1 Infraction of Article 36(1) of the Soclal Security (Jersey) Law, 1974,

PLEA: Facts admitied.

DETAILS OF OFFENCE:

ROYAL COURT
{Samedi Divislon)

217

dth December, 1992

Bafore: The Bailiff, and
Jurats Blampled and Le Ruex

The Attorney Genaral
-— v -

P.A., Agsoclates, Ltd.

3PC}9£5 .

Only one contribution quarter involved. Schedule had been forwarded bul no cash. Case Involved approx.
£2,300 In unpaid contributions. In the previous quarter It had been necessary for a judgment fo be laken on
the civil front to achleve payment. Judgment still unsalisfied.

DETAILS OF MITIGATION:

Company had telephoned the Deparlment lo give notice of the lact that il could not pay. Cash flow

problems. Company In the course of being sold. Employees' share of conlributions paid on the day of the
hearing, leaving employers' share unpald.

PREVIOUS CONVICTIONS:

None.

CONCLUSIONS: £300 plus £50 costs.

SENTENCE AND OBSERVATIONS OF THE COURT:

Concluslons granted.



C.E. Whelan, Esq., Crown Advocate.
Mr. A.I. Vidamour (a Director) on behalf of the
Dafendant Company.

JUDGMENT

TEE BAILIFF: We grant the conclusions, Mr, Vidamour. Your Company is
fined £300 plus £50 costs, and has one week within which to pay.



Authorlties

A.G. -v- Le Garsmeurs Garden Centre (13th November, 1992) Jersey

Unreported.








