


Secondly, the decision of the Island Court of 1984 was overulled by the Supreme Court to
recognize the rights of the two respondents in this matter and thereby awarded them all equal
shares of custom rights (the Applicant and the two Respondents) as custom owners of Lakatoro
land.

Lastly the Respondents strongly stated that there was no declaration of made in respect of
Amalinges and Tembogo custom land by the Malekula Island Court nor the Supreme Court.

The Court after having heard Application and Responses to the Application; and having
perused the 1984 Decision of Malekula Island Court and the 1988 Decision of the Appellate
Court in this matter, we make the following findings and decision.

Findings of Court:

1. Despite mentions of Amelingas and Tembogo in the minutes of decision of the Island
court, the 1984 Declaration to the Applicant was for Lakatoro land not the Amelingas
nor the Tembogo custom land. It is not clear, the court is unable to link from the two
decisions the link between Lakatoro land and Amalinges Land despite the Applicants
claim to the same land.

2. The Island Court nor Supreme Court in their decisions of 1984 and 1988 respectively
failed to declare Lakatoro land is situated on Amalinges and Tembogo custom land and
failed to have the parties produce and agree to a sketch map of the said customary land.
The two Respondents strongly dispute the location of Amalinges and Tembogo custom
land to be the same with Lakatoro land and

3. The Island Court decision of 1984 was appealed and the Supreme Court in 1988 varied
the decision such that it recognizes the rights of all three parties including the two
respondents and gave them equal custom rights of the Lakatoro land. The Supreme
Court has literally varied the first decision that only recognized the Applicant and it
would not be right to stamp a decision that was literally changed by the Supreme Court
to include the Respondents.

4, Map of Amelingas and Tempogo custom boundary were not drawn up as part of the
Island Court in 1984 decision nor the Supreme Court in 1988. It would be a straight
yes to stamp had the Respondent agree to the newly drawn up map, but they disputed
the map. The Map was drawn up by the Applicant after the island Court and the appeal
court hearing ended and it is not right to assume without a proper land hearing process.

5. The Court is unable to link Lakatoro Land and the custom land of Amelingas and
Tempogo land as Malekula Island Court nor the Supreme Court failed to link them as
the same land. Today the Respondents disputed the location of the Amelangis and
Tempogo land to be same Lakatoro land.

Following the above findings, the Court is not in the position of endorsing and stamping a
custom boundary of Amelingas and Tembogo custom land as part of the decision of the Island
court in 1984 as the map was never part of the Court decision. And whereas the sketch m
disputed by the Respondents, the Court is unable to stamp the newly drawn up sketch
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