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Equiv. val alsc s tne enty in the Minute Book Exh.5, the -+ - *7th Octo
1985, relating to  :land. The later part of that Minute says ¢

- itacc .ingtothe Minister, still no, they will wait =~ neantime, s¢
if there is . nother picce of land.”

AsI- ~utd be seen as equivocal. Itcouldwell zccor v - aatthe plainti
says he was told by the Minister a couple of nionths or so pefc < 1 his gener
account.

That is, for him to be patient, to wait in the meantime, the = =~ couldtryar’

300 findaro®  »iece cflandtomove to. Noevidenceis offere¢ 1 :L nttoexple’
expaad or ° . ary way, that Minute of October 1985.

Aslsay, thatcould well agree, that Miiiute, with the plaintif ; thatin publ:
he was told yes, he would be registered; then when he sees tt : n private, he
told "no" he will havs to wait, MAF wiil have to shift, if they car ~ ~ . ind, but the
have goitol. ‘cforsomeinthe meantime. That Minure of Ocio” r . ._me2montt
orso after - “Foro", accords with what the plaintiff has said, - hewas tol
that the Minissr wili go back to Tonga and consider and let - 1.

Aund so thie plaintiff was strung along, 1 find. I have consider + ‘th care whe
he was giving his evidence. I find him a patient and humb.. ., i ordinary mé

310 accepting of what he was told by those in authority and power . -~ .. Je was but~
nwmblz supplicant il finally, in 1987, when he again went to” ~  ‘7pu, saw It
Minister and was iold in effect of the conflict in the roles of ti er ("land hat,
“Agriculture and Forestry hat") and the Minister said to take it te

I find that was the firstindication of a refusal of the plaintiff's., =~ ‘on(thatis"”
application for the grani to him of the town 'api "Feletoa”). Andor ...~ ' ipplicationt
hadre, - ly, orally, been assured that the grant would be ma .

In 1987 he was told, for the first time, he would not be regist .+ should take »

320

340

to Court, it was for the Land Court to decide.

I fiud the plaintiff straight forward, direct, an honestman giv..  *r  ble accoL
And that he has been the subject of much stringing along and, in the =«'  quial, "du ¢
shoving” asitv =, itting off, playing on his patience.

I 1988 (and 1 m not sure whether it was under advice or nct, © s not clear, bt
perhaps with an abundance of caution if nothing else) he filed in  ar~ of that yea.
further application in relation to the grant of this town 'api. Inde=c 'n the origin:
siztement of claim, there seemns to have been a reference to that appliczion in the |
seitence of t1. ¢ _d; of the claim before we get to the stipulated grounds of claim.

Ifindthat?  c¢h 1988 application of no great relevance and it is not the subjectc
proceedings, as such, before this Court.

Given that account of the history of the matter, it seems to me that the limitati
section, sectio: . . 0 (originally 148) has no application here.

It was nC ;, in effect, until 1987 that the plaintiff was told that he was not going w
get this ‘api, ¢ d would have to go to Court. As compared to all the assurance and
assurances that had gone before, for the past 20 years, when he had been told on numerc.
occasions that the grant would happen, he would be registered.

li seems to me any cause of action stems from that refusal, from thatadvice, in 19
and action was laken in May of 1988. Itis unfortunate indeed that there have been furtt
delays, at whose instance I am not sure, and I make no findings as to who is responsib
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