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BEFORE: The Hon. Mr. J u s t i c e  Duffus, Pres ident  
The Hon. M r .  J u s t i c e  HeWiques 
The Hon. Mr. J u s t i c e  Moody (A%.) 

BETWEEN ELLEN CHAMBERS PLAINTIFF 

RND EMANUEL RASHFORD DEFENDANT 

Deoember 1, 2, 1965 and 
!3'&,.~- ,,r 8; 1966 

J T J D G M E N T  

MOODY, J . A . ,  

The pla int i f f / respondent  brought an ac t i on  aga ins t  the  

defendant/appellant t o  recover possession of a square chain of 

land with a house thereon, s i t u a t e d  a t  Catadupifin the pa r i sh  of 

S t ,  James and f o r  a r r e a r s  of . r en t  C17.10/-. 

The learned Resident Magistrate made an order on the  

18th September, 1964, f o r  the p l a i n t i f f  t o  have possession on or 

before the  31st December, 1964, ,md gave judgment fo r  the  p l a i n t i f f  

f o r  a r r e a r s  of r e n t  tCl7.10/- with cos t s  e8.8/-. It is from t h i s  

order and judgment t h a t  t he  defendant/appellant  appeals. 

The f a c t s  were not  s e r i o u s l y  disputed.  The respondent 

by an o r a l  agreement ren ted  the  appe l lan t  a square chain of land 

with a house thereon a t  Catsdupa i n  S t .  James, the  annual va lue  of 

which d i d  no t  exceed ~ 3 6 .  A t  the time the  ac t i on  was brought, the  

appe l lan t  owed tC17.10/- f o r  r e n t ,  The house and lctnd were owned 

by Vil f red Atkinson, the respondent 's  son-in-law, who is  r e s i d i n g  

i n  England, The respondent d id  not d i s c lo se  t h i s  f z c t  t o  the  sppel- 

l a n t  when she arranged t o  r e n t  him the land nor d id  she d i s c l o s e  

t h a t  she was a c t i n g  a s  an &gent. The record does not  d i s c l o s e  the  

da t e  of the  agreement nor the da te  of the l e t t i n g .  Sometime i n  

1963, a f t e r  the  appe l lan t  had been l e t  i n t o  possession by the  

. . .respondent/ 








