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CHRISTOPHER HOWE COLE vs TALACAR HOLDINGS (PTY) LTD

__________________________________________________________________ 
LEGAL SUMMARY 

___________________________________________________________________ 
MIA J:
The applicant sought leave appeal to the SCA or the full bench of the court, on the basis that the court aquo failed to determine relevant grounds which were dispositive of the case. Amongst these grounds it was an allegation that the agreement between him and the respondent was invalid and not enforceable and or it was void and or it was terminated. 
Held that the context of the agreement was evident from the facts placed before the court. On the facts evinced in the answering affidavit, the court was not persuaded there is a possibility that another court could come to a different conclusion. 
Furthermore, the court held that it had considered whether there was some other “compelling reason” for leave to appeal under section 17(a)(ii), which would include an “important question of law or a discreet issue of public importance that [would affect] future disputes”.  It was not persuaded that such reasons were present, and no such compelling grounds were raised in the application for leave to appeal. On the established principles, the appellant failed to establish that there were any disputes of fact. Also, the appellant had failed to meet a standard required and the court was not persuaded that there is an important question of law or a discreet issue of public importance that will affect future disputes. 
Consequently, the application for leave to appeal was dismissed with costs.
