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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF Civil Case No. 12 of 1999 
TIm REPUBLIC OF V ANUA tu 
lIIi;LI) AT PORT VILA 

I • 

(Civil JlI risdiclion) 

BKfWlmN : CLERA PETERS 

CUnillJifLl 
AND :The ANZ llANK 

i 
! {l)cIm1illUJ. 
1 - . 

i. 

RlJLJNG ON APPLlC ATIONTO SgT Asnm s'rrmm om' OHDlm 

i 
Thc chronology is as l'allows, 

September 1995-
J6 Novelllber 1993-
]rd December J 998-
28 January 1999-

12 FchnlHry 2001-

Cause of action arose 
W ri t'fiIed , 
DefelIce filed 
Tran~fcrred to Supreme Courl 1'1'0111 
Magi~trale's Conr:t. I , " 

Lelle\' from plainl'ilTs Lawyers seeking 
rei \lsi alcmenl. 

16 February 2001 - Rcgi~trar advises lll'ocedurc for appliealion 10 . 
reins\ate. 

I i 

17lh April 2002- APPI\catiOn to rei11stale filed. 

The defendanls oppose ~'einstale11lent of this malter. They say it is 
very old and an imporlant wiln'ess is no longer in the counlry. 

i ' 
The plainliff says there i~ a good claim. Records should be available. 

The overwork of the Publici Solicitor's office has contributed, 10 the 
I ' I. 

problem. i. i 
" ,ii.' I 

I will not reinstate this malterr The incidellts are old, ovpr six ami a half 
years. There will be witness problems of ~vailability and recollection. It 
was over two year between stri~e out and application to restore. 




