
IN ~HE HIGH COURT OF SOUTH AFRICA 

(GAUTENG DIVISION, P-RETORIA, 

liMJUDG£ : NO 

In the matter between: 

DON'T WA Te SHARED SERVICES (PTYI b 70 

DON'T WASTg KZN 1 (RTY) LTD 

DON'T WASTE KZN 2 (PTY) LTD 

DON'T WAST Clf N 11 (PTY) LTD 

DON'T WASTE CTN 2 (PTY) LTD 

DON'T WASTE EC1 (PTY) LTD 

DON'T GAU 1 (f'TY) bTP 

DON'T WASTE GAU 2 (PT-V) LTD 

DQN'T WASTE GAU 3 (fffY) L D 

DON'T WASTE GAU 4 (P,TY) LW 

DON'T WASTE GAU 5 (RTY) LTD 

DON, WASTE GAbJ 8 (PW¥) LT@ 

Case No. 38343/2022 

FIRST APPLICANT 

SECOND APPLICANT 

THIRD APPLICANT 

F,OURTH APPLICANT 

F-IFTH APPLICANT 

SIXTH APPLICANT 

SEVENTH APPLICANT 

ElG~TH APPLICANT 

NINTH ARPLICANT 

TENTH APPLICANT 

ELEVENTH ARPLICANT 

~ APPLICANT 



And 

THE COMPENSATION FUND FIRST RESPONDENT 

THE COMISSIONER OF THE COMPENSATION FUND SECOND RESPONDENT 

MINISTER OF EMPLOYME;NT AtiD 
LA130UR: TW MXESI 

P!;PUTY MINISTER OF EMPLOYMSNT ANB 
LABOUR: BOITUMBLO MOLOI 

THE Dl~ECTOR Gl:NERAL, DEPARTM6NT OF 
EMPLOYMENT ANP LABOUR: THOB0 .. ! LAMATI 

JUOGNU:NT 

RETIEFJ 

THIRD RESP0NOENT 

FOURTH RESPONOENT 

FIFTH RESPONDENT 

1. The SeSQnd to Twelfth Applfeanttl [Appllcants} appeal against those parts of the 

judgmcmt which, this Covrt h.inded dowr, (ex tempore) on the 21 July 2023, In 

respect of Part B of the relief SDYQht by the- Applicants and eosts. The 

~ppllc~tion was argµed on the 20 July 2023. 

~. The ls~ue for d§Jt~lnatlon wa11 ij Judicial r1;1view brought by way of the 

Promotion ot Adminlstrallve J1.111tle:e Act 5 of 2000 [PAJAJ In whlcti the 

Apppcants aought to revlE!W an~ set aside the elasslfloation decl$ions of the 

First and ~econd Re$J:!0ndon~ [fwepondentsJ mQde in terms of the 

CornpensatlQn for Ocou~liEln~l lnJUfilll{I ant;I Qli;eue Act 130 Gf 1893 [COIDAJ,. 

3, Ttie nu~ Qf the ~rour,f!i. of fPP~l r~lled en IFav~rse the lnterpretailon (lnd 

applloaHon, If SPY, of seetlon 01 qf COIPA, The Ap~llifl!S c;onterid, in@r el/a;, 

m1:1t l~cticin 91 l!l not appHcfible to the Appli~nts and that reliane<:, !Ind the 



$flpllca1!on thereof, vis n vis as sn Internal remedy mechanlsm referred to In 

P-AJA is mis~laced. 

4, That the provisions of section 17(1 )(~}Cr) of the Superior Courts Act 10 of 2013 

{Su1;1ertor Courts Act] are satfsfloo In lhst 1he appeal would have a reasonable 

prqspect of eucce~, Tht, AP,plleanl runtw r re!y and, i;;at out reason$ fn terms 

of section 17( l ){ii!){h) of tfl~ Su~rlor Court Act to amplify th~lr 1:eotion 17 

submissions. These reasons ~P-p,ear compelling, 

5. Having heard Counsel for bo1h the Applltan~ end the Respondent I am of the 

OP.Jnkm that lhe 1;1ppesl wtiuld h ve a reasonable prospect of success and as 

SJ.Jch, the ronowlne order is mads: 

IT IS ORpERED TH '1'. 

, Toa Second to Twelfth ~P.Pfi _ms rg; Pffll•ted leave to apP.§ai to the Full Bt=nch or 
th,ls Division. 

2 The Respond~ts are ordered o p~y tt1~ e9st . which costs tQ 9e lnclusiv~ ot mo 

Gour1Sel. 

Ttt;F 
ourt 

G u er,g Division 



Appearances 

Counsel for the ApJ3Bllanta; 

lns!ructed by: 

Adv. H <Jert,er SC 

Adv. M Coatzea 

Cox Y.e$ AttQm~ys 

c/o Atant, Gell & Martin Jne 

Counsel for the Respondents: Adv. MO Phalh~la 

lnatructed by; The State Attorney, P-retorfa 

Leave to AQ~,al heArd on tbe: 28 ~eptember 2023 

~~ve granted on the 9 O~tob~r 2023 




