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granted.  As we understand it, this is said to bear on the balance of 

convenience. 

99. It is not clear what would constitute the granting of final relief in this matter.  

The interim relief is sought pending the conclusion of the investigation by the 

Commission into the allegedly prohibited practice.  The interim relief is not 

sought pending a determination in favour of IGUA-SA.  What IGUA-SA seeks 

is that the complaint be determined, and that there be no increase until this 

determination has been made, whether favourable to IGUA-SA or otherwise. 

100. It is reasonable to anticipate that the Commission will (unless interdicted from 

doing so) conclude its investigation into the alleged prohibited practice of 

excessive pricing.  That being so, in the view of the Tribunal, it would not be 

just and equitable to require IGUA-SA to make a tender of any loss of 

potential income while the Commission is undertaking the investigation 

which, the evidence shows, should be undertaken.  It seems highly probable 

that the maximum permissible price derived from the benchmark would 

constitute excessive pricing – Sasol Gas does not seek to defend it – and it 

appears that NERSA considers that the price which was introduced by Sasol 

Gas (R133.34/GJ) would also be too high in terms of the NERSA pricing 

criteria. 
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135. In the circumstances, an appropriate order would be to grant the interim relief 

application interdicting and restraining Sasol Gas from increasing the gas 

price to above R68.39/GJ for a period of six months, or pending conclusion 

by the Commission of its investigation into the alleged prohibited practice by 

Sasol Gas, whichever occurs first.  
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