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FOREWORD

Without notice applications are unquestionably the most sensitive aspect of Family Court
work. On the one hand, there may often be a desperate battered party who needs security
and safety instantly. Delay will but exacerbate the harm. On the other hand, the making
of orders against parties who perceive unfairness and injustice in such procedure can lead
to enduring bitterness. Getting the balance correct is crucial. This seminar will be
important in revisiting legislative and judicial trends, and in looking at the consequences
of what we do.

Judge Peter Boshier
Principal Family Court Judge of New Zealand





