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appeliants from his land at Banga 864a (ihe Land). The Single Magistrate hearing the application
found the land to be owned by the respondent and that the appellants had no right of scoupation.
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amﬁmﬂmﬁmmmdmmmﬁ#ﬂrm The applicetion for stay was
refused. The appellants’ appeal against that decision.
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Ms Kirata apphed oy at the hearing.
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circumstances waanting a stay and there would be no irjustice bo the appeliants if the stay were
not granted. Fhmmmmnhdmﬂheﬁﬂuofﬂm&#ebhg“ﬂutﬂnhndh
question is owned by the respondent and, with no legal title to the land they had been cocupying,
thnmpolnm'mmnfwmmthaappaaim ‘questionable and weak'. :



This Appeal

[5] The appellants face formidable obstacles in this appeal. They must show the High Court
emed in the exercise of its discretion. They have been unable to do so. The Court rightly
proceeded on the basis the respondent’s title to the land had been established in the Magistrates’
Court. The appellants have been evicted. They are reliant on the success of their appeal to the
High Court to establish any right to retumn to the land. They are, in effect, asking this Court to
anticipate success in that appeal and to deny the respondent the right of ownership upheld in the
Magistrates’ Court. That would be contrary to principle and the interests of justice. The appeal
is without merit and must fail.

Result

[E] Leave to appeal is refused.

[7] The respondent is entitled to costs to be fixed if necegsary by the Registrar.
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