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IN THE COURT OF AF’PEAL

_:f";ifrH Edwards Q C. ins+ruc+ed by Enoch Blake; 'f S
"-';i;for Appeiianfs S : B

"*f;f*Pafrlck Brooks for Responden?s “1¢"

:?{? §?and Llnnef+e Farqhharsoh as +he appe%lan+s ahd Fiorence J°*Baker,_u;-'Jf"

'ji*giVelma Veronlca Mliler and Joan Eia!ne Nugen+ as +he p!alnfiffs/raspondenfs
” f jfa confrac+ which +hey made wifh +he pt Infiffs In 1980 +o seli a: houso

'””f; fa+ Bromley Avenue %n S? Andrew Many of fhe con+rac+s made af abou+

ﬁ"fgigfevldence In +h|s case bu+ fhe Cour+ nofes +ha# +hese cases have arnsun

: :ff_,from +[me fo +ime w}+h a regularlTy which canno+ be overlooked

SUPREME COURT ClVIL APPEAL NO 36/85{{f¢’
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' ’""{BE#dREa: THE HON MR. JUSTiCE ROWE - PRESIDENT
© T THE HON. MR, JUSTICE CAREY, J.A.
© . THE HON. MR. JUSTICE DOWNER, J.A.

’*3*féE?WEEN}ij”:f'"‘°WILLIAM:FARQUHAééoN”;’fof*’_f{;'bEFENDANTS/AﬁpsLLANIS'f?" :

 VELMA VERONICA MILIER - ;,...; :
- JoAN ELAINE NUGENT o

CAprilit, 1sss

ThIs Is an’ appeai No 36 of 1985 be+ween WIIItam Farquharson

The case arose: ou+ of a fallure by +he de*ehdan+s +o hanoar

'“*ﬁffhaf flme have given considerable +roub|e in +hese Ccur*s, as many

' 5:f”fvendors regre++ed +helr III fa+ed bargains ' ha+ dld no+ ar]se as
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'?Fufr:be agreed or +axed

.'::j:: The Plaln+iffs dld every+h‘ﬂ9 +ha+ +hey Cou'd +O keep

fu_afheir slde ov +he bargaIn and fhe defendanfs did nof conciude.: The o
'f,ffmfma++er came before Mr. Jusflce Harrlson and he orderad +ha+ +here be

if”-specific performance subjecf +o Exchange Con+rol permiss!on.”

The defendanfs dld noT apply ?o ?he Bank of Jamalca fn fhe

| '”;iform In which ThBY shouid, and dld noT give fhe Informa+ton whlch 1he-dr:
- Bank requlred before +hey coutd gef permlssion +o Take +heir money ou+
'ﬁf'ff'of Jama!ca and so +he ma?fer came back before Mr. Jus+|ce Maicolm uho B
"Teejordered +ha+ *here be a Vesf[ng Order vesfing +he'proper+y !n the name';
L:fym;;of one: of +he ptalnflffs only._ The defendan+s now complaln +ha+ +ho '
5S;:eves+|ng of +he proper+y ln one name only was wrong, because ln +helr
:';;;5afvlew, so Mr. EdWards sald +his was a var!afton of +he Order madc by
TcL{er. Jusflce Harrison and +har Mr. JUSfice Ma!co!m, be|ng a Judge of co- f
'flnordlna+e jurisdicflon, would have no Jurisdlchon fo vary +he Order ro fnef-n

:?7e_made by Mr. Jus*ice Harrlson.

In our vlew wha+ Mr. Jus?lce Malco!m was dolng was merety S

'3fdworklng ou+ +he Order mado by Mr._Jusfico Harrlson. Here were pelsons

yj:fwho had obralned a judgmen+ for speclfic performance of +helr conirecf

'“:;and +hey were en+lfled +o ask +haf conveyance be made ln+o +he haie' of i
.':]i:any person They chose._ Thcy were: fhe equi+ab{e owners and +hev weore:
du*3eenfl+|ed by vlrtue of Mr.: JUe+Ice Harr!son s Judgmen+ +o caii for a
‘rdidifransfer of +he +l+le. We can see abso|u+oiy no poin+ lh +he argumen+
o fralsed by Mr. Edwards and we *hank him for h!s close and shor+ argumen+ m.ff

"”*neverfhelGSS, +he appeal ls d{smlssed wlfh cos+s *o +he responden+s +° fgf.IA%'




