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\X!ith regard to the second c?use of a0ion set out in the writ, 
the Plaintiffs case is that in the matter ot the loan the Defendant 
was acting as the Plaintiff's solicitor and th.at h~ knew or should 
have known that a registered document eYldenclOg the loap was 
requisite in anr action to recover the money and that he neglIgently 
failed to procure such a document. 

All I need say on this submission is that I am not satisfied 
that the relationship of solicitor and client eyer existed between 
the parties, and that therefore there wa.s no obligation on the part 
of the Defendant to ensure that the loan was evidenced by regis· 
tration. 

Section 4 of Chapter 66 sets out cleuly that no action for the 
recovery of money lent to a Tongan shall be maintainable unless 
a receipt in duplicate signed by the borrower and the lender and 
conforming to the requirements of the Act regarding registration 
is produced to the Court. 

No such document has been produced to the Court in this 
case. I must administer the law as laid down by Parliament and, 
regrettable as It mar be, I must find a verdict for the Defendant. 

Finau: Don't ask for costs. 

No order as to costs. 


