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Laxd Gase held ot Tira irir on the 13th dugust, 1992,
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Plaintiff: 1illiap Tanuhigwo - Phesent

Defendant, Thomas Taroramn ~ Yot prosent,

This is g lana case between Tillian Teanuhiawo Plaintiff ang Thomas Taromamus
deferdant conc erning a customary lond lmomm in the Famuny original ~ANZUAZE as
"Tarao Landn,

In thiz caze the Plaintirs attendei the cour? hearing vhereas the defendant dig
not atlend even thoush summon o notice of benring was Sent to him on 16/08/92 vt
Lail to attena the cowrt hearinr, T this eoze the court proceed in the absaice
of the defendant to hear the plaintirfe statoneats secing that no inf'ormation

from defendaony Cconcerninz his absent,

In this ceze the court asired Plaintift to resent his man Concerning the lanad in
dispute and his 2enelogzical +4able Vhich marlzed wAqu and ®A2n . mne Plaintife stated
that the bowrlaries of Tarao lamd started at Hgarioows strean mewsh Vhere hig
coconut nlantation is and up to Gatolkahi up 45 Yareavuid aeross +o Qvarana te Tapae
stream alons down the river to the ces coast and bael: 4o Ngarisaws stream mouth,

Having eranined eviderces lod~od in court by plaintiff the cowrt have gatigfied
that the plaintift gne estors were tre real omners of Tapge Land and have heen
dwellin: in #hc land Tor theiw lives, The comrt alzo learnt that defendants claim
the land but ss fap as the cowrt understand they (defs) fleq from a tribal yom

of the Maynuny arnies called "ATLETY and pan a2y So Tarao lard and alze Jononma

a8 Araoha to tale salety wder the Dlaintifere erriors because plaintier Wareiors
Wwere not enemy with lissi werriors,”

In this cage the cowrt learnt that defendant iz not the real owner of Tarao sl
becouse e went +o talze shelter with the plaintires Warriors and they allow then
live iy their (plaintiffS) lard and nd% to oyp the lahd,’ Too in this case the
cowrd leownt that deferdants tribes have gone bagl: to their home land aad none of
thenm leaving in Tarao land after dwelling for Teveral yeors in Tapeo lend, Because
none of them left hagl: in $he dismuted land it shows clearly that def. have no
land rizhts in Tarao land,

Also i thig case the court leomut that the DIIntiff have monerties such as
coconut 'plautation, SWanp taro mlots FA%0 palms and all eatable trscs suweh as
nalinut trees and Gatoze nut trecs, The cowrt also learnt that def. hawve 1o

roperties in the dissuted land therefore thare iz no preve of having omershis
of the lu.d by der,
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Raving 2gtisfied and roved 21l ovidences lodred in cowt by plaintif? the cowrt
awardcd decision in fevour of pleintiff, ripe plaintife Willian Yannbhisve ig held
to be the head of Tarao Land and he is the real land of marag Taxd, sketched in
EX.AT1 starting Prop Ugerigawa mowuth strean up to Gatolahi wp o Marapuwi and across
to Quarans to Tarae river down stream to Terao river mouth and alonz tho sog
cosst down to Ugarigava stream mouth,

Def'endant have no righ% in the Tarao land and no further developments to do in
the land, Defendant Thomns Teroramua to keen av 2y and banned not to eater in-
Tarao Land without the mowledne of plaintiff,

Right of Appeal explained

Appeal within 3 months frop todays date 17/ %‘2).
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