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IN THE SUPKEME COUKT CF JUDICATURE OF JAMAICA
IN MISCELLANEOUS
SUIT NO. #40 OF 1988
BEETWEEN THE ATTORNEY GENERAL PLAINTIFF
AND RAMALHALE RAMHARRACK DEFENDANT

Patrick Foster for the Plaintiff,
W.B. ¥raunkson y.C. for the Defendant.

desrds Uctober &, 1958.

CORAM: WOLF= J.

The Pleintiff by an Originatiug Summons f£iled ou the §th day of
Ju}y, 19886 sexks an order pursuant to czction 47 of the Eegistration of
Titles Act. |

The relevant pertion of seccion 42 supra 1s set out hereunders 3

“Upou registering o certificate of title,
the H..;;iscrar shall retain in his custody
and possession all decds, irgcruments and !
docunents, evidencing the title of the person §
reglstered, and shall endorse upon the last ]
of them, if there be more than one, & ‘
memorandum that the land included in the
certificate has beer brought under this
Act, and shall sign such memoraudum:

Provided always that 1f any such deeds,
instruments or documents,; yelate to any
property other than the land included in
such certificate, the kegistiar shall
cauge such decd, document or instrument
(it anrzcorded) tu be copied at the expense

' of the applicant, such copy to bu rotaiuud
by Reglstrar, and shall return such deed,
instrument or document ©o tha person from
whom he received the same, having first
eadorsced upon the same & uemvrandum signed
by him to the effect thar the land included
in the certificate has beern brought uader
the Act.

No person shall be entitled to inspection

cf any such deeds, Instruments or documents,
¢xeept upon the wrlttan order oi the persons
who originally deposited the same, or of
sceme person claiming through or under him,
or upon the order of a Judge."
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Defendani’s appiicutin Lo brisg the Narine Lands uuder the opevation of

the Regiairaticw of Tilles Act,

The question may bhe ssked, what iy the intercst co which

the deponent vrefers: Is it te embank upon a fishing oxpecitdcn or 1o
2t 6o prove an 1% the e
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Plaintiff has ény status in the "alleged Dispute” which would warrant
the exzreise of the courvs’ discretion im his favour,

Finally the Court must never succumb {o the temptation of
allowiap iltself to te used as au ageat fey garmeriny evideuc: in crxder
to assist 4 party fo establish a cause of actiom,

Yor the reasons stated nerein I am satisfiad that there is no
basis on which the order soupht could properly be made.

The ippiication is therefore refused wich cozts to the Defendant

to be taxcd if not agreed.
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