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ROYAL COtlliti' 
(Samedi Division) 

5th Mi!l.Xch, 1993 

Before: '!.'he Bailiff, and 
Jurats Bonn and Gruohv 

The Atte,rney General 

- v -

Brian Boustouler 

2 infractions of Article 14(1) (a) of the Housing 
(Jersey) Law, 1949. 

AGE: 50. 

PLEA: 

IrnracUon admiUmt 

DETAILS OF OFFENCE: 

Housed two unqualified employees In a properly which he owned. Qualified "tenanl" presen~ but no true lodging 
arnangement Sill.laUon lasted for six weeks. 

DETAILS OF MITIGATION: 

Employees were vital ID the business (printing), Could find no one focally so had 10 'Imporf them and olrer them 
accllll1modalion. Thoughllhal the anangemenl wes lawful because of Ille presence of quafified person. 

PREVIOUS CONVICTIONS: 

NIl. 

CONCLUSIONS: I 
k r 



- :2 -

£250cos!s. 

SENTENCE AND OBSERVATIONS OF THE COURT: 

£750 £250 coslll. 

C.X. , Crown Advocate. 
Advocate D.F. Le Quesne for the defendant. 

Ta! BAILIFF: We think the 
I, £375 or in default one week's 
in default one week's 

50 costs. 

No authorities. 

fine in this case is for Count 
onment; Count 2, £375 or 

a total or £750, 




