EDITORIAL NOTE: CHANGES MADE TC (Holloway v Parsons [2022])
[SQUARE BRACKETS] [11 Mar 2022]

NOTE: PURSUANT TO S 139 OF THE CARE OF CHILDREN ACT 2004, ANY
REPORT OF THIS PROCEEDING MUST COMPLY WITH SS 11B, 11C AND
11D OF THE FAMILY COURT ACT 1980. FOR FURTHER INFORMATION,
PLEASE SEE https://www.justice.govt.nz/family/about/restriction-on-
publishing-judgments/
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IN THE MATTER OF THE CARE OF CHILDREN ACT 2004

BETWEEN [ZARA HOLLOWAY]
Applicant
AND [NATHAN PARSONS]
Respondent
Hearing: 31 January 2022
Appearances: C C Lynch for the Applicant

P B Williams for the Respondent
L Jensen-McCloy as Lawyer for the Child

Judgment: 31 January 2022

ORAL JUDGMENT OF JUDGE D FLATLEY

[1] This is a proceeding between the applicant Ms [Zara Holloway], represented
by Ms Lynch and respondent, Mr [Nathan Parsons], represented by Mr Williams in
relation to their child, [Ivan], born [date deleted] 2010 so that he is 12 years of age in

two weeks’ time represented by Mr Jensen-McCloy.

[ZARA HOLLOWAY] v [NATHAN PARSONS] [2022] NZFC 805 [31 January 2022]



|

dl

')

[2]  The proceeding is under the Care of Children Act 2004 and is a dispute between
guardians as to whether [Ivan] receives the vaccination against the COVID-19 virus.

Ms [Holloway] wants [Ivan] to be vaccinated. Mr [Parsons] does not.

(3] The proceeding was set down for determination in a submissions-only hearing.
The Court has received affidavit evidence and written submissions. I have had regard
to the evidence and the submissions filed and I have heard oral submissions today

from counsel. I also met with [Ivan] and noted his views which I take into account.’

[4] This matter has been dealt with swiftly because [Ivan] is due to start school
tomorrow and whether he is vaccinated or not impacts on his schooling in terms of
whether he can be in a classroom setting and what activities he can engage in. [Ivan]
is well aware of that. The matter came before me last week and I made directions for

the filing of submissions and provided time today to hear the matter.

[5] Ms [Holloway] wants [Ivan] to be vaccinated because she wants him to be as
safe as possible against the COVID-19 virus and particularly at school and, because
he starts school tomorrow, she wants him to be able to start the new year with his
friends and cohort and to engage in all of the usual activities associated with the start

of the new school year.

(6] She is of the view that it would be to his detriment in terms of class placement,
social interactions, connections and activities if he was not able to start school

“normally”. She is concerned that he might be ostracised.

[7] Also, [Ivan] has asthma and Ms [Holloway] is concerned about the impact of
COVID-19 on [Ivan] should he contract it. She has discussed this with [Ivan]’s general

practitioner who has strongly advised that [Ivan] be vaccinated.

[8] [Ivan] is engaged with mental health services and according to Ms [Holloway |
there is some evidence that if [Ivan] is not vaccinated his involvement might be limited

in some way.

! Care of Children Act 2004, s 6.



