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Appellant&. De'kbua < 

Judgement 

The Appelant ha.■ adait'kd that 'Wle Ceii.-1 Oouri·h. .. 
Land Appeal No. 7 of 1963/6-4 4ete:rmi11•4 that Jlicla~~~•'- ha4 

only a life intereot in the land •t•bva•,. ·por-.le>n ~17,· ·:tUbok. 

Al though hie ap;Peal ~I ag~i~1; the 4,t,rminati!!t 9t ~• Nauru 
, • r. ', : ·,.,:., - ~ 

Lands Committee 19lating to thf onei-•hip ot ~\-_l,&ll,4l '..tql.lovina 
• I• .< ' ,• "j. 

Eida.gatouve•• death, he is in taot •••ld.na .• , . .;..,.,·th• determination 
, .. _': '-_; : ' ' ... 

'I '. , 

made by the Central Court in 1963 ■et a■id~. · In4••4• unle■e thia 
' 

is done, his appeal cannot aucceed a~o• hie claim i• baaed on being 

a lineal descendant of EidaJatouv•• 

The appeal was presented by the Appellant Tiriually as an 

application to set aside the judgement of the Central Court on the 

ground that the proceeding■ in that Court vere unfair. Aa there 

are no qualified legal practitioner• in private practice in Nauru, 

moat Appellants lacklm.ovledge of the proper way to ee•k legal 

remedies in the Courts and for that reason I should be willing to 

treat this appeal aa an application for le&Te to appeal out of time 

against the earlier determination it thia Court had the Jurisdiction 

to entertain suoh an application. However, in viev of the proTiaiona 

of Article 88 of the Constitution the judgement of the Central Court 

hns effect as though it vere a judgement of this Courts ~ being 

so this Cr.;urt cannot entertain an appeal against it. 

The appeal is therefore dismissed and the Committee•• 

determinntion confirmed. 

Hay, 1969. Aci1ng Cbiet Juatige. 


