
MALAYSIA 
IN THE HIGH COURT OF SABAH AND SARAWAK AT KUCHING 

SUIT NO: 22-221-2010-II 
 

BETWEEN 
POLAR HORIZON SDN BHD  
(Company No. 787972-T) 
Level 9, Titanium Tower, Lot 1, 
Brighton Square, Jalan Song 
93350 Kuching, Sarawak      … Plaintiff 
 

AND 
RONA HIJAU SDN BHD 
(Company No. 784454-M) 
3rd Floor, No. 66-78 
Pusat Suria permata 
Jalan Upper Lanang 12A 
96000 Sibu, Sarawak      ... 1st Defendant 
 
All or Every Other Person(s) in Occupation of or  
Claiming an interest in the Parcels of Land Described as  
Lot 176 Block 5 Sampadi Land District, 
Lot 177 Block 5 Sampadi Land District and 
Lot 478 Block 6 Sampadi Land District    … 2nd Defendant 
 
 

2nd Defendant’s Statement of Defence and Counterclaim 
 
 
1. Paragraph 1 of the Statement of Claim is not disputed. 
 
2. Paragraph 2 of the Statement of Claim is not admitted. The 

Superintendent of Lands and Surveys Kuching Division had agreed to 
lease Lot 176 Block 5 Sampadi Land District, Lot 177 Block 5 Sampadi 
Land District and Lot 478 Block 6 Sampadi Land District to the Plaintiff as 
holders of the 3 Provisional Leases of State Land to Lot 176 Block 5 
Sampadi Land District, Lot 177 Block 5 Sampadi Land District and Lot 478 
Block 6 Sampadi Land District, all issued and dated 03.02.2010 
(hereinafter referred to as “the said Provisional Leases”). The issuance 
of the said Provisional Leases to the Plaintiff is unconstitutional, illegal and 
henceforth null and void as the said Provisional Leases covered 
comprised and encroached into the native customary rights (NCR) land of 
the native residents represented herein by Penghulu Haji Kipli B. Lihi (WN 
KP 480121-13-5397), Ambi B. Uri (WN KP 480512-13-5589), Layang Ak 
Engot (WN KP 451029-13-5025), Sintu Ak Layang (WN KP 660520-13-
5157), Je’ae B. Kamuri (WN KP 461119-13-5175), Jamain B. Mahmud 
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(WN KP 580705-13-5161), Borhan B. Saidi (WN KP 660312-13-5515), 
Kapli B. Liman (WN KP 380725-13-5285) and Awang Bohari B. Awang Ali 
Bohan (WN KP 651215-13-5551) who are defending in this action on 
behalf of themselves their families and 481 other native residents and 
families who are proprietors, occupiers, holders and claimants of native 
customary rights (NCR) land in and around Kampung Sampadi, Kampung 
Sg Cina, Kampung Stoh, Kampong Setia Jaya also known as Kampung 
Ulu Riam and Kampung Kangka, all situated at Sampadi, Kuching, 
Sarawak, all have been named as the 2nd Defendant in this action 
(hereinafter collectively referred to as “the 2nd Defendant”). 

 
3. Kampung Sampadi, Kampung Sg Cina, Kampung Stoh, Kampong Setia 

Jaya also known as Kampung Ulu Riam and Kampung Kangka are 
established native village settlements, the locations of the villages 
settlements proper are shown on the locality map marked “M1” annexed 
herein hereto. 

 
Brief history of the affected Kampungs 

 
3.1 Kampung Sampadi

 
Kampung Sampadi was first occupied in or before 1902 by a group of 
Malay Kadayan people led by Tuan Haji Gharip. The name of the 
settlement at that time was Kampung Tanjung Gersik which was located 
at the mouth of the river. The livelihood of the villagers depended on 
fishing, paddy cultivation, planting fruits such as durian, rambutan, jackfruit, 
cassava roots, banana and others. 
 
In the 1940s, the families moved upriver where the land is very fertile for 
cultivation and the ease of finding food resources both in the forest and 
river. This new settlement was named Kampung Batang Langsat because 
it was planted with many fruit trees especially the langsat, which was in 
abundance. The headman of the village during this time was K.K. Bujang 
and their livelihood at this time was also based on farming and fishing. 
 
When the Japanese invaded and occupied Borneo in the 1940s, this 
village was also attacked. The villagers moved to higher grounds in Bukit 
Papan, Gunung Selenggok, Kangkar and so forth in order to save their 
own lives. The villagers occupied these areas until the Japanese 
surrendered at the end of the 1940s. While there were on higher grounds 
they managed to clear the area and build settlements. There they 
cultivated short-term crops such as hill rice, cassava, banana, yam, etc. 
for their daily needs. They also go hunting for wild animals in the forest. 

 
The origin of the name Kampung Sampadi was given by the British 
administrators who were then based in Lundu. They visited their area after 
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the Japanese had surrendered and decided to stop at Kampung Batang 
Langsat. They discovered that the land there was very fertile and 
encouraged the villagers to plant “some paddy”, which later became 
known as Sampadi, thus Kampugn Sampadi.  
 
Since its establishment, Kampung Sampadi was headed by several 
headmen and listed as below: 

 
The Administrative History Of Kampung Sampadi: 

Year of administrating the 
village 

Names of the headmen/Penghulu 

1902 First settlement 
established (Kampung 
Tanjung Gersik) 

Tuan Haji Gharib 

1940s (Kampung Batang 
Langsat) 

Ketua Kampung Bujang 

1948 (Kampung Sampadi) Ketua Kaum Wahab bin Aim 

1970s Ketua Kaum Hj. Kipli bin Lihi 

2001 Penghulu Hj Kipli bin Lihi 

2005 Ketua Kaum Ambi bin Haji Uri 

 
 
3.2 Kampung Sungai China

 
Kampung Sungai China is a traditionally Malay village was first 
established under the leadership of the late Ibrahin B. Bujang in or about 
1920.  
 
The villagers were mainly fishermen and they also farmed cultivated and 
planted fruit trees, paddy, potatoes, corn and other crops for the 
community own consumption. The crops that were planted in the area 
were paddies, potatoes, corn and others. 
 
In the earlier days, there were some Chinese families dwelling in the 
vicinity. However, they had moved out in the late 1950s and early 1960s. 
Several of the Chinese cemeteries still remain to this day and is a proof 
that the Chinese were once residents in this area. 
 
In the 1930s, the villagers started making Selipar Terompak using the 
Pelaik or Jelutung woods.  
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During the Japanese occupation in the 1940s, most villagers had to 
escape the Japanese invasion and sheltering themselves up the hills and 
mountains around the area, in Bukit Papan, Bukit Tunggal, Bukit Belian, 
Bukit Jamjam, Selenggok and several other hills. They cultivated and 
planted paddy, tapioca, potatoes, durians, star fruits, jackfruits and others 
to feed themselves.  
 
After the Japanese occupation, the villagers returned to the village in the 
early 1950s and during the administration of the British government, the 
villagers were encouraged to plant cash crops such as rubber, pepper and 
coconut.  
 
In 1963, Hj. Lihi Bin Jus was appointed the Ketua of the Malay villagers 
and he held the headman position until 1997. Under his leadership, a lot of 
different agricultural activities were introduced through the agriculture 
programmes recommended by the government. The projects were 
planting of the kelapa mawar, rubber trees, pineapples, banana and many 
others.  
 
In 1997-2001, the administration of the Kampung Sungai China under KK 
Jamain b. Mahmud had initiated village development plans and a survey 
of the land under the “Settlement Operation” undertaken by the Land and 
Survey Department was completed and all the parcels of land that have 
been cultivated by the villagers of the village during and before 1940s 
were affirmed by the Ketua Masyarakat Melayu of that time which is the 
late Pemancha Suhaili Bin Jantan.  
 
Je’ae B. Hj. Kamuri was appointed the Ketua Kaum in 2001 and has held 
the position to this date.   

 
 

3.3 Kampung Stoh
 
Kampung Stoh was established in the early 1920s by the pioneering 
ancestors of several Malay families namely Tuan Hj Yunus, En Drahman, 
Tok Umar, Pak Awg. Sahari B. Awg. Brahim, Tuan Hj. Mohamad, En 
Sidek, Tok Salleh and Ah Chan. 
 
The late Tuan Haji Yunus was the first village headman of Kampung Stoh. 
After his demise, his duty as Ketua Kaum was taken over by Ketua 
Kampong Sabli B. Hj Umar and was subsequently taken over by Ketua 
Kaum Abd. Rahman B. Kadir and thereafter by K.K. Kapli B. Liman. 
 
The villagers of Kampung Stoh were and are fishermen and farmers who 
planted and are planting coconuts, watermelons, banana and other crops 
and fruit trees. 

 4



During the Japanese occupation, the villagers were forced to take shelter 
in the jungles of Bukit Papan, Ulu Riam, Simpang Tiga and Batang 
Rambungan where they cultivated the land to feed their families for a few 
years. Besides planting paddy, tapioca, sweet potatoes and corn, they 
also fish and hunt wild animals for food. During those years under the 
administration of the Japanese, the villagers had suffered tremendously as 
many of the villagers were forced to labour for the Japanese to build roads 
and airport at the Terombol area. 

 
After the Japanese soldiers had surrendered, the villagers returned to their 
family homes in Kampung Stoh but continued to farm and cultivate their 
farmlands and gardens in Bukit Papan, Ulu Riam, Simpang Tiga and 
Batang Rambungan.  
 
During the 1960s, the government introduced and encouraged the 
villagers to plant crops and the villagers were given a group scheme under 
the Buku Hijau, under which the villagers were given subsidies and 
supports to plant coconut, pineapples and other fruits behind the village to 
support their families economically.  

 
 

3.4 Kampong Setia Jaya (also known as Kampung Ulu Riam)
 

Kampung Setia Jaya (formerly and now also known as Kampung Ulu 
Riam) is situated at the upper reach of Sungai Riam, a tributary of Batang 
Rambungan, approximately 30 minutes traveling by boat from Munguk Ali 
which is the ferry jetty of Batang Rambungan. The village was set up in 
the late 1940s by the pioneering families led by the late father of Encik 
Bujang b. Putit, currently the Ketua Kaum of the village.  
 
Owing to the lack of economic activities in the vicinity of Kampung Ulu 
Riam in the earlier decades and difficulties in transportation and 
communication, most of the villagers have to seek employment in towns 
and return only during festive holidays or weekends.  
 
In the 1990s, most of the villagers returned and set their sights back on 
agricultural activities and cultivation and farming of various crops and fruit 
trees in the vicinity of the village and the former village sites. 
  
The name of the village was changed from Kampung Ulu Riam to 
Kampung Setia Jaya in April 2005. 

 
 

3.5 Kampung Kangka
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Kampung Kangka is a longhouse village situated at the foot of Gunung 
Shahbandar in Lundu District, Sarawak. It was first cultivated and 
occupied in 1928 by the pioneering families led by TK Sambang ak Daik 
after Rajah Brookes gave them the land.  
 
Kampung Kangka is located in a rural area where the main transportation 
was by rivers. To reach Kg Kangka, the villagers are required to ride a 
boat from Pekan Lundu up to Sg Keyan before arriving at Kg Kangka. 
Nowadays, Kg Kangka can be reached using Jalan Lundu-Matang along 
the 2.3 km stretch of road and from Kuching city it is about 60km away 
and it takes about 1½ hour crossing Sg Rambungan using ferry. The 
village headman now is Ketua Kaum Layang ak Engot who has been in 
service since 1990. 

 
The village consists of a total acreage of about 2,380 acres and most of 
the villagers are farmers, cultivating and planting rubber trees and pepper 
whereas others are freshwater fish breeders. This village currently has 27 
fishponds and this has contributed to the villagers’ economy.  
 
The former headmen of Kampung Kangka were: 
TK Sambang ak Daik  1928 – 1931 
TK Naga ak Daik   1932 – 1934 
TKUnang ak Daik   1935 – 1979 
TK Engot ak Unang   1980 – 1990 

 
 
4. The 2nd Defendant are all Malays, Bidayuhs or Land Dayaks and Ibans or 

Sea Dayaks by race and are natives of Sarawak. 
 

Particulars of NCR  
 

4.1 At all material times, the 2nd Defendant have acquired and claimed 
native customary rights (“NCR”) and/or native title and/or 
usufructuary rights over the whole area of land in and around 
Kampung Sampadi, Kampung Sg Cina, Kampung Stoh, Kampong 
Setia Jaya also known as Kampung Ulu Riam and Kampung 
Kangka, all situated at Sampadi, Kuching, Sarawak referred and 
known to the Plaintiffs and/or their neighbouring villages as the 
ancestral or native customary rights land (hereinafter referred to as 
“the said NCR Land”). The agreed boundary or extent of the said 
NCR Land for the respective Kampung are delineated and shown 
by purple lines on the said locality map marked “M1” annexed 
hereto. The 2nd Defendant will before the trial of this action 
produce a survey map with geographical co-ordinates to show the 
boundary or extent of the said NCR Land with the localities of 
physical features and landmarks.  
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4.2 The 2nd Defendant’s ancestors had settled cultivated and/or 

occupied all the areas within the said NCR Land since time 
immemorial. The 2nd Defendant claims NCR over the said NCR 
Land by virtue of their adat or customs of Malays, Bidayuhs or Land 
Dayaks of Sarawak. The 2nd Defendant have never abandon their 
NCR over the said NCR Land.  

 
4.3 There is no conflicting or overlapping claim by villagers of the same 

or different kampungs to any and all the individual parcels of NCR 
land. 

 
4.4 The Lands and Surveys Department Kuching Division had 

undertaken numerous survey jobs to survey and determine the 
parcels of NCR land claimed by the 2nd Defendant. As a result of 
those survey jobs undertaken, plans showing the NCR claimed by 
the 2nd Defendant were produced and the 2nd Defendant were 
given a number of the plans, including but not limiting to those 
plans relating to Survey Job No. 201/88 MP 1/13-12, Survey Job 
No. 201/88 MP 1/13-163, Survey Job No. 89/93 and Survey Job No. 
95/209. 

 
4.5 The plans showing the NCR claimed by the 2nd Defendant, as 

produced by the Lands and Surveys Department Kuching Division 
shows and will show that the villagers in Kampung Kangka have 
NCR land now included in Lot 176 Block 5 Sampadi Land District; 
villagers of Kampung Setia Jaya (Ulu Riam) have NCR land now 
included in Lots 176 and 177 both of Block 5 Sampadi Land District; 
villagers of Kampung Stoh have NCR land now included in has 
NCR land now included in Lot 478 Block 6 Sampadi Land District; 
and villagers of Kampung Sampadi and Kampung Sungai China 
have NCR land now included in Lot 176 Block 5 Sampadi Land 
District and Lot 478 Block 6 Sampadi Land District. 

 
4.6 Locality maps or plans marked “M2”, “M3” and “M4” annexed herein 

hereto show the overlapping of parcels of land delineated as NCR 
land claimed by the 2nd Defendant pursuant to Survey Job No. 
201/88 MP 1/13-12, Survey Job No. 201/88 MP 1/13-163 and 
Survey Job No. 89/93 with the land under the said Provisional 
Leases.  

 
5. The 2nd Defendant further claims that they have acquired and/or inherited 

their rights, interests and title over the said NCR Land by virtue of and 
under the principle of common law. 
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6. The 2nd Defendant’s NCR over the said NCR Land is recognised by the 
Sarawak Land Code (Cap. 81) and/or its predecessors and the said NCR 
was created and/or acquired prior to the 1st day of January, 1958 and still 
subsist as such. 

 
7. From the said NCR Land, which comprises of farmland and forest, the 2nd 

Defendant derives food, valuable medicines, wildlife and other forest 
produce for their livelihood and sustenance.  

 
8. The said NCR Land is not just a source of livelihood but also constitutes 

life itself as the said NCR Land is also fundamental to the 2nd Defendant’s 
social, cultural and spiritual survival as native people of Sarawak. 

 
9. Further and in the alternative, the 2nd Defendant claims that the 

registration and/or issuance of the said Provisional Leases to the Plaintiff 
on the ostensible authority of legislations such as the Sarawak Land code 
(Cap. 81) is unconstitutional and or wrongful in so far as it abridges and 
impairs the 2nd Defendant’s rights and or title in and/or over the said NCR 
land respectively, being the source of the 2nd Defendant’s livelihood and 
the future generations to come. 

 
10. Further and/or in the alternative, the 2nd Defendant claims that the said 

Provisional Leases amount to an extinguishment and/or termination of the 
2nd Defendant’s NCR in and/or over the said NCR land which 
extinguishment and/or termination is bad, inter alia, it was not, and had not 
been done, by legislation designed specifically and clearly for that purpose. 

 
11. The Defendants have a legitimate expectation that their rights, tradition, 

culture and livelihood will not be disrupted, extinguished, and/or restricted. 
 
12. Paragraph 3 of the Statement of Claim is not disputed. 
 
13. Save that a signboard bearing the name of the 1st Defendant has been 

erected and can be sighted on the main road leading to the gardens and 
plantations planted with oil palm on parts the 2nd Defendant’s said NCR 
land partially completed with drainage and access road infrastructure, the 
2nd Defendant has no knowledge of the averments in Paragraph 4 of the 
Statement of Claim and is not admitting to them. 

 
14. Since 2005, village members of the 2nd Defendant have taken an interest 

in planting oil palm on parts and portions of their individual NCR land and 
converting them into smallholdings of oil palm gardens. With the consent 
of the villagers in the respective kampong, village committees and 
representatives of the 2nd Defendant had also negotiated with various 
plantation developers and management companies desirous of developing 
parts of the said NCR land into oil palm plantations and estates through 
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joint venture agreements to realize the potentials of the said NCR land for 
the benefits of the 2nd Defendant. 

 
15. In and about 2007, villager members of the 2nd Defendant have by 

themselves and through collective efforts in various forms including setting 
up of business firms and companies and entered into joint venture 
agreements with various plantation developers and management 
companies including the 1st Defendant, Masian Jaya Sdn Bhd, OCM 
Associates Sdn Bhd and other firms and companies to jointly undertake 
carry out and implement oil palm plantation and estate development 
projects.  

 
16. Pursuant to the various joint venture agreements and contracts, the 2nd 

Defendant by themselves and together with 1st Defendant and other joint 
venture partners contractors and associates had commenced, at various 
dates since 2007, land clearing and planting of oil palm on the said NCR 
land. To date, substantial acreage of land developed by the 2nd 
Defendant by themselves and together with 1st Defendant and other joint 
venture partners contractors and associates has been cleared and planted 
with oil palm. 

 
17. The 2nd Defendant by themselves and together with 1st Defendant and 

other joint venture partners contractors and associates have up to this 
date expended hefty sums of monies into the land clearing and planting of 
oil palm on the said NCR land which in the process has also removed all 
the useful cash and food crops, fruit trees and vegetation from the said 
NCR land. 

 
18. In the premise of the joint venture agreements contracts and efforts on the 

2nd Defendant’s said NCR land, the 1st Defendant and the other joint 
venture partners contractors and associates are legally and rightfully on 
the said NCR land to remain in possession or occupation on the said NCR 
land to carry out the land clearing, oil palm planting and plantation 
management and maintenance works. Read with the averments in the 
preceding paragraphs herein before, Paragraph 5, 7, 8 and 9 of the 
Statement of Claim are henceforth vehemently disputed and the 
allegations in Paragraph 5, 6, 7, 8 and 9 of the Statement of Claim are 
misconceived.  

 
19. Further and in addition, the 1st Defendant, with the full consent and 

support of the 2nd Defendant, had prior to the commencement of the land 
clearing works, applied for Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) 
Report approval from the Natural Resources and Environment Board 
Sarawak (NREB) for the part of the said NCR land of which the 1st 
Defendant has entered into Joint Venture Agreements with the 2nd 
Defendant and the approval was duly granted by NREB on 02.09.2009. 
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20. Prior to the approval of the EIA Report, the NREB had circulated the 

application to the various related government departments and authorities 
including the Ministry of Land Development, Planning and Resource 
Management Department and the Lands & Surveys Department of 
Sarawak. 

 
21. The various related government departments and authorities have been 

duly informed and have full knowledge of the 2nd Defendant’s NCR and 
2nd Defendant’s intention to develop the said NCR land prior to the 
issuance of the said Provisional Leases. The Lands & Surveys 
Department and the Government of Sarawak who should be parties to this 
action are estopped from denying the NCR of the 2nd Defendant over the 
said NCR land. 

 
22. Further and in the alternative, the 2nd Defendant claim that the issuance 

of the said Provisional Leases were a neglect disregard and abuse of the 
fiduciary duty of the Lands & Surveys Department and the Government of 
Sarawak to protect the Plaintiffs rights and/or title in and possession of 
their said NCR Land in that by its said act as aforesaid the Defendants 
had failed to act for the benefit of the Plaintiffs.  The said Notification was 
therefore null and void. 

 
Particulars Of Fiduciary Duty Relied On 

 
22.1 Although the law granted upon the Government of Sarawak special 

powers and discretion to give preferential treatment to the 2nd 
Defendant as regards the reservation or alienation of land in 
Sarawak, the Government of Sarawak had failed, refused or 
neglected to exercise it to protect the 2nd Defendant’s said rights 
and/or title in and possession of the said NCR Land and/or to give 
them such preferential treatment. 

 
22.2 The Government of Sarawak and/or its predecessors, upon 

acquiring and/or establishing sovereignty over the State of Sarawak 
with the agreement and/or undertaking that the said sovereignty 
shall be subjected to the natives rights and/or title to and 
possession of their land, the Lands & Surveys Department and the 
Government of Sarawak are entrusted and obliged to act to protect 
the 2nd Defendant’s said rights and/or title to and possession of the 
said NCR Land rather than extinguishing it thus putting the 2nd 
Defendant in a worst position than before. 

 
23. Further and in the alternative, the 2nd Defendant claim that the issuance 

of the said Provisional Leases were wrongful and fraudulent. 
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Particulars 
 

23.1 The 2nd Defendant repeats Paragraphs 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 
19, 20, 21 and 22 hereinabove. 

 
23.2 The directors and shareholders of the Plaintiff company are 

persons who have no relation to the said NCR Land. 
 
23.3 The Plaintiff company was established on or about 11.09.2007. 

There is nothing in the Statement of Claim to state its relation with 
the JKR Contract No. PWD/HO/B102/2000 and the reasons for the 
land premiums in the alienation of the land under the said 
Provisional Leases may be part payment to the said JKR Contract 
No. PWD/HO/B102/2000. 

 
24. In the premise of the aforesaid, the 2nd Defendant avers that the Plaintiff 

has no basis and is not entitled to the relief prayed for in the Statement of 
Claim, particularly Paragraphs 10 and 11 of the Statement of Claim. 

 
25. Save as hereinbefore expressly admitted, the 2nd Defendant denies each 

and every allegation made in the Statement of Claim as if the same were 
herein individually set out and traversed seriatim. 

 
 

COUNTER-CLAIM 
 
The 2nd Defendant repeats Paragraph 1 to 25 hereinbefore and counterclaim 
against the Plaintiff for the following Orders:- 
 
 

i. a Declaration order that the 2nd Defendant had acquired and/or 
inherited Native title and/or Native Customary Rights (NCR) over 
the area as claimed by the 2nd Defendant referred to and/or 
delineated and shown by purple lines on the said locality map 
marked “M1” annexed hereto; 

 
ii. A Declaration that this native title and/or rights precludes the 

Plaintiff from impairing or abridging the 2nd Defendant's said rights;  
 
iii. A Declaration that the issuance of the said Provisional leases to the 

Plaintiff in as far as the extent of the area under the said Provisional 
leases overlaps and/or covers the 2nd Defendant’s said NCR Land 
is unlawful, improver, unconstitutional and therefore null and void, 
for want of extinguishment of the 2nd Defendant’s NCR over the 
said NCR land; 
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iv. Alternatively, a Declaration order that the issuance of the said 
Provisional Leases of State land were subject to the native title 
and/or NCR and/or usufructuary rights of the 2nd Defendant in and 
over the said NCR land and that the said Provisional Leases do not 
affect the 2nd Defendant’s said title and/or rights therein;  

 
v. A Declaration Order that the area so included in the said 

Provisional Leases as claimed by the 2nd Defendant as part of their 
NCR land, th lternatively, a Declaration that the Defendants were in 
breached of their fiduciary duties as the protector  same be excised 
out of the area of land under the said Provisional Leases 
respectively;  

 
vi. A prohibitory injunction restraining the Plaintiff and/or their 

employees, servants and/or agents from trespassing, clearing, 
taking possession and or occupation of the 2nd Defendant’s said 
NCR land; 

 
vii. Damages;  

 
viii. Costs; and 

 
ix. Such further and/or other relief this Honourable Court deems fit and 

just.  
 
 

Dated this 11th day of February, 2011 
 
 
 
 
 

…………………………………….. 
MESSRS BARU BIAN 

Advocates & Solicitors for the 2nd Defendant 
 
 
 
 
 
This Defence and Counterclaim is filed by Messrs Baru Bian Advocates & Solicitors for and 
on behalf of the 2nd Defendant whose address of service is at No. 6, 2nd Floor, Lot 5430, 
Block G, RH Plaza, Jalan Lapangan Terbang, 93350 Kuching, Sarawak 
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