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In the mat te r be tween 

T H E H O L L A R D I N S U R A N C E C O M P A N Y L IM ITED 

and 

J J HALL . 

Appl icant 

Responden t 

J U D G M E N T 

WILLIS J : Th is is an appl icat ion for leave to appeal against the judgment 

which I gave in this mat ter on 10 Sep tember 2007 . In my view, the matter 

is arguable, and to that extent there are reasonable prospects of success 

in an appeal . 

In the appl icat ion for leave to appeal the appl icant makes 

appl icat ion for leave to appeal to a full court of this Division. Mr Mundel l , 

who appears for the respondent , is of the v iew that this is a matter wh ich 

does not mer i t the attent ion of the Supreme Court of Appeal . In the light 

of the fact that the appl icat ion was for the matter to be heard by the full 
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bench of this Division, and that Mr Munde l l agreed that in the event that 

leave to appea l was granted, that wou ld be the appropr iate fo rum, I am of 

the v iew that the appeal should be directed to the full court of this 

Div is ion. 

I w ish to emphas ise that Mr Mundel l in no way conceded that 

leave to appea l should be granted. The point relating to the appropr iate 

fo rum ar ises only in the event that I w a s of a mind to grant such leave. 

Accordingly, the fo l lowing order is made : 

1. Leave is granted to appeal aga ins t the judgment wh i ch I gave in 

this matter on 10 September 2007 . 

2. T h e appea l is d i rected to the full court of this Division. 

3. T h e costs of the appl icat ion for leave to appeal are costs in the 

appea l . 
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