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ALAN JORDAAN N.O. 

3rd Respondent 

OTTO KRAUSE ATTORNEYS 

4th Respondent 

JUDGMENT: 

APPLICATION FOR LEAVE TO APPEAL 

(The matter was heard in open court on 1 April 2025 in the Urgent Court. The application was 
dismissed for lack of urgency and lack of locus standi. Written reasons for the extempore 
judgment were handed down on 23 April 2025. The application for leave to appeal was heard in 
open court on 13 June 2025 and judgment is handed down by uploading thereof onto the 
electronic file of the matter on Caselines. The date of uploading onto Caselines is deemed to be 
the date of the judgment). 

BEFORE: HOLLAND-MUTER J: 

[1] Having heard counsel for the parties and perusing the pleadings and heads of arguments 
uploaded onto Caselines, and considering the provisions of Section 17(1) (a) (i) & (ii) of the 
Superior Court Act 10 of 2013, I am satisfied that there is no reasonable prospect of success 
that another court would come to another decision; of that there are some other compelling 
reasons why the appeal should be heard. 

[2] There is nothing further to add to the extempore judgment and the written reasons 
furnished. 

[3] The application for leave to appeal is dismissed with costs, costs to be on Scale Bas 
contained in Rule 69(7) of the Uniform Rules of Court. 

HOLLAND-MUTER J 

Judge of the Pretoria High Court 

24 June 202 

Counsel for the Applicant: 

Adv C Barreiro 

Counsel for Second Respondent: 

Adv W C Carstens 

Counsel for Fourth Respondent 

Adv C B Garvey 
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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. 

ORIGINAL SOURCE https://www.saflii.org/za/cases/ZAGPPHC/2025/656.html 

CASE PAGE https://chat.esheria.ai/case-law/south-africa/griffioen-v-griffioen-and-others-unknown-topic-
agpphc-2025 
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