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d. Respondént's.Case

14. The Respondent objécts fo the Application and requests that it be struck out.

15, The Respondent provided  brief history of the loan over “the property” which indicated that she
15 awa:e of me defautt Jﬁdngﬂi enteted the 169* Jtme, 2015 over “‘me property’ pner te the

;Fldgmententered oh _th_e 1__651 Jusie, 2!15

16. The Respondent submits that from: 169 June, 201510 prior fo the passing of the deceased on 5%
October, 2019 neither the Applicant nor her mother attempted to regularise the situation.

17. The' Respondent that subrifs that the estate has no means to repay the debt therefore:she is
waiting for-the:bian 5. 561 “Hhe pmpeﬁy“ and: upon neeeem of the proceeds of saie she would
cany-out her diffies Under the-law.

8. -She tnfﬂrmed the Court ifi the hearing on the 215t May, 20624 that she was approached by Bank.
mxtﬂmean but she: mfonmﬂﬁxemﬂwaimeestatehasm means to repay and
told them i proceed with the: $alé of the p rty" and prowde her with e remainider of the
balarice of sale f there is any once theif debtis paid.

o Bl
13. The Applicantin herreply made refererice 1o the “the property” as being 2 marimonial assst

22. The Appficant submits that the Respondent failed in herduties to properly administer the estate
when she. xefused o give consent to: the: Appltcantto refinance the loan.

23. The Applicants submits that the-grant enfered ori the 8 September; 2020 be revoked and she

be appuiﬁted the new Administrator of the estate:
. Discussion

24. The duties of an Administrator are eloquently stated in section 6 of the- Succession; Prob
and Adiministration Regulation 1972,










