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PER CURIAM:

Appellees moved to dismiss the appeal on the grounds that it was filed in the wrong
court.  The notice of appeal is styled as a matter in the Appellate Division, not the Trial Division.
ROP R. App. Pro. 3(a) is clear that “An appeal shall be taken by filing a notice of appeal with the
clerk of the trial court.”  The defect is not fatal inasmuch as it does not affect the Court’s
jurisdiction and, therefore, the motion is DENIED.

However, this kind of error results from inattention to detail, which detracts from the
quality of work which the Court expects of counsel, and which is not to be repeated.

⊥58 At the hearing on this motion, Plaintiffs-Appellants moved to dismiss the appeal on the
ground that they no longer wished to pursue the appeal in view of the apparent passage of the
new Airai State Constitution.  Defendants-Appellees having joined in the motion, it is here
GRANTED.

This appeal is hereby DISMISSED.

SO ORDERED.


