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I THE "WITER OF An Anplication sursuant to
Section 9 of the
suardianship Act 1968

7 aup

IM CHE MATTEN A% 3\ fezmale child having the
surname "t (an infant)

ACID

IN TEE MATTER O7 An Application bv th=
Director Ceneral =of
Social Welfare

Counsel- R.M. Douch in Su»mmort
Drder- 25 June 1324 in Thambers

ABPDER O CALLUT T,

Tnis is an ex-parte aoplication hy the Diractor
Zeneral of Social ™elfaras for an order placina a female child

with the surname o

)]

hut not vet having Christian names,
under the guardianshin of this ilonourable Court and for a
further order that the Director General of Social “zlfare

be apnointed as aoent of the Court,

Tie anmnlication 71as been brougit 2x-nartz on the
ground 0% urgencs and an affidavit has heen filad hv a

paedintrician, Anthenv 3ernard Cull who has stated on oath

i




that the child concernad 73s “arn on 1984, The child
suffers from a life threatenine infective illness kmnown Aas

senticaemia and it mav be nacessary in the treatment of the

illness to increase the blood prassure of the child by the
use of blood or blood nroducts such as nlasma and also it may
be necesssary to treat an anaenic condition in the same way.
The varents of the child have refused tiieir consant to suci
transfusions on relicious rrounds Hecausa they are menbers of

1

the religinus fait known as T"2hnvai's "Titnesses.

I should have »refaerred to dezl with this natter
inter nartes so that the point of viars »f the parents mighl
e »put, but I am informed thas this is »ractically immossible

as a decision mav need to B2 rade within the next 12 hours

and before any hearing could Ha arranced, I ar also informed

that the naediatrician rasvpanszible for tha welfare of the child

raqgards the wishes of the narents as beins important and is
doing nis utmost to avoid tie necessity to tr2at the child

by way of blood transfusion or in any manner wihich offends

their religious sensibilitias.

The evidence hefore me indicates tihat a decision

may He neces aresarve the child's life and

arv in ordsr to
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as in the case of Thorn J. in the decision of Director ~:neral

of Social 'lelfare v. B., Hich Court Auckland, 3 Nctober 333,

I am obliced to make a decision as apnears necaessary a the

child's intarests even 1f this should conflict —ith the




views of the narents.

I therefore make Orders in ta2rms
he child is placed under the guardianship
and the Director General of Social Welfare
the agent of the Court. Leave is reservad
nenceral and to the parents of the child to
apglication in respect of this order which

make.

of the notion.
of this Court
is apoointed

to the Director

make any

thev may -7ish to
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Solicitor in Support: Crown Solicitor,
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