REPUBLIC OF SOUTH AFRICA
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF SOUTH AFRICA

GAUTENG DIVISION, JOHANNESBURG

(1) REPORTABLE: ¥ES / NO

(2) OF INTEREST TO OTHER JUDGES: ¥ES/NO

(3) REVISED.

25 June 2025

DATE T SIGNATURE

In the matter between:

SONJA HULLEY

RENE NORTJE t/a NORTJE

ATTORNEYS

and

WILLEM ABRAHAM ALEGRA

ESTELLE REINETTE BRONKHORST

CASE NO: A24-039699

First appellant

Second appellant

First respondent

Second respondent

This Order is made an Order of Court by the Judge whose name is reflected herein, duly
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stamped by the Registrar of the Court and is submitted electronically to the Parties / their legal

representatives by email. This Order is further uploaded to the electronic file of this matter on
Caselines/CourtOnline by the Judge’s secretary. The date of this order is deemed to be 25
June 2026.

JUDGMENT

CORAM: LIEBENBERG AJ (with whom DU PLESSIS J agrees)

(1]

This is an appeal from the Magistrates’ Court dismissing the first appellant’s
counterclaim and ordering the second appellant to pay the costs of the

respondents in the court below.

The first appellant’s appeal

[2]

3]

[4]

The crips issue is whether the first respondent’'s email of 24 April 2019
constituted a repudiation of the sale agreement concluded between the parties

and if so, the monetary consequences thereof.

The first appellant regarded the email as a repudiation, which she accepted and
cancelled the sale agreement. The respondents contend for the contrary and

the Magistrate found for the respondents on this score.

The facts in the matter are to a large extent common cause. On 12 June 2018,
the respondents, acting jointly, purchased a property from the first appellant for
the amount of R 1 950 000.00. The sale agreement was subject to two
suspensive conditions. The first suspensive condition was that a property
situated at 58 Derwent Avenue, Farrarmere, is sold within ninety days. The other

suspensive condition was that the respondents obtain a bond for an amount of


















2. The second appellant’s appeal is upheld with costs, and the order of the court

below is set aside and replaced with the following:

2.1. Each party is to pay its own costs.
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SARITA LIEBENBERG
ACTING JUDGE OF THE HIGH COURT

GAUTENG DIVISION, JOHANNESBURG

For the first appellant:

Adv AP Bruwer instructed by Schalk Brits Attorneys

For the second appellant:

Adv M Sethaba instructed by Eversheds Sutherland (SA) Inc.

For the first and second respondents:

Adv M Joubert instructed by Rogers Kruger Attorneys








