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Sir 
Le Ruez and Rumfitt 

-v-

Gary Ga;~gh'll.!l 

1 CQum of contravc-ning /\Itich:: 2( l)u of the Employers J jabililY (Compulsory Insurance) (krs{~y) 1,3w, 1973. by 
failing to maintain insurance against injury or disease sustained by emp!oyecs arising out or and in the­
course of their c-rnpioym('nL 

199: :14. 

Plea: Facts admitted. 

Details of Offence: 

Ddcndanl a paint..:r and decorator employed by a main contractor on a construction site when ul'cidt':tll suflcred by ot\(: 
of his employees. Employee Id! through ceiling plusicrhoard 2.26 metres and suJ1Crcd bruising to his back and 
dislocated thumb. Defendant had enquired about ohtaining inSUfn!lCe. \vas quoted a premium 01'£600 per mmum and 
decided he could not afford it. Following the accident h\..; look kgal advke and thereafter 100k out inSllnmCC cover. 

Details of 1\'1 itigation: 

Defendant very co-operative anJ fully admitted his guilt AlliJuvit of means handed to Court. \\,'itC about to givl,; 
birth to first child, 

P.evious Convictions: 

Nothing relevant. 

Conclusions: 

£.1.000 tlnc or two weeks' in dd~mll and cos1s oLCSO costs, 

of the Court: 

Conclusions granted. 

S. Advocate. 
Advocate S. Slater for the Defendant. 
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You are now aware that it is not only in the of employees but 
actuaily in your own interests to under the J;It1QIQ:l£r::S .. 1Lbl;t!l)lIny..u,&'IT!I~\Jl'i.QI:L 

We take account the very proper attitude which 
you have adopted as by your Counsel and we grant the conclusions. You are 

£1,000 and will pay costs of £250 ... 



A.G. -v- Mann (20tll October. 1997) 




