
In THE YL.U.Arl'A lOCAL COURT 

ld\ND CASE NO: 5/98MLC 

DA'l'E: 

namE' 

Name 

Name 

(b) 

(c) 

11TH NAY 1998 

FERASAE P AnCEL 
of I..and: .••••••••••••• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • ... • • • • • . • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

1. AUDR.E'I'l AKOMANA 
. . 2. MAX 13. NGALI (SPOKES!1AN) of PlnJ..ntl.ff: ••••••••.••••••••••••••• •••·•••• ••••••••.•••••••••••• 

v. 

GABRIEL I,uSUM.A1U 
of Defcnd.~"1..nt: ....................... • ••••• ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

DECREE 

The Conrt finds that Andrerl Akoma.l1e claimed the disputed parcel of 

1and. Ferasae is in I<ULA-TOLI customary land. This land, Feraaae 

nas ,n;-ivOJ:'! to 1(0000' 0 (rn) lr.ife KAOABU(f). 

r;'[,;PElrD_AWr - Court found that do:i:'endan!. - GABIUEL LUSUNANI claimed that 

tho di::rputed Forasae parcel of land was g:i ven to his line of Kwailar

nrudu Tolo through OFIltALA"MUS (f) of Anotafa customary land. 

Court found that Chiefs of Uard 4 Dala heard the disputed which they 

bronched tho Local Court Amondemen.t Act 1985. Whioh means tha'~ the 

ref,istereo. chiefs wi thin "LOCALITY" have the riGht to hoar any 

dislmte erupted betvreen any tuo parties wi thin their areas. Chiefs 

of difforont l.,ards (e. g rTard 4) should not sit to hear dispute in 

nard 3. ':i:his is unprocedural in Local Court Amendment Act 1985 and 

also the ::laid chiefs overlooked that the parcel of land is already 

bindod by' previous Court decrees. Therefore they have no right to 

reopen tho caso. 

(d.) Thl.rine land f.,·urveying of the diSlUted area (Ferasae) the plaintiff 

shoiTed a a Bibi and 3 stones representing fires. The plaintiff 

also shol-r a broken jai'T claimed to be KOOno' s lower jaw. This Court 

(mil. defendant did not believe. This half jmr bone Has pulled Ollt 

under a 1-Iu,daftt tree. 'l'hi s jal'T was not taken out from any collection 

of bones (Tafurae) bU.t looked like a hman being just placed it under 



2 -

the Madafu tree. 

(e) The Couxt found FeraBae parcel of land is situated in Ta~ 

land.. Refer to case No. MD/CLAC/1/87 and in High Court LAC NO.4 

of 1988. 

DECREE 

This Court cannot change previous decrees of Taba.krm.kwa land in whioh 

Ferasae parcel of land is situated. Refer to Case No. r.m/CLAC/1/87 and 

in High Court LAC Uo. 4 of 1988. The Looal Court H/B 79 page 11 para 

19. "Local Court cannot ohsnge the deci sion given in another Loca.l 

Court, Hagistrates Court, or CustOIll8.I'J" Land Appeal Court or High Court. 

Nei ther can it cb..an.ee a decision given by itself already!' 

A~ thus, this Court is binded under legal decisions of Tabaa.kwa.k:wa land 

decrees mentioned above. Therefore, this present plaintiffs' claim are 

dismissed. 

Rieh of Appeal Explained 21/5/98 - 21/8/98. 

Sicnature of COttrt Officials: 

Dated this 22nd 1.!ay 1998. 

Jomr S. MECE I ~((;'vP 
R. TALO tp,:J'" ) . . eM 
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C/CLERK 


