
ln the matter between:-

JAN VAN OMMEN

and

SHERIFF OF THE HIGH GOURT,

BRONKHORSTSPRUIT
i

MARIA GEZINA VAN OMMEN (dorn LAMAKER)

CASE NO. 54129t2020

APPLICANT

1ST RESPONDENT

2ND RESPONDENT

VORSTER, LI AJ:-

1. The Applicant approaches the court on a basis of urgency and claims the

following relief:-

"(2) That the f,iCt R""pondent be directed to sign all documents on

behatf of the Sepdnd Responde nt to effect transfer of the property

known as Portion 21 of the Farm No 369, Boschkop, Pretoia, Gauteng

Province."

2. The Applicant tenders tb pay the costs of the application himself' save if the

application is opposed, ifr which case he claims that the Second

3. Respondent PaYs the cqsts.

JUDGMENT
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4. UrgencY is in disPute'

i

The Applicant and the S4cbnd Respondent were married to each other' but

divorced in the Nethedand$. The property in question is possessed by them

i

in undivided half shares. iA setttement agreement was entered into between

the parties at the time of {he divorce. That settlement agreement provided for

)perty Within 3 months by the Applicant and payment to the

i

Second Respondent of hn amount which at that stage was agreed' The

setlement agreement aldq provided that, should the property not be sold and

transferred within the 3 month period' and it proved to be difficult or

t, a Orlcess will be followed in terms of RE/MAX lnfoglobe

by means of a procer, fl"*"d to in clause 1'5 of the settlement agreement'

That provided for tne rf.rfrreting and disposal of the property through the

i

agency of RE/MAX i

i

i

6. The point is that tfre setildment agreement provides for the method to dispose

of the joint immovable flroperty and payment of the value of the requisite

i

shares in the property. i{rre nppticant alleges that his health is poor and that"i
that is a reason *hv lt/1" matter is urgent to be disposed of. I am not

:hat argJrment. The process of batfling over the property in

= 
tor. .q[Ural years and cannot be said to be urgent at this

i

stagewhenitwasnev(rresolvedoveralengthyperiodoftime.

i

7..ln the result of the aforlepoing, I am not persuaded that the matter is urgent to

be heard as an ,rguni matter disregarding the usual rules of procedure and

i

the order that I make d tne application is struck from the rollwith costs'
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Counsel: APPlicant J B Cilliers
I

2nd ResPindent N. Ter$lhnche

r- [ voR.srER. AJ




