
Among the changes was that Mr. VanHale would replace Ms. Johnson as 
the beneficiary of half her estate. In 2010, Ms. Sullivan allegedly attempted 
to execute another will using a form she downloaded from the Internet 
(never a good idea!). This document named Mr. VanHale as her only 
beneficiary.  
 
  After Ms. Sullivan’s death in 2013, the probate court had to decide which 
of the three wills should be followed. Mr. VanHale contended that the 2010 
document was a valid will, while Ms. Johnson argued for the 2006 will. The 
probate court ruled that the 2008 photocopy and the 2010 downloaded 
document were invalid because they did not comply with the state’s 
requirements for a valid will, which include that the will must be signed by 
at least two witnesses. The court held that although Ms. Sullivan probably 
intended to revoke the 2006 will, she did not do so successfully. Mr. 
VanHale appealed, arguing that Ms. Sullivan clearly intended to revoke the 
2006 will and that the 2010 document was valid. 
 
  On August 17, 2015, the Court of Appeals of Minnesota agreed with the 
lower court that the 2006 will should be the one admitted to probate. The 
court ruled that only an original will, not a photocopy, can be revoked.  The 
court also agreed with the lower court that the 2010 document had not 
been validly executed.   
 
  If Ms. Sullivan did change her mind and decide that she wanted her 
grandson to inherit her estate, the fact that she didn’t do it properly meant 
that far from helping her grandson, she cost him a tidy sum in legal fees. 
People change their minds, and circumstances can change as well – 
marriage, divorce, the birth of children – and estate plans need to be 
revised along with these changes.   
 
If you want to alter your will or another element of your estate plan, call for 
a No Cost Trust Review with Attorney Jim Henke. We offer this to families, 
even if they did not do their original Estate Planning documents with our 
firm. Schedule an appointment by calling 616-361-8400.  
 


