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JUDGMENT 

WEINKOVE, AJ: In this matter I gave very full reasons for judgment in an ordinary matrimonial 
matter and I have reconsidered my judgment in the light of the application for leave to appeal 
and I do not consider that there is any prospect that another Court will hold that the respondent 
is only entitled to receive rehabilitative maintenance for a fixed period and I do not consider that 
another court will uphold the complaints raised by the respondent in this matter. I am informed 
furthermore that I omitted in giving my judgment to grant a decree of divorce and in order to 
correct that mistake in my order in terms of Rule 42, there will be a decree of divorce and that 
will be incorporated in my reasons for judgment. The application for leave to appeal is REFUSED 
WITH COSTS and I record that the respondent counsel has placed on record that in the event of a 
petition being filed, the applicant (Plaintiff) will consider himself bound by the provisions of the 
existing Rule 43 order so that there is no need for the grant of a application in terms of Rule 
49(11) for leave to execute pending the decision of a court on a petition. WEINKOVE, AJ 
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I am informed furthermore that I omitted in giving my judgment to grant a decree of divorce and 
in order to correct that mistake in my order in terms of Rule 42, there will be a decree of divorce 
and that will be incorporated in my reasons for judgment. 

The application for leave to appeal is REFUSED WITH COSTS and I record that the respondent 
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WEINKOVE, AJ 

[2011] ZAWCHC 236

Research copy · Verify against the source 2 / 3



Source & reproduction note 

Judgment wording, source notices and original paragraph numbers are retained. Esheria supplies the layout and this PDF’s 
page numbers; these are not the source pagination. This is a research copy, not an official or certified court document. 
Check quotations, citations and publication restrictions against the original source before relying on it. 
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