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Attorney General v 'Akau'ola

Supreme Court, Nuku'‘alofa

Lewis J
C.197/97

7.9 & 14 April, 1997

Contempt of court - penalty - retracrion - failure to comply withe. = .

The respondent failed to publish the retraction as ordered (sec the jnd  cut repartzd
immediately above).

Held:

1.

2

Note :

The cause of the failure was the wrong advice given the res 3ongent  his
lawyer. No stay pending appeal had been applied for.

The absence of compliance with the earlier court order1 s the centempt of
the respondent a continuing one and more serious.

The respondent could not shield himself behind the eitoneous advice of
counsel.

The motion was found proved butin view of the apology aid explenation costs
only were ordered to be paid by the respondent.

The respondent later succeeded on appeal from the raain jusgraent. The Cowt
of Appeal judgment is reported immediately following.

Case considered: M v Home Office [1992] 4 All ER 97

Rules of Court considered: Supreme Court Rules 1991, O26

Counsel for Attorney General : Mr Cauchi
Counsel for respondent : Mr Tu'utafaiva
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