 RECIPROCAL ENFORCEMENT OF MAINTENANCE ORDERS ACT, ACT 80 OF 1963
APPLICANT:  ___________________________________________________________________

VERSUS

RESPONDENT:  _________________________________________________________________

The grounds upon which the making of the order might have been opposed if the said 

_________________________________________________________________________________

had been duly served with a summons and had appeared at the hearing are:

(a)  the matter of the complaint is not true:

(b)  under a decree or order of a competent court the applicant is already entitled to maintenance and that such decree is being complied with by respondent;

(c)  respondent  is not able to maintain himself;

(d)  respondent has not willfully neglected to provide reasonable maintenance for applicant’s child since he is not of sufficient ability to maintain the child;

(e)  the court has no jurisdiction to make the order.

_______________________________________                                  _________________________

ADDITIONAL MAGISTRATE  :  BELLVILLE                                  DATE STAMP

Certified a true copy of the grounds upon which the making of the order might have been 

opposed in respect of ______________________________________________________

_______________________________________                                  _________________________

ADDITIONAL MAGISTRATE  :  BELLVILLE                                  DATE STAMP

