IN THE MaDalTA LOCAL COURT

LANG CASE No..2/84 ...  DATE: JV2/&....

‘Nme Of Land in dispu'beﬁﬂu.m-ﬁoﬁuh.&‘mn.ﬂ.ﬂoﬂﬂ‘.0.00“000D...I.DDOD..QOO

Name of Plaintiff:. BAMUEL HANITLE OF ROOME VILdiGie S SALAIRA ... ..

V.
‘Name of Defendant:.Bed rOxGe OF «OONL VILLAuk E/B. bideddie ... ... -
DECREE

JUDGIMINT s

The southern region Locul Court mude the Judgment of a plece of land
name Ulo-one between ilamuel lienitee and liedley George. The iocal
Court found out Hedley George did not found &iable, either iir. Hamkel
Hanitee claim that piece of land Ulo-one, as his own customary land,
because there is no river didvided his own land and that piece of
land Uloone. The local Court found out true when the survey.

Mr. Hanitee c¢laim Ulo-one land as his own piece of land, beca&use he
did hear or knows such payment Hedley George's father, Timothy George
made instead of the two brothers UHIPEINL and UHIMORU., Hanitee made
his statement, that Uhipeine and Uhimouru's land are sgparated lands
from his own lamd including Ulo-one. D/ witness Toosi said in his
statements, that he wae at a time of [ir. Fool came to ko'one in 1916
~ but he did not see any such payment of x30.00 gold Timothy George
made to Mr. Bell to Mr Jool.

ARAANA Henitee's witness also proved that ne did not hewr or anyone
told him concern such payuent of £30,00 golde ire Hanitee told the
Local Court Uloone land is own by PilWA=-ALL=-alh tribe he said PiEwA-
ALA=ALL wes died out and AUIHANE, is his tribe is control and look
after at present. Hunitee also told the Local Vourt when the school
was operated in 1966 the school committee paid to him with the aums
of $40.00, because he owns Ulo-one land he stopped the school from
Ulo-one land..~ 48 the reason because Mr. Hedley George is owns Ulo-one
land with him, Hanitee's wife also witness told the lLocal Courti she
did nuoy hear Timothy George paid Uloeone land including other lands.
Therefore local Court believed Ulo-one is part of Hanitee's land true.

The Local Court for southern region sgain found out froa Mr, Hedley
George, that Hedley claim Ulo-one land is part of all the lands his
father Timothy George paid with £30,00 of gold., Mr. Hedley George
told the Local court in his statement, that what he said was written
by his father Timothy George in this letter on 29th March 1965.

The iocal Court believed this payment was & true payuent lir, Timothy
George nade instead the four chieves to M:i'. i00l1, ‘the Local Court
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believed this letter written by Timothy George concern all the land
starting from TOLIHUASA, to south wards Onepaine, island including
Mangrovea, spearlines at Heuloho continuing to Warowsaro swamps.

erefore Local Court believe Ulo«one may be part of that area as
well,

The ILocal Court also fougd out from Hedley's witness Sadeas Tole said
that from that Ulo~one land swemp and it is in the spearlines which
Mr., Timothy Georxrge paid with other lands with £30.00, of gold.
Mr. S5adeas Tole when he made statements he said that Aruana once he
faced Hanitee that lanitee did not owns Ulo-one land. The lLocal Court
ain found out that James Uihunu, is the Chief of Hanitee he against
him and witnessed against him James Uihunu when made stateunent he
approved the payment limothy George made to Iir, Bell to Mrs kool
was true, Henisno also witness to iledley said that the payment was
true, ledley claim Ulo-one land because¢ the school coumittee paid to
him $20.00 which Hanitee did not ask it from him until today, in
which Local Court really proved.

The Local Court did not take any note with the court neard at Pulu
by Watehiruwala, because there was no record received from high court
~or Magistrate office llalsita,’

The Local Court found out Irom both sides in some how you tell the
true or not however ne will pass you decision according to what was i
heard from all your statements. .

TO THis SUKVEY RiwORT

The plaintiff side have no map to follows when we survey. Tha survey
follows the river siopulu, to Iloi stresms to warowaro. The both
psrties had agreed with the defendant boundary, between Hanitece's
own land. The plaintiff mentioned that his principal tambu place

and old séttlements with those SUE trees, but there was no, principal
tambu place neither any old seéttlement or SUEL trees, <ILhe piece of
land Ulo'one which both sides are disputed, is sbout 2 acres and

it is mainly wixed with sand carols and ground. It is situated near
the mangroves towards warowaro pusSsuge. Ulo-one is only fit for
station snd few coconuts to plant, but no big forms.

The court also found out from both sides, idanitee and iHedley are coaing
Ifrom Hoone village and both sides are related according to custon,
because Timothy George married Misipa the daughter of the two brothers
UHIPRINE, and UHIMORU, in PAEWA-ALA-ALA in which you lianitee is control
in AuIHANE., In the saue way Local Court found out, arsana in the
previous yearg you was facing lanitee. Yet in this court you become

one of nis witness, against Hedley feorge. Local Court also found

out James Uibhunu is Hanitee's Chief which he should surpport him yet
James is witness to Hedley George, sgainst you Hanites,

Therefore the local Court made its decision concern the above points
from both sides,
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TECISION
1. HAMULEL HANITRE YoU THE 18T PRIMARY RIGHT TO OwWwNER A PIKCE

OF LAND ULO,ONi, AS IN The BEGINNING.

e Hedley ueorge you the 2nd primary right to owner to that
plece of land Ulo'one, as well, because $20,00 the school committee
had paid to you is still in your hand until to day.

Right of Appeal Explained. 90 days or 3 months.
Dates of appeals 18.7.84 to15th November 1984 is the closing date.

B8ignatures: Robexrt Cuou Vice Presidast
Michael Nitoka Court member
Willie Hikimae " "
Joseph bihiu " Clerk.



