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“Estate Planning Precedents: A Solicitor’s Manual” includes a wide variety of
precedents covering all aspects of wills and estates. Also included are domestic
contracts, trust deed documents, powers of attorney, appendices containing
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tion and IT Bulletins, Information Circulars and Advance Tax Rulings. This
product is designed as a useful tool for everyday use by the busy estates
practitioner.
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Highlights

Issues in Focus—Will the clause, ‘I revoke all former wills & testamen-
tary dispositions’, contained in a will, have the effect of revoking bene-
ficiary designations?—A testator may designate a beneficiary to a plan via
the execution of an instrument or a will. A beneficiary designation, however,
may be subsequently revoked and/or deemed inoperative in certain situations.
Although each case must be assessed on its own individual facts and circum-
stances, generally speaking, a revocation clause in a will containing language to
the effect of ‘I revoke all former wills & testamentary dispositions’, effectively
revokes previously made (or, former) beneficiary designations as per item (c)
above, and accordingly, renders them void.

Issues in Focus—Ontario’s succession laws impacting posthumously-
conceived children—Provided that certain statutory conditions are met, a
posthumously-conceived child can inherit from the estate of his or her deceased
parent, and may be entitled to dependant’s support from the estate. The child
may also be eligible to inherit from the deceased parent’s relatives in the normal
course.

Issues in Focus—What are a patient’s rights with respect to receiving
and/or refusing treatment, either directly or through a substitute
decision-maker and do those rights apply in situations wherein a health
practitioner proposes to withdraw life support measures from a pa-
tient?—The Health Care Consent Act, 1996 stipulates that treatment provided
by a health care practitioner to an individual may not be administered without
the individual’s consent. An individual may provide consent either directly, or if
deemed mentally incapable, through a substitute decision-maker (“SDM”). In
situations wherein a health practitioner has devised a proposed plan of treat-
ment, and the SDM has declined to provide consent on behalf of the incapable
person, the health practitioner may apply to the Consent and Capacity Board
for a determination as to whether the SDM has complied with the legislation.

ProView Developments

Your ProView edition of this product now has a new, modified layout:

E The opening page is now the title page of the book as you would see in
the print work

E As with the print product, the front matter is in a different order than
previously displayed

E The Table of Cases and Index are now in PDF with no searching and
linking

E The Table of Contents now has internal links to every chapter and sec-
tion of the book within ProView

E Images are generally greyscale and size is now adjustable
E Footnote text only appears in ProView-generated PDFs of entire sec-

tions and pages
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