OF NORMAN BERGER 8 PARTNERS ING

14.1  An affidavit by attorney Millar of Nomman Berger & Partners fnc (Norman Berger)
s altached lo altorhey van Niekerk's affidavit, Attorney Millar conflims cerialn
'aliegatlons in the last mentioned affidavit and also refers to several of his cllents

whose malters are referred to by atlorney van Niekerk In more detail.

142  All the clients referrad to by attorney van Mlekerk and altorney Miilar are former

dllents of the Bahroffs.
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14.3

14.4

14.5

14.6

14.7

14.8

Norman Berger also acted oh hehalf of Ms De la Guerre whose matter s deall

with by attorney van Niekerk in his affidavit.

| deduce that it was atlorney Millar and/or Norman Berger who provided
attorney van Nickerk with the relevant Informatlon concarning these clients, It
does hot appear from the affidavils that attorney Miltar had structions and

authorlty {o do so.
Attorney Millar and/or Norman Berger also acl on hehalf of Discovery.

All the dllents whom attorney Milar and/or Nomman Berger reprasented in

actions andfor applications agalnst the Bobroffs are members of Discovery.

Why alt these forimer clients of the Bobroffs approached the saime alornay,
namely attorey Milfar and/or Norman Berger, is not explained by allorney van

Niekerk, | will offer an explanation below,

The Cilizen reported on 21 February 20?4 that aftorney Millar hiad stated that:
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o It ls clear thal all Ronald Bobroff has done for the legal profession is to

bring i into disrepute under the guise of a beno volent hanefactor.

o Ronald Bobroff Is to South African faw, whal Bernie Madoff was o (he

Unfted States Securities Exchange Commission,

A copy of the abovementlonad aificle Is atlached hereto as annexure

199,

149 Moneyweb.co.za reported on 19 February 2015 that Norman Berger js acting
on behalf of eight former cllénts of the Bobroffs, who have claimed an amount of

RO million from them {ahnexure 200).

14,10 The feud between attorney Miltar and/or Norman Berger on the one hand and
the Bobroffs on the other Is well-known. Altorney Millar andfor Normah Bergor
have submitted several complaints against the Bobroffs to the Law Soclely. The
Bobroffs In urn have submilted several complalnts agafnst altorney Millar

andfor Norman Bergeé.
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14.11

14,12

14.13

The general view of atlorney van Niskerk andlor the Grahams andfor aftorney
Millar andfor Novman Berger Is that the Law Soclely s not sufficienfly
aqgressive as far as the Bobroffs are cohcerned and that it Is protecting the
Bobroffs. The Bobroffs on the other hand seerned fo be of the view thal the Law
Soclely is too aggressive in its approach and that It is biased towards them.

None of these conlentlons ars correct,

The refationship betwsen altorney van Niekerk and atlomey Mitilar andfor
Morman Berger appears to be a close one. Altorney van Niekerk also acls as
the aftorney for attorney Miltar, Kalz of Discovery and Mr T Beamish (Beamish).

Altorney van Niekerk advised lhe Law Soclely accordlnmgﬂgm

Although Beamish does not appear to be a journallst, he on a regular basis
wiltes arficlos on matters conceming the Bobroffs. Beamish has not been kind
{0 the Law Sodlely and his arlicles have consistently contained harsh and
unfounded criticism aimed at the Law Society. The similarities befween the
allegations of éttomay van Niekerk and and the contents of Beamish' arlicles

respectively are uncanny.
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14,44 | allach as annexure 201 an extract from a Google search printout which
reflects the extent of Beamish’s repoiting on the Bobroff matter, The
mischlevous headings to these arlicles include;

o Judgs to decide Bobroff and Law Sociely's fate.
o Law Soclely "ordered” o fudge Bobroff.

o law Sadlely allowed Bobroff fea ragime ageinst advice.

14.15 In the Cltizen of 14 March 2014 (annexure 202) Beamish said the Tollowing:

The Law Sociely of the Northern Provinces (LSNP} has procrastinaled

for over twa years an an engtilry ...

14.16 On Citlzenalerizablogspel (annexure 203) Beamish wrote:

The LSNP has proven that it has not been extremely efficient wilh

investigations into the conduct of its mermbers,
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14,17 With reference to Beamish' abovementioned corsments, nothing can be further

from the lruth.

14,18 Two afiidavits have recently come o the attention of the Law Scclely and | am

duty bound to refer the Honourable Cotnt therelo.

14.18 The first affidavit (annexure 204) was deposed to by Mr G E Coleman
(Coleman), a client of the Bobroffs. According lo Colaman attorney Mitiar
contacted him on 23 March 2015, He advised Coleman that the Bobroffs have

misappropriated monles from the proceeds of his third party claim,

14,20 According to Coleman he Is satisfied with the Bobroffs handiing of his matier
and the proceeds that he had received from the RAF. Attorney Millar allegedly
allempted to manipulate him agalnst the Babroifs and to convince him to

challenge the Bobroffs' fees,

14.21 The second affidavil (annexure 205) was deposed o by Ms M Kock (Kock),
also a client of the Bobroffs. Kock was contacted by Beainish who Initially

pretended, unsuccessfully so, that he was working with the Bobrofis.
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14.22 Beamish informed Kook that the Bobroffs have been stealing monies fram thelr
clients. He explained that he intended refening her to Norman Berger for

agsistance. Beamish allegedly also said the following:

14.22.1 it was the Bobroffs who requested him fo refer her to Norman Berger,

14,22.2 the proceeds 'of her claim would be slolen;

14,223 the Bobroffs were In trouble due to theft of their clients’ monles; and

14.22.4 if sha did not foliow his advice, she would never receive the proceeds of
her clalm.

14.23 | deduce from the abovementioned facts thal attomey van Niekerk, atlorney
Millar, Norman Berger, Discovery and Beamish are working In cloge cooperalioh

and thal they may be acllvely soliciling complaints against {he Bobroffs,

14.24 The dispttes belween the Bobroffs on the one hand and attorney van Niakerk

andlor the Grahams and/or altarney Millar andfor Norman Berger on {he other
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and the hature and extent thereof have placed the Law Soclety in an untenable

position, 1t is for this reason that the Law Sociely:

14.24.1

14.24.2

14.24.3

14.24.4

14.24.4

will acl objectively, impartially and in an unbiased manner,

considers all complaints lo be important;

handles all complaints equally;

acls reasonably and falrly lowards all parties Involved; and

deals with all complaimé Ih accordance wilth the Law Soclely's

Rules,

16,  SEGTION 71(4) OF THE ATTORNEYS' ACT

15.4  Section 71(4) of tha Altorneys' Act provides:
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