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IN THE HIGH COURT OF NEW ZEALAND 
PALMERSTON'>NORTH REGISTRY 

A. 40/82 

/r11 

· counsel: 

Judgment: 

IN THE MATTER of the Famiiy PLotection 
Act 1955 and its amendments 

IN THE MATTER 

.BETWEEN: 

A.ND: 

of the Estate o.f JOSEPH 
IGNATIUS.O'BRIENlate of 
Ma:nga.mut:u. Farmer 

ANTHONY'MICHAEL.O'BRIEN of 
Pahiatua by hts.ne:ict 
friend and Guardian Ad 
Litem ROBERT GARY MINNIS 
of Pahiatua. Builder 

Plaintiff 

VINCENT BERNARD O '.BRIEN of 
Pahi'atua., Farmer . and . 
Russ ELL. 'ItuTFiERFoa:o: 'eooeER 
of•:Pahiat:,11aY/'Post• .•·of"n:fqe 
Technician: • as\~iic:',I?ors. 
·ati:a ttustees:.df tlie Will 
oi 't,he late JOSEPH . . 
IGNATIUS O'BRIEN de.ceased 

Defendant 

n September 1986 (He:ld in Well.ingtifo) 

· P ~ . vhff tehe'a.d for pj_:~t~~j_ff. 
B.D'. Andrews for Gr'irtci1'cliild S.·· Stem'inger 
J .. :A; Walker for. Unborii'iGrandchiTd,r~ri . 
J .• H: .Williams f()rcP'.~:tlr:i:~ant V ~Ii~ '§•Brien\' 
Miss H.c. Hoogend;V'~'.::for Defenda::I>;t''Rrn; Coop~r 

{1 OCT 1986' 

JUDGMENT OF J.E!FFRIES J. 
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This is an application under the Family Protection Act 

by a son for further provision from the estate of his father 

who died on 13 August 1981. and_ probate of his last. Will and 

Testament dated 16 March 1978 was granted to the·abovenamed 

defendants on 22 October 1981. 

The deceased was a farmer on land in. th.e Mangamu:tu 
' ' 

district near Pahiatua.. By. a Trust Deed da\ted 2 August 1974 

deceased settle.a a family trust to make pr~ih!~ion f.or his sons 

Graeme Joseph Harold. O'Brien, bor~ on 18 Febi:ua·ry 1959, and 

Anthony Michael 0' Brien, born on 11 November 1963 named the.rein 

as beneficiaries. The trustees were directed to stand 

possessed of the Trust funds for .such as the ,benefi_ciaries as· 

shall be living on l July 1984 as tenants fo ,com111.on in equal 
I • '. • • , • •• • • • , :·., .:.~,·. · ••• • : 

shares. The Deed provided that H any of·the beneficiaries 

)s,hall have died before .]; July 1984 lea.v,ihg -a ctiiid who shall 

~ttain the age of. 21 ye~rs. tl:ien :~ti¢11:J{ii3iii '.~~Jri t.ak.e 't,he 

-share o.f the . parent. The deceased :tr<h:,i~ liflE:!C.:.t:ime tr~ns'ferred 

,.tQ the family 'l'J;USt one .hal.f of the t:~;I:11iian.a\:at Manga(nutu ci'nd 

tt:!::• 1:~:o:;t:~· ~:~~h{:•::.t:'1tilitJ;it~!Jf t?t~::I!![! ·. ;: 
A:i.c~:•p.a111e pc1s~~d t<:f his estate and ,tl>.eb~;af,ter. ;,,is :to/be devJsed 
icdokdi_ng to the tei:nis of his. Wii1L::~};W.:}tJt. oi ~OU~·~;:;. t9 this 

application. 
. .-'<. ' :_ ., .' ,-' . 

The last Will· of the dece~sed dated 16 Ma:.rcl>. 1~78 

appointed the ,riamed defE:!ndants- as;,I-6:rus,teE!S .;indillladeJ c::ertain 

spegific bequests ~hich are not J~/d!is,pute. . it ji tiow 
necessary at this, point to recouiit previous, Prtfo~~~i~gs which 

were .decided by. a judgment iss11e<1. by me ori .5 MarJ::li>l9,86. 

That J\1~'.~~ent concerried/ a, :case brought• ag~•irist ,the• 

deceased I S est~t~ bY Thelmcl HarB;l.ey un.d.er th~: ~~¥~;~i~~tilJ:Y 
Promises .(Law R~forin) Act '1949, very ·bi:iefJ:Y'' t~E!.·,i~¢ii_.~~re 

these' The decea,s'eq marrlea:. ie1:~~ively late in·. hi.s. life to the 

.. 
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sister of Mrs Hartley, and there were born two children, 

namely, Graeme and Anthony. His wife died in 1964 and very 

soon after her death the deceased requested that Mrs Hartley 

come to live with him on the farm and take care of his two 

young children, and for that she would have a home for the rest 

of her life. At th~t time Mrs Hartley w:as separated frpm her 

husband and had two young children of her own. She took those 

two childre.n to the farm and raised them with the two children . -·• . 

of the dececised as one family. It was a successful 

relationship for all concerned and remained th.aJ way until 

deceased died in 1981. By his Will dated 16 March 1978 the 

testator bequeathed to Mrs Hartley an equal share in a beach 

cottage at Foxton together with Russel.l Rutherford Cooper, who 

had married Mrs Hartley's daughter by her first marriage. No 

,atyack is meld,~ on this ·bequest. The:<s·ame Mr Cpoper 1s an 
···, .:· ·. : (,. •.· ' ' ' ,' ,. : .i·,:"..'·.· .. ~-··· ·, .. ·. ·.,, ... :: .· ,:,.·,.· .. i.. :' , ... 

· executor of:·the deceased' s Will. .The·t.e was a, •further" bequest 
' . . .' : .. ·;<~~·::\~~~~.i\? '\<_·. ,· ,,' . . ' '.. . ··:·:: ··<·· )i.-·>:\t\'·.>·:);::_'-.:{;>::(.··_;.· ·-:: ~'.~ 'i:,-._·, ... :/, ,: ' ,•, ··f -: :) >· ........ · .· 
of. furn1:tur; .. 1a ciild . personal. e,ff ec.ts : t:p,C;~:!,:.fs.:li;,ir_edequal'ly .:between 

his two<J':d"ris, and the remainder of h':ii~})pt"6.pel::ty.was. :to·be held . , .. :. (. ·' ·. . 

in, certairi .tfusts whereby the annu~t::tzic:~Ille wa's 'to be paid 
equaliy :to the. two s~ns during th~~r;,1;f;,~~j and,·:the shifre }of 

•t11e ·.capita]; }( ~acli ¥as to go to . t#¢'.;r> c:lii:Jqt,~Il.•· -P~~i)e9,;~'ife1y. 

_.Tlre,_:w;ilf iil3~je:M··~: gift over inl>f~\fi?:f~*i~:-~,9>_~~15: 
contained in the Trust which will b'e;?escribed, shor:t'Ly. The 

[~i~;~~::::~!i!~~::i[;i:l:~i· ;~;;111:ith~lil!!:~;:.·· 
Judgment .dated s March 1986 I follnJ .she. h~d e~tap'l:J/s'·µ;ed her 

pro~ise and .lll~de an award of $7s . .',gcfo to provf~e,\~~r;"·Whh a' 

home. Iri tfra:t case the plaintiff r*:these.ppdc~,~dWri'?s, Anthony 

Michael oq3Q!:~ri.; gave evidence b:i.s~pport of':z.1.tlH.lBt'ley•s 

.claim. 

The older son, Graeme, was kill.ed in .a ~motgr:,accident 

on 12 May 1~89. before his f~ther 's c1J'at,li. ·afs ia:lli'et made no 

al.terat:Jo~ fo ,h.ts Will as a result/ of ·tira't ev~nk. 13_efore his 
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death Graeme had formed a relationship with Shiralee Steminger, 

and by her a child was born posthumously at Palmerston North on 

26 December 1980. As a matter of record, a paternity order was 

made in the High Court on 23 February 19.84 dec,laring Gra.eme 

father of the child. 

To recapitul_~te the position now in regard to the Trust 

and estate is as follows. A Trust was established for the 

benefit of deceased's two sons with a provision that if one son 

die_d leaving issue that child would take. That in fact 

happened for Graeme died in 1980 and he -left issue, namely 

Shaun Graeme Steminger, now aged five years. Shaun, therefore, 

takes his father's place as beneficiary under the Trust to 

which he ·will succeed when he turns 21 years. The Trust was 
. . .· . . . ·. . i' 

< de.terminep on 1 July- 1984 and Anthon¥ succeeded t<> his sh~re. 

• .. By tJ:i·e. wnl of :the testator executed in 19'7,8 he gtante:d:. to hls 
" ... ,·:. . . • : ' , ;:.• ;·, :.:·: •. • . I : .':: . . :•. . . : . · .. -: : .. , .• · . ''.i'" .'·•:_,: ·' : . ···:·· .:;-·. ,., .... , .. , .. ,.,: • _,_· , 

, ·• two sons a ;lffe iriterest':tn _his -e~:ta,te.:whiCh .. cornpriised,fraTf•the 
.· ~a}m prope;ty '~nd after ~heir ~~ath~- 'it'~~~ to b~i 4i~.ided' into 

two equal p'~rts and, eac:hipa.rt was, to be. held for Ji-he chi'lclren 

df each 6£ his .sons 1'i'v:i,~g ,at the -d~ie . of :a~~th•ol:if,l,~i'.r : •, 

1!f f ~mr~:lf ;i;:t~:i::If =;~:;i:f l1;i;!;~:I!~i!lllli!i~!,E:: 
- il:i .. in a tie~ter position than Antllony w:ho has -t-ne: '•haJlf;•,;fnt:er'es-t' . 

in, the<Trust but only a life inter~st in tl:f~ •,e,st~fI. with the 

prospect of his . issue . oecoming the: uitilll~t~ :tj~~~:~-r~t~rieS of' 
'h.f-s. s~a:re. At the pr:es·ent ·tillle:,.~n~tjp_ny: n, ~9~q -2~-:.y,~a.r~. 
unmarried., and has no issue. This indeed is ari ,iinli~~a'l case; 

Fam11y. P:::::it:::: :::1:~:t!::v::~::•t:~i1tm;1.::.::: 
and supp~r; f~r himself as. he. at j,ieseht, ~~~\~e;}-;f;~ life . . 

interest :i.n bhe estate o;f his father. lt ·~t'.~~pr/~0

J?\fiate hepe 
\-.~ ~utJ;1~e the:- ~tbstanc~ of that -1,"ife' -int~t~s:,:. ·- i~• ~tated 
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previously, the esta~e is a tenant in common with the. Trust in 

the farm land. The 1986 estate accounts were produced to the 

court which show the farmbusiness operating at a loss. It is 

considered that the best ultimate use o·f a farm is as a dairy 

unit. It is at present being farmed by one of the executors, 

namely Vincent Bernard O'Brien·. Through his counsel, Mr 

Willi.ams, he informed the cour:t that the accounts indicat,ihg a 

lo.ss are rather pessimistic and come about through the purchase 

of .further stock prior to the .end of the accounting period. 

Since valuations on the far~land were done last year ~here has 

been a reduction in value due to depressed market conditions . 

All counsel agreed that the present value of the estate share 

of ihe farm, subject to'a reservation to be referred to in a 

moment, is about $200,000 made up as follows: 

Present Value of_ Land 
sitfock 

--t~~h 
.Itiyestmen:ts 
.pJ!cint ind Vehicles 
,. , . . ' 

Le.ss overdraft 

TOTAL: 

$128,000 
$ 3_Q ~ 000 

. $ 29,000 
$ 9,500 
$ 4,500 

~201,000 
2,500 

$198,500 

Mr Williams informed-the court that Mr V.B. O'Brien is 

of the opinion that is a conser:v:attve valuation and it could,\ be 

worth inore. For,-- examp,l:e, th~r~ ·.is ap.pa,reritty, a valµal:)bi s,pp•is11g 

on the property which could. be lea1:fed to a. dairy com~ariy . 

yii:!lding a gopd rental. As a matte!:'. of background the dourt 

~~s 1niormed: ih~t there ar,e di_f-feren'c~s between the'. two 

tr~st~es wh'.i~-h: p;z:o~ably wi-n Cri,~§i{(in t:he' a-pp_ointm;~rt:t of an 

institutional trustee to take 9Uice because on p_re'5:~r1t 

i~dic'atiC>IlS, ~~r-ticulatly "MTlt:h- ~~:~::un at five y:e~r:s, of age, the 

trusts o-f > the ·Will. seem set to e:x:ist -for many ye~ts to come. 
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Plaintiff's counsel argued his cl~ent should be ~ranted 

a full vested interest in the estate because, in effect, his 
) . 

nephew by blood through unusual circumstances is placed in a 

better position than himself in regard to the testator's 

e~tate. In short, without alteration to the provisions of the 

Will, plaintiff is likely to get nothing, or little, as an 

income beneficiary. Plaintiff's counsel, therefore, argued for 

an order of t_he court that he be eritit.led to a full vested 

interest immediately in half the estate of his father to put 

him on equal terms with Shaun, apart from anything else, and to 
. . 

give him some prospect of real benefit from the estate of his 

father. Mr Williams informed the court it was recognised by 

plaintiff that it would be impossible for him to liquidate his 

share of the estate .. to give him immediate cash benefits. In 

<>thee .words, he accepts the estate- must r.emain as at present 

;structured which, if his application .as put forward by his 

couns_e1 ~ere· ~.u,cces.sful , .. wo1-1id -riiea~ he a,nd. Shaun shcg,ed t.he 

estate on equal terms. 

It is appropi.iate t.o dispqse of t.he a,tt:it~i"des of qther 

parties who . appeared at th,il'l hearing and were repies~nt~·~r by 

counsel. Because -~-:e t:he ,differencefl earlier mehti~ii~.di:B~th . 
: . · ·. · . · ·. ··. ·· · -·:_ /._, ·.:;: · :·. :>: · .. :,.·: -: ./_ :'. _·_,.·.·/t(:·:'_:: .· :; · : · ·l _ -._': ... ;.::·· > .. :·;/'?(-··.\.'. ·/ ·/_:. > i-·· ·_.·. 

executors under the wtn tJere separ,afely · repres_enfed'; ~Iit"bo'.t,li 

t:~;::::o:ahn;Y,_.d~. ~;~i~it~tt\ah_;nd\v•.i:daf,en~. >'cf\_;:_:nr_;_-~gtz~r:.ir:ai:;izt~i1&~;,\ 
Steminger. ,ialJhpugh' not .. iri argument. his : 
preference w.~s _ fdt A'.n:thony to: succe.~cl. ,to a· vesteo inter~"t;t.. i,n 

half the estate bec.:1use it woµlcl•,eaie. tl'le dec:isionl:l_ which•, 
Shaun is advisers. must make in fut:ure al:>out the farm business_. 

The pod,t\~-r -~f Mr_ J .1\·}Wllcer, on be_h•aJf ,bf the '111by£~ 
children.· of the. a;P,p];icant Anth6riy;;:,was som~wffaf ·Aiffer¢.nt/ .. as 

might be expected.•' 'l'he competi.rtg ~Jaima11ts in tllfs application 

under tl'le A~t :are. the '.~p~liCailt:·:htrn~elf and hls ppssible. issue 

should he marry and sho~ld he i~:Je childr,eri. < MC wa,lker on 
. ::1:,·· 
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behalf of the unborn children of Anthony said he couLd see the 

sense in th~ plaintiff's succeeding in obtaining an order of 

the court that he take a vested interest in substitution of his 

life intekest, but he had the obligation of protecting the 

unborn children. Mr Walker's solution to this intractable 

position was to submit the court could make such an order but 

should impose a condition that the plaintiff execute a Deed of 

covenant whereby he agrees to .execute a Will bequeathing his 

share in the estate to his children in equal shares. As he is 

urimarried it would further be necessary foi: him to covenant 

that should he marry he ml!st then enter int.o a· further covenant 

that he will conclude an agreement with his future wife that 
. I . 

the estate land, to which he would succeed if the court makes 

such an or·der, would remain separate property to be devised as 

. ., previously covenanted f.or. It was 1:1ul:irnitted by coun.seL that 

the court .probably has>no jurisdict1~n.un,.derthe F~~r1.Y 
:::::c:.~~::A:·; ::e i::::,;.~.:~:~;al:.:.:~,f;tthti.·····•11:'.·.···:

0

t~:~i:t('.!:op.t·.ed 

by. Barker J. in .Re Alle1f r(unr-$p~rted.:> ';iuckla:nd R~~fitl~• .• 
A.,713/80 ~ l:O Dedember ·· l~ia4i. . . 

. ' . . ' 

.·. .. . · .. The un~oi:n chitd;r~n or the 'l?a~~ttff/· ,ifr:i·¢•~\sl~:~[ in.to 
existence, would be the grandch1.ldr.en of :the.·tes:t~tor•?~s··.1s · 

.::oc:1;tir.~1~:-J':b!<.}JJ;!Ii1li!:c.t;,.}}i,~rJij~ ···•····· iiiil 1~l;~r· .· . 
c.ir'cumstances. of .the claim ai:e appropriate~ .. Al,,thougli Ih;ei:Ei .:a:re 

·. ,,· ' 

similarities between grandchildren •,a'rid• th.e :u11h,q.r;•I1i~sue, /the 

point in this Cci~e Js that such is~ti~. ate s.1>:~d~f.($6:a:,11::r 
d~signated in the win of the testat'oz: as th~ ben.~ficiaries 

after the close of the life inte.test.; . 

. The court ·.is obligedt"o ap];l~·~a.ch the•'c.}~;~~}>f/t!J:~· 

plaintiff foilowing the sta.tute, . As a,t the.date of .~,ea,.th could 

the provision,s made for ~nthori:y. q.e cri~pribed as •a~~g.~~f~<Judged 

by the standard of. t:he wtse and :juift "testator? lt .{~;•qcit, clea·r 
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from the evidence whether the testator knew his son Graeme, who 

had died, had in fact left a son of his own. He must have 

realised the son's death wou.ld affect the Trust and the Will 

provisions, but chose to ignore the consequences. At the date 

of his death Anthony was aged 17 years, and his other son was 

dead and he left no widow. As stated it is unclear whether he 

knew of Shaunis existence, but he knew that Anthonr had at 

least a contingent half. share in the Trust arid ,the iricom~ from 

the estate·itr life. Even if both sons had lived 'it could . . ·.. . . . 

ha.rdly be•~escribed as anything but an awkward and potentially 

difficult jtsposition of his property .. To di~ide the one farm 

as he iid in 1974 and 1978 seems from thi~ distance somewhat· 

curious. particularly to mak·e the Will he did after the Trust 

settlement. By his Will he ensured the estate T.rust would 

•continue for. perhaps 50 years after his death; Even the; 

·selection df· his trustees in view o:f the ~-;r~s of that Trust 

seem dili{9Jftto follow and trotllfL¢ ~~~;;~p~~f~Ilt:!Y' im~{,;red in 

that area. 

Purpose !dtJ0:r .:::::. co;t:::: ~r::;:r;t:?i~~ ~;{~tt}t;,;iit. 
··conc":l~sidn that.· as at the date of death" the ·tes 

br!i1ch of hi~.t~a1:utotf duty. ()f a;ll ·~~«h.iet:ih~i 
this case not o.ne. advanced .a contrary, arg;u1ner,1t:i . . /· · · . "•._ .. ·:-·,;_ -.·: __ \·.·.:. ·.-., ·_.- i·::.·_·· •,>';'.,._._-,_··,."'<_r--<:,·.·..:·:-./:-'::.':··•1\ 

counsel f.or tlie . 11nborcn children. ..tn 'a w-ay \11':ii~( .. ,,,.,,,,. 

the 

made more diffi.cmlt for. the C!OUrt becau~e th;f{{~i~'\11~!:k'ed 
abE1ence O•f a strong adversartal si~u:atfof10.t~i~o~W'~~: f{kf1e_ V 

Angus [1981] l. NZLR 12.6 the co11rt lS .. pe_r1n1t,:ea, to d.:<>~k- .it lM:e,r 

~~eri:ts in, dec:(c:iing on repair of the breach. 

It is customary if :the 'clr.c:umstatf$.~s; ()f ;t:J:te case call 
.. .:.:·: .··>.·:._./f.:,/i" .. ·: . .._.: ... ·,·.-_.:.·.,,/·::.":··:·.'.:,.:-_:... ·::·.:·):.')\\:/.·--::.</i~\: ... _:,;:;:~·: -.:.-:: ··: ··.' ·,· 

. for it ;t,9 exani:fne wha,t ar.e. catrea::•the :conip;e:t1h'g;:c<Hainiants. In . 
:,. ·-'·<·':·_:,.·?.' . ·,~>-\:. . . . '_-:-: .. :: -~-::--·•· •. ,.;'.,·. ..· : . . · .. ·.;' ' __ ... '..'.'.:'.<?',!\f•,:)<\·.:;.:(.\ .> .. ·, •. -. 

this case they_ are the plaip,tHf and his p~s~Jpl,'f isf:!ue,. but 

there' is ;SO!Jl~t'.)¾fng just a liftl.~ iiI'lreal to ~¢'.~~;;ib.~ the 

proiag~nist~ iii ~h()se t.erms. · ·· 'l'~ei:, practic~ ripti~c~hereby a 
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parent normally represents the interests of his or her children 

in family protection claims recognises the very close identity 

of interests. 

l have reached the view in this estate, taking into 

account the rather unusual events of the past, the proper order 

to make is to vest the remaining half of the estate property in 
' the plaintiff which extinguishes ttie life interest and, in 

effect, disinherits the unborn children of the -plaintiff. Mr 

Walker, counsel for those children, recognises the plaintiff 

should take a vested interest but seeks to retain for. the 

unborn children the provisions of the Will by asking the court 

to impose the conditions he suggests. I have. given careful 

· consideration to that course but, in aU th.e circumsta,nces,,. 

'reject it. No,..one can predi~t how th~ r~lationshi~;h~.iJeen . ·., : ... '",. ,-- . ::· .. ·-,'·· •1:'•-·,, .,·,:., 

Anthony and Shaun will deve,l~p •. but .the ·chances are }Jliey :will 
'i:.,·.:_, ... , .... , :-'_:_~;,·_· . . _-- ... "(-·--·_- •'.··_,,::,. __ \·>·--.·. ;·•~)--;\::._::<'...:-· ~:·,_..;-. :-/>,'_;.:;.\:J:-:tJ:t·~:·~-?~/-.':,-· 
probably follow ;ra·ther. separate. 1:ives;no.t:'.- ·bound tb,yC;~;f:.a:ijiJ,):y•,> 

. ~etatfo~shfps, althougti they are by bf~qc1·. _ No~or1~t~.1~fi'./~oiitse. 
can be sure, but as there h rio spedflc:sta,temen.bd.n\/:t~e·: 

:::i:::;:w::.th:.::::!~t!!;!:•{.t!t:.•t::•~t;:f :;~f )illit;lt~: 
· it is ·. that ,they·. are bound together i-nto, .one. qtii:te ;1va~:t,u·,=i:b~l!.e. < ·• I.<':;,,: ... ·. ··. · .. ,,·.· -:,, .< ·.,,., ';-)•.-.\:.••\/?:"2:;\7'fC'.·/· 5 . 

. pro,perty. :Added t.o that i.s the· fact: .Sh~ui;i. i~/-blftr .. ~p..;;:;;11,:f;.3,nJ for 

. ~!::~;r:!:1:iitt ;:~:::::~:;~!~:~::~:z~~f i:~!! 11~t~~ii:.d 
have to reconsider the s itua tio.n·; •· i1s()f ·~ucti cqndi'tion~:-~<>'111<'1 
m~tetiany cdri~bra.in an ~lready d:if~i..buif ;:~t. :tjf ·· .·· .. ·.. · ·.•.•. 
circumstances. ·· In this balandng e~ercts~ :th~ cou:rt is 

entitled to assume that Anthony wo11ld' ii). atj,y\~i~ht:!.'niake: pr'o.per 

provision fo~ .his children,'. ti' he:;does·hJt::iiiJ~tr~/iii~nt;u;i, 

::::.• 1:1:1;1 :f t::tw:~:h •::J!;~!\!\!{/t!'i,jij,t:J•· .· .~~ · short 

·relent.lessly a t_est~tor•s. wisli~s e~peciaiiY, in. the Unusual 

circumstances ~rese,11ted by. thf~ ca·se~ 
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I had expected a memorandum on costs, but it has not 
eventuated, and I therefore release this judgment. counsel may 
still forward such a memorandum. 

Solicitors>.forPiain:tiiff:·. 

Solicitors f.Or Grandchild: 

Solicitors.for.Unborn 
Grandchildren: 

Counselfor Defendant 
VO.B:' d ! B·i::teri:'; , .,, .. 

Solicitors for Defendant 
'R.R~ Cooper: . 

✓ 

Jacobs Floretine'{t/'~'.drtcht,fri,t/;·. 
·· Pc1lmerston Nc>ith · · < ···.· · ·· · · 

si,m.onsen Gregg Andrews & C:::<>. .,. 
... y Paimellston Nort,h ., 

Macalister Mazeriga1:b Parkin 
' & Rose. WeHing,tori 

. .J ..• H. Wllliams Esq .• Palllle.tist<>n 
>North · · · 

Coles & Hoogendyk, Palmerston 
·•. North 
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