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DECREE 
JUDGMENT: 

Court finda that Matthew Oiu ot Lede spokesman on behalf of hi. two 
chi era seaeu aDd ~arekoke we de.cended of Fvounahanue in uaniuau/ 
Roaai later OUT tl'i ".ell d •• oeD4ed to PWaoa.i a'" aacte .aorific •• ' 
the chi.f prie.t Heloalabs otfeNd the •• orifioe pig Il'I/nOOESAT1'~ --, 
to ,the d,evil P'ROBAUlUXOU (.,. L."er a •• n ILALAIWAL.A. deceD4ed ti, -~­
DeDga the first taa'bu 1'laoe n8tted in "an •• land (dt.put .. area] 

!he chiet pri •• t who otrered .. critice. here wa. RDRl (a) 
IUIJJtJALl ~p!t Leba.aUBO (II) beget Rute. (a) beset ohoinaoulu (a) 
Oourt alBn tiiid that the plaintiff' Matth.w 01u (Il) did not.traca'bie 
full generation ot how his ancestora grandtathers and father had 
taken full poaa.ea1on over the Hane. land. 

Oourt also find. th"t ,E.eJd.el '! •• h~ tb, detendallt 8ave evictenoe ' 
1n Court and traee hi. generatlma or IOlairamope1na. ~.t J!'o1'O.e-
Ii •• eopein. or ManpDadani then de.oended. to H.-slo. Poro.elimaeo­
peine beget eight eona (all T.Alfl:l!RIUatT) later the second tribe 
arrived ., tpwaapva 1n Ranee laad lLALADILlt. people tather ot the 
eight ~ah.riu8U·8 Ae11aaeopeine saTe power to lLALADILI ot Apwa.pwa. 
lI,ALADILI be .. ' t1uliuba' aoto"a1a bept t.ui11utolihawa (2) Ilalap\1. 
bept OiJohoeuiwala (2) Otohoenikulu bert Teahou beget E. !eahou (2) 
(pre •• at) beget Liuliumauerua (pre.ent) (7 seneration) 

court a1.0 find that Matthew .ald Mr Eeek1el came into Rane. land 
following a blood relationship of female line of Mrs TOOKEXI (t) 
who .arried I~u11u of Io1a1ramopeine. (Toteo village) beget 
Roenikulu aDd Hoeniwala. 

court finds that Matthew .entioned Liuliu intercourse HOTaken1. the 
wife of lkinaopeine the ehier of Iolair_opeine tribe (lola) af) he '­
and two 80na Roeniku1u aDd Hoen1wala tled to Ueniu.u!Ro.si land. 
Oourt finds that Plaintiff •• tthww'Oiu has two witn ••••• or 
lo18iramo.eime! PW1 - Silas Ohaouou ot TTunimenu (lol.iramo) 
eon!i~d in Court that ~z.k1.1 hi •• an haa no generation of 
Manganadan1 and the generations of 1'o1'Oaumaelope1ne and nlALADIIJ 
are not true. 
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PW4 ames Horaouou of Iolsiramo tribe denied Bzekielts boundary 
but owe the boundary of Hanes land owns by Ueniusu/Rossi tribe: 
Chi are Seseu and TARAKOKE he did not hear "F,zekiel' e genel-ogr 
ir his grandfathers and father that they should own HAnea land. 

o t finds that Bzekiel did not trace his one true generation in 
C t. He was trying to trace the eight 'l'aheriusu brothers but 

follow which Taheriusu brother he descended from in Iolairamo 
ibe. 

,n defending aide Mr Ezekiel stated his two men Horahanua and Ohaouou 
elped Matthew Qiu ot Ueniusu/Roasi tribe because his chiefs allowed 

them to settle at UUnimenu village and secondly I stopped him not 
make his settlement at Uiehu site. My brother Roesisihu pulled out 
Silas Ohs's coconut planted at Aupwai land ridges in Hanes land. 
Court also finds that Martin Lae ot Uunimenu village of tTeniusu/Roasi 
tribe is the only witness outside of Iolairamo tribe more or lea8 
tried put Ezekiel firmed into Hanea land (disputed) today. DW2,3 
and 4 are all from Roapu/Iolairamo tribe. Mr Matthew Diu the 
plaintiff to his witnesses ~41 and two from Lede village Ueniusu/Roasi 
tribe whioh they might give only one similar statements in Oourt. 

Cou.rt a100 finds that both plaintiff and defendant claimed the 
settlement sites and burial sites surveyed on the di~puted area 
Ranea land, e.g. at MOemoes8u both claimed but no shown the true 
stone ovens and at ]~onemangita Matthew claimed his tambu place but 
Ezekiel shown .some human bones jaws heaped top;ether but not real 
true prinoipal tambu site for custom feasting covered with secondary 
bush and a bush track goes through the area. 

Court also finds that the Hal08a river bounti.ary whi.ch dividing 
Iolairamo and Ueniusu/Roasi is not true because the other cuntomary 
boundaries already across Waloa8 river 1,0atoa tribe tTeniusu Hnu 
tribe and Ueniusu/Roasi tribe. 

Court finds that both parties have some existing properties coconut 
plantations and taITbu sites near the ae~ Pirupiru. Both claim the 
shark Sinahanua on their Pirupiru (cave) (ruu) on the seashore. 
But Court doubted Bzekiel. His shark is called 110rahanua where this 
Iolairamo tribe use this name until today. 

DRCISION 
I 

Court offered primary right to Matthew 0iu and clan of Hanea land 
and Ezekiel Teahou has the secondary ri!2:ht over Hanea land following 
his female line Toukeni (t). 

The boundary lines from Ilsmahuto river rr,oes through Bliholo goes 
to Hokala goes down to nerimehu down "laloaa river BJZ;ain to Menuni­
ngeli area stream. 

Hight ot a.ppeal explain within 90 days 29/4/92 - 29/?/9? 

Official signed: M. Nitoga 
I. Houmawai 
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