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2. The: Respondent f led ot the m“‘ Novamber 2022 a Response opposing the grant {o

3. Pursuant to R 1.2 (e) the Court decided in its Order dated 16" November, 2022, the to
combme this case mth. E'%RBT 2343 OF 2022 on the basis that they are related to the

4. Ina letter dated 25" November, 2022 addressed tothe Court, counsel for the Applicarit
-cguesieened ‘the Deputy Master’s Jurisdiction to hear a eemblne case based on his
interpretation of the. Probate and Administration Rule 3.2(1) (2) and Section

42(3)(i).

5. The Respondent filed on the 28" Noverber, 2022 a sworm statement challenging the
content of the-said-fetter.

6. The Court requested counse! to address the- said issues raised and following which
counse{ filed on the 14" December; 2022 a submission addressing the question of
Jurisdiction.

Pmbate—A&ivertssement«Estate Aciron& Response F|led Stnke ot

B, The Respondent filed on the 30" November, 2022 an urgent Application to set aside
Bernice Eillen Munro’s urgent App{tcat;on for grant of probate, sworn statemerit ‘in.
suppc- , strike out’ Application and Summary Judgient with sworn statement -in
support.

9. The Respondent filed on the 12" December, 2022 an additional Application for
Bumman-Judgment,

b, Discussion
) Thelaw

10.The Wills Act [Cap 55] is the law-governing the Wills in Vanuatu.

11.The Respondent stated that he is not aware of the presence of the deceased
“Last Will and Testament” presented by the Applicant and that therefore the
latest excharige of message on viber-between himself and the deceased should
be considered by the Court as. an alteration, if not to say a revecation, of the
Wil

12.The Respondent has, at no point in time, questioned the Eegahty of the said
document.







-Jagality-of a WAll

24.The Respondent's- opposition-to the grant being made has no legal standing
and rio merit.

¢. Decision .

25.The "Last Will and Téstament’ of the deceased dated 27" March, 1998 has not
been revoked by the viber message:

26. The Master/Deputy Master hias jurisdiction to hear-an Application for probate in

27. The urgent Application for grant of probate was not necessary for the reasons
autiined above.
28. That the Application for Probate isgranted te the Applicant

29. The Application for summary Judgmerit is dismisséd for lack of merit.

30. That each party bear their own costs.
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