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Betweens Nei Ianeta Kobuskles Appellant
oo
Kiatoa ITaoniman Begpondent

“his is an appeal from case BU LB 2/87 which was n boundery oases
The case does not show in respeot of which lands the boundayies were
settled or the names of the lands concerneds We have visited the
scend and seen the boundaries set up Yy the Courts In ourview the
Gecigion has very little value as = guide to the Sutuve tecause
none of the lands are named and there is nc plan as thore should bee
Horeover pecple affected wersc not summoneds We et aside tha
decimion given in case 3U LB 2/97 and order a retriz) with all
parsonSwho might be affected Wy the land boundarys summoneds The
lands dealt with and affeeted by the decision are to be nameds; and
a ﬁa&mm the boundaries in relation to nearhy land owners
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