
T11.isis <:1second appeal by KillUDU :;:csrro agaiur+' C011.OtU'I'ent

findil1B' of fnc"r;by tho Tonoke Prinary Courtf Tenake lJ.lstJ:ic"'Gand the

DistJ:ict Couxt of Teneka District si ttinc at IG:vukoniFront that he,
Kl\.il.IBUKESIIOhad encroached into the lancl of the respon1ent, SlUDI ~

ITavinGGone through the record of the procoedings at ~~hetrial
and first appell<:l.tecourt and considerecl "'Gho£;;Toundsof aP1JC:eJ.,I find

l:\Vaelf in full aGToer.lentwith tho ju,c10:lOntof "ilie trial cOt:!.J:"!;1Thichwas
uphold by the first appellate court.; The trial court vCX"J J)::operly

and in very ac1.'lirable detail considered tllo evidence of bot.i parties

to the conflict in rcachillG tho docision "l:ihatthe land in dispu"GO belongod

to the 1'esponclon"h. 'Ihe appellant rs <:18001'tionin his aGOon(~srouncl of
appeal that MO'::L\HIID SAIDIMFUNDO(P1T2) was not a truthful ·,ritness as he
was no leado:z:of -'lihearea an(l that SELEll1'J'1r ATIImiL.'l,m: (Plr3) did Eo2! know
tho history of -'iliearoa is not oupportecl by tho evidence oa reco:z:d. Both
RT2 and fU3 cleposeclon tho facts ic::le<liateJ.y relevant to ~G1'..c T.1a;literin

issue 1.0. t1m-'lithe land in dispute belonced to the responclont. The

assertions of tho Xtospondentnow are not supported by the o'Vicloncoon
:record. I disr,liss the appeal with costs. JUledecision of -'li:lemal
oourt which was Ll.phelclby the first appellate court is heJ:el{"confi:z:nod..

It is hereby orderecl that the appellunt vacate the land he ic: unlawfully

oocupying within a period of one nonth frO;:l the day of c,:iviIlG of this

ju.dGiaont. ~ -;::- "',_
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