IN THE SUPREME COURT OF JUSTIC

at
IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF JUDICAT?RE
ACCRA - AD 2017 B

SUIT NO J1/3/2017
WRIT TO INVOKE THE ORIGINAL JURISDICTION OF THE SUPREME COURT
BETWEEN:

DAVID KWADZO AMETEFE
UNNUMBERED HOUSE PLAINTIFF/APPLICANT
NORTH GBAWE - ACCRA

AND

1. THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL

MINISTRY OF JUSTICE & 15T DEFENDANT
ATTORENY-GENERAL’S DEPARTMENT

ACCRA

3. MARTIN ALAMISI AMIDU
PLOT NO 355 NORTH LEGON 2N° DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT
RESIDENTIAL AREA, ACCRA

AFFIDAVIT OF MARTIN ALAMISI AMIDU THE 2"° DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT
HEREIN IN ANSWER TO THE PLAINTIFF/APPLICANT’S APPLICATION FOR STAY OF
PROCEEDINGS IN SUIT NO. J7/10/32013 PENDING THE HEARING AND FINAL
DETERMINATION OF THE INSTANT SUIT

I, Martin Alamisi Amidu of Plot No 355 North Legon Residential Area, Accra, make oath and
say as follows:

1. Iam the 2" Defendant/Respondent and the deponent herein.

2. 1believe that the Plaintiff/Applicant’s application for stay of proceeding in Suit Number
J7/10/2013 Titled Martin Alamisi Amidu v The Attorney General & 2 Others pending
before this Court pursuant to Article 134 of the 1992 pending the final determination of
the main action in this suit is frivolous, vexatious and particularly an abuse of the process
of this Court when the Plaintiff/Applicant knows or ought to have known that he has no
locus standi and/or cause of action to commence this action against the Attorney General
as 1* Defendant or myself as the 2" Defendant.



3. Isay that on 5" December 2016 at 3.50 O’clock in the afternoon I was served with an
application “For Stay Of Proceedings In Suit Number J7/10/2013 Titled Martin Alamisi
Amidu v The Attorney General & 2 Others Pending The Hearing And Final
Determination Of The Instant Suit” which had been filed on 5™ December 2016 at 2.10
O’clock in the afternoon in the registry of this Court where I had gone and filed at 2.37
O’clock in the afternoon an application to raise preliminary legal objection to the
Jurisdiction of this Court to entertain the main action invoking the original jurisdiction of
this Court against me in this action as the 2" Defendant.

4. T had also filed in the same registry on the same day, 5™ December 2016, at 2.45 O’clock
in the afternoon my Statement of the 2" Defendant’s Case embodying assertions of my
preliminary legal objections to the jurisdiction of this Court to entertain the main action
herein filed earlier.

5. T'had asserted in both my prior application raising preliminary objections to this Court’s
jurisdiction, and the subsequent Statement of 2™ Defendant’s Case and repeat here that:
“A casual reading of the six reliefs endorsed on the Plaintiff's Writ of Summons
purporting to invoke the original jurisdiction of this Court leaves one in no doubt that
none of those reliefs raises any issue of interpretation or enforcement of the 1992
Constitution to clothe the Plaintiff in this action with any locus standi and/or cause of
action to commence this action under Articles 2(1), and 130 of the 1992 Constitution —
See the analogical reasoning and binding force of this Court’s ruling in Adjei-Ampofo v
Attorney-General [2003-2004] SCGLR 1.”

6. 1 had also asserted in both my prior application raising preliminary objections to this
Court’s jurisdiction, and the subsequent Statement of 2™ Defendant’s Case and repeat
here that: “The four declaratory reliefs endorsed on the Plaintiff’s Writ of Summons and
in paragraph 12 of the Statement of Case are in substance and in form reliefs against a
justice of the Supreme Court, Mr. Justice Annin Yeboah, for exercising the judicial
power entrusted to him under Articles 126, 127(3) and 134 of the 1992 Constitution for
his official judicial function of making a judicial ruling and order while sitting as such
Justice of the Supreme Court on 16" November 2016 in Civil Motion. No. J8/9/2017
titled Martin Alamisi Amidu v The Attorney General & 2 Ors (Supreme Court
unreported) for which no suit can be brought against such ruling under Articles 2(1) and
130 of the 1992 Constitution.”

7. Isay again that the Plaintiff/Applicant realizing that he has no locus standi and/or cause
of action against a Justice of the Supreme Court sitting, adjudicating and delivering the
Supreme Court’s ruling ex cathedra disingenuously joined me to this action as the 2™
Defendant and the Attorney General as the 1% Defendant knowing very well that the
Plaintiff/Applicant has no locus standi and/or cause of action against me or the Attorney
General under Articles 2(1) and 130 of the Constitution for being opposing parties in my
application to the Supreme Court for an execution relief in the said Civil Motion. No.
J8/9/2017 titled Martin Alamisi Amidu v The Attorney General & 2 Ors., 16™ November
2016 (Supreme Court unreported).






