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Between: 

sc:-:.t~:: SI:1G!"! 
s / o j.:~o:.~c1 S ::..n.zh 

.A:p:;>ello.n-!:; 

an.6. 

S:UU lTATH 
s; o Ee c r-.cai 

2esponclent 

Date of Rearin5 : 8th :fove:::..;.bc r , 1 S85 

Deli v ery of Judg1en t : / 4-. /I. <?5"" 

St'.,:-:::'~::-1::. 8our-;; , Lc.b2cu , C.:i:::;nissii!_ tl-e appell:...:'lt ' s cl.::i.n 

fo:::- wc.1.eys l e~1.t t o the 6.e:e:1u~1~-::: ",a(!. i n-:;eres"!; thc:.:eon 

unlice~scd ooney- lender . 

'Ihe sole .::;ro~:__'1.:1 u.r ~e:3. :i..~1 sv_:::_ o:r-c o; t.i1c 
a:):9ee.l is : -

11 TEAT t he Learned Trial J ud.:.:;e e :cred in 
l m·, a:1d in::c.t c t i:: holding t .t.a t the 
Appellant 1::as ent:;aged i:::1 the business 
of money l el1.ding u.nder the r.:oney- lenders 
Act (Chapter 234) \-:hen there r,as 

l 
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2 . 

insufficient evidence to come to this 
concl usion an~ hence there has been a 
substantial miscarriage of Justice . 11 

The only witness at the trial was the appellant 

himself whose own evidence the respondent relied upon to 

establ ish that he v1as l ending money regularly on in-terest 

in 1981, 1982 and 1983 without a money-lender's licence . 

According to r:is s ta tenent of clain he had made 

7 different loans to the respondent between 16.7 . 1981 and 

4 .3. 1983 ancl he r;as clai.rn_in3 from. him. a tota l sum o:f 

$5 , 460 w:iich included $565 described as "inter est at t he 

o.greed rate o:C ·10,t11
• In his evidence he r e peated t.h3.t 

tl1e res:pondei1t had aereed to pay interest . : re , hm·1ever , 

\i.'. ; S prepared to abandon tha t pa1~t of the cla i m. 

colJnsol . 

In c::c' oss - exn!:1ina t ion he a d.mi tted t h.8. t -

(a) he deri ved his income fron a theatre 

and from lend.ii1[; money; 

(b) in two years ( 198~-83) he .hr:d 17.2.d.e 

over one hunc..red loai-is to v:::.rious 

people; a nd 

(c) he c;_ i c~ no t obtain a lice:1ce unc:er tl:e 

Tho l ee.r:1cc'. Juc..:.:e in a brief juo.9:en"'c f ol.md it 

cst:-11:llishccl Oil -'..;:ic a _··-:;,cllant ' s orm 2 fa1issio::1s t;-:::.:.t in 

business c C a r.i.onc ~'- lc:1c.e r \"Ii thout a licence :...:.n~i. ':ic cc.:,:.Y~ot 
' ::;cc }~ o·,; i.1c col1l u. i.:~·.vc ccu.: to nny o~..:::er vie•:; . 
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The evidence Coes not support the appe ll2-~t 1 s 

c ontention that this r:as a case of an isolated tra~saction 

betv1ee11 old friends and t.i:e authorities cite(! by him , 
t:1ere::i:'ore , do no assist him. . 

~'he appeal is disnissed v:i th costs to be -C.:!.xecl 
in defav.lt of agreement . 


