EX 165 ]

IN THE ISABEL LOCAL COURT
SOLOMON ISLANDS

© CASENO: 08/2013

BETWEEN: 1. Hugo Bugoro

2. Willie De'ni_m_ana L  Plaintiff (re_préséntedl by Stéwa.rd Tabo
o ' . - Spokesman) - - _

ANDf B ~ Martin Tango. . Defendant

A,

Sitting on 24.03.2014
Al Buala Station
iééb_el F?r'ovin"c:e

- Ruling: 2.5.03.20?&

‘Quorum:
LesheKikolo  President (Ag)
| :HugoiManegegu' - Member

Joseph Fonea RN Menﬁbe_r' '

~Edmond Hagety = = Clerk -

< RULING

Introduction:

This Case is about tribal Ie'adership that rélates to-Kolosori-Prega Land, Gao district
 of Isabel Province. The leadership dispute has gone through chief hearing on 21¥
- September 2013 at Tatamba by the Tatamba ward House of Chiefs which: s

- Frederick Pado Kana  Member b o T



determination was m:a'de on 17" October 2013. Both parties claim leadership as who

should have the right to stand on their tribe’s behalf concerning customary land.

issues

The  issue before this. court _is whether of not it has ]urusduct;on to determme
Ieadershrp ofatnbe c

Fmdlngs

' The Court found through the documems available on the file that upan filing case to

- the Locai Gourt, the Plaintiff produced Unactepted Setilement Form as required in .

Section 12 (2) of the Local Court Act Amendment (CAP 19) 1985 and along with the

Written Statement pursuant to Sec’uon 12 (3) &, b of the Local Coutt Act. Amendment
(CAP 19) 1985,

'U;Jon the Wratten Statement setting out the extent to which the decision made by the
~ chiefs is not acoeptable and the reasons for not aceapting the desision, the plainiiff
: stated their reasons which the Locai Court has o power to deal with this issue.

_'Through preliminary. hearmg of. issues plamttff tendered dowments lncludmg a-

-Perpetuai Registration document.. Such imply that the Locai Court has RO jur|sd|c:t|on
to hear registered fand but customary land.

_In the matter of leadershup dtspute of Kolosori-Pirega Land, them is no rule or-law :::
stipulated in the Local Court Act hence does not affect the purpos= of Sections 11 to :
14 of the said Act, since those Sections of the Act only mention disputes aver |

customary land  This court has no jurisdiction to hear tribal Eead@rc_h;p issue

Ll
Analysis:

:Afte'r hearing and consideri'n'g both verbal and written statement of paities the Court
understand the nature of dispute thus has neo Jurisdiction to further hear. and make

s Judgment into the matter. The approptiale body to determing tribal leadershlp of-

any tribe would be the tribal members of a particular clan or tribe, as such the Locat
Court consider traditional importance of our local customs and will ule otherwise.




Conflict of leade{shsp dlspute in the tribe must ge back to the ‘rlbal members to
resolve their eonflicts, according to the tsabel Custom.

Concfusmn

Havcng conssdered the above dlscussmns tl'ae isabel Local Court ake the foHowmg
orders; :

_Order's' z
1. Curreit application Oflpléinfi'ff is strike out.
_ _2 Costs to be bome by pames

Rnght of Appeai is three (3) months from date these orders made

' Lesle K:ko!o 'Presadent Kﬁw))

_ :Hugo Manegegu -\/sce Pressdent { e|>0' o

~Joseph Fonea

‘Member

- Fréderick Pado kana  Member

- Hagety Edmond- - Clerk




