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BEFORE THE COMPETITION TRIBUNAL OF SOUTH AFRICA

CT CASE NO: 134/CR/DEC07
SOUTH AFRICAN BREWERIES LIMITED




Applicant

and

COMPETITION COMMISSION





Respondent

In the matter between:

COMPETITION COMMISSION



        

Applicant
and

SOUTH AFRICAN BREWERIES LIMITED
1st Respondent
AFRICA’S BEER WHOLESALERS (PTY) LTD
2nd Respondent

BOLAND BEER DISTRIBUTORS (PTY) LTD
3rd Respondent

ERMELO BEER WHOLESALES (PTY) LTD
4th Respondent
GREYTOWN BEER DISTRIBUTORS (PTY) LTD
5th Respondent
MAKHADO BEER WHOLESALERS (PTY) LTD
6th Respondent
MIDLANDS BEER DISTRIBUTORS (PTY) LTD
7th Respondent
MKUZE BEER WHOLESALERS (PTY) LTD
8th Respondent
SOUTHERN CAPE BEER DISTRIBUTORS (PTY) LTD      
9th Respondent
STEFQUO (PTY) LTD
                       10th Respondent                                                         

VRYHEID BEER DISTRIBUTORS (PTY) LTD
11th Respondent
MADADENI BEER WHOLESALERS (PTY) LTD
12th Respondent
WESTONARIA BEER DISTRIBUTORS (PTY) LTD
13th Respondent
THOHOYANDOU BEER DISTRIBUTORS (PTY) LTD
14th Respondent

Panel

:
Norman Manoim (Presiding Member), Yasmin Carrim (Tribunal 
                                    Member), and Merle Holden (Tribunal Member)

Heard on
:
23 March 2010

Decided on
:
23 March 2010

Order: Dismissal Application
______________________    _____________________________________________
After having heard the parties in this matter the following is ordered:
1. The application for dismissal, alternatively the striking off the roll of the complaint referral against the first respondent and 12 Others under CT case. 134/CR/Dec07, is dismissed.
2. The Commission’s undertaking set out hereunder is granted as an order:-
2.1 In respect of Mr Zulu and Mr Gciliza who represent the eighth respondent, and twelfth respondent respectively, the Commission will file the transcripts of the interviews conducted with Mr Zulu and Mr Gciliza as well as a summary identifying the factual statements recorded in those transcripts on which the Commission wishes to rely.

2.2 In relation to the three witnesses whose issued subpoenas refer to affidavits obtained from the witnesses in question, the affidavits will constitute their witness statements.

2.3 In relation to Mr Pitsiladi and Mr Preston, the Commission will prepare witness statements that - (1) summarise the documents in Schedule E to SAB’s Discovery Affidavit that relate to Mr Pitsiladi and Mr Preston respectively and (2) incorporate the allegations in the complaint, on which the Commission wishes to rely.
2.4 As regards the three Brandhouse witnesses, the Commission will provide SAB with witness statements or a summary of the information that Brandhouse has given to the Commission.
3. In relation to 2.1 and 2.2 above, the relevant statements must be provided by no later than 16h00 on 24 March 2010.

4. In relation to 2.3 and 2.4 above, the relevant statements must be provided by no later than 16h00 on 6 April 2010.

5. There is no order as to costs.

______________________

Norman Manoim

Presiding Member 

Concurring: Yasmin Carrim and Merle Holden

