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1. The Attorney-General in respect of the Minister of Public Works énd
Utilities sued Waymars Trading Co. Ltd in the High Court claiming damages
for breach of contract. After a statement of defence had been filed by
Waymars the Attorney-General sought leave to amend the statement of

claim. Ord 30 r6 of the High Court (Civil Procedure} Rules 1964 provides




7. Counacl oy the Sttorney-General contenden, howewver, i relianoe on
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s .8{2} of the Government Liability Act 2010 that the Governrnent was not

are be reguived 1o pay costs as

3. The Commissioner of the High Court gave leave provided the

Attorney-General agreed to pay costs of 5150,

4, Now the Attorney-General appeals to this Court renewing the
arsument based on 5.8(2). But that argument overlooks the context of <.8.
To begin with, the Government Liability Act 2010, as its Long Title confirms,
is an Act “to prescribe the limits of Government of Kiribati liahility in
contract and tort”. it is about claims against the Government, as s.2(1)

expressly confirms:

“All tort and contract claims against the Government of Kiribati shall

be regulated by this Act”. w

5. Furthermore, 5.8 appears in Part IV - Claims Against the

Government.

6. It hardly needs stating that the claim in this case is by, not against,

the Government. Section 8 therefore has no application.
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