N THE HICH COURT OF KIRIBATT
(BEFORE B SUTTILL Co

HCOLA 123/91

BETWEEN: LOUISA MANGKIA Appeliant

AND: TATABU TINGANG

S

A Respondent

TUDGMENT

The appellant was the plamntiff and the respondent was the defendant in BA
467/91. In that case the respondent made over his land to the appellant. The
appellant is the daughter of the respondent.

The appellant now seeks to appeal that case on the basis that the respondent
has given the land to someone else, one Ner Urite. The respondent says that
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[ the Tower court is not being carried out she
must anply to that court to enforce 1it, - not to this court.
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The appellant is not present to-day. Several attempts to locate her have failed.

However her pm\w:m: e would not add much to the proceedings as that which I
have set out earlier herein would still apply.

The appeal is incompetent and is accordingly dismissed
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