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JUDGMENT

This

is against a decision of the Land Adjudication Tribunal

upholding an award to the respondent by the Land Adjudication Officer of
a half carre of land situated at Macdomel in the Quarter of Laborie.
The respondent's claim to the one half carre is based on his
purchase of it in July, 1981 from Lillian, Jerome, Justin and Corabelle
Fadlin as evidenced by a Deed of Sale registered on 8th July, 19Rl in
Vol. 121 No. 133119.

The Vendors were the successors in title to Aleee

Fadlin who died in June, 1941 and who until the date of her de,'!th had
owned, occupied and cultivated the said half carre.

~he

successors in

title seldom visited the land between 1941 and 19RO.
The appellants claimed title to the one-half carre which they say
their family occupied from the time their predecessor in title Florenee
Evans acquired in 1941, 2 carres of land by Deed of Sale reqistered on
24th March, 1941 in Vol. 86 No. 51554.
A survey dune in 1988 by Land Surveyor Phillips revealed that the
one-half carre of land sold to Glynn

~ernard
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the appellants and included in the land claimed by them.
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