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RULE 11 REVISITED 
  

Many counsel are discovering that the High Court is 
taking a dim view of motions and opposition memoranda which 
run afoul of the requirements set forth in Rule 11 of the 

Rules of Practice. In one recent ruling, the Court gives 
strong notice that non-compliance therewith is sufficient 
grounds for summary denial of the motion, See Lutu v. 
Pritchard, Civ. 2496 (1973) (Order denying motion to dis- 
miss-summarized infra in this newsletter), and in another, 
the Court refused to rule on a motion until it was brought 
into compliance therewith. 

  

Rule 11 (b) mandates that a written motion: 

1. be accompanied by a memorandum of points 
and authorities and proof of service on respondent; 

2. specifies a date for hearing thereon; 

3. be accompanied by any supporting affidavits; 
and 

4. be filed not later than 10 days before the 
date specified for hearing. 

Similar requirements as to points and authorities, 
proof of service and attachment of affidavits attend oppo- 
sition to motions, however, they are not required to be 
filed until 3 days before the date specified for hearing. 
See Rule 11 (c). 

If the parties agree to continue hearing on a motion, 
Rule 11 (d) requires that a written stipulation be filed 

not later than 3 days before the date specified for hearing. 
Failure to comply here may cause "the Court (to) order 
the motion stricken from the calendar." 
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Time periods shall be computed according to the 
methods set forth in Rule 6 (a) of the Federal Rules of 

Civil Procedure. That rule provides that the day 
from which the time period begins to run is excluded in 
the computation, while the last day of the period is in- 
cluded. If the last day falls on a weekend or a legal 
holiday, the period runs until the next day which is not 

on a weekend or a legal holiday. 

Protect your client's interest by complying with 
Rule 11 when filing motions or opposition. If not, you 
may have the embarrassing task of explaining how an 

adverse ruling in his case was caused by your neglect. 

SUMMARIES 
  

The following are summaries of written decisions 
rendered by the High Court during the preceding month and 
a half. Copies are available at a cost of $.05 per 
page. The case files are available for inspection at the 

courthouse. 

TRIAL DIVISION 
  

In the wake of Meredith v. Mola, Civ. 2511-73 (1973), 

the Court declines to grant relief to two political 
aspirant s raising problems which the Court defines without 

the narrowly lined contours of justiciability in the 
region of Fono elections. 

  

FALIU V. FOFO, Civ. 2504-72 (1973) 
  

-Counsel: Mageo Atufili for Petitioner 
Counsel: Ivi S. Pele for Respodent 

Decided: February 9, 1973  


