


|^J I have considered the mailer (>n the has is whether 1here Eire? reasonable prospects that 

another court missht tom e to a different conclusion. My eonel Lision is lhal there arc no such 

reasonable prospects. The reasonable inference from the correspondence and the 

circumstances taken as a whole is that a eonlrackul relationship existed. I lie division ot the 

matter is reasonable in the lii>hl o f  the acknowledgements and there is no reason why a trial 

court could not be placed in a position to decide whether more than the K500 000 is owin«i. 

The core o f  the matter is that the Applicant was unable to show that there is u bona tide 

defence as to (he R500 000. The amount of R500 000 was acknowledged lime and again. Any 

argument that the result o f the trial could be that less than R500 ODD is ovvinu is not supported 

by a bona tide defence.

The application for leave to appeal is dismissed with costs.

Acting Judge o f  the Hig;h Court

For the Applicant : UN De Wet instructed bv C.'illiers ami Reynders Attorneys c/o Potcietcr.
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