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IN THE COURTS.

(Itofore Mr. M. Gallnghcr, P.M.).

9IAGISTRATF.S COURT.

Deterininatlon of Oivnerslilit.

The question of ownership
' and

amount
- of money nrisliiK -from sup-

?

plyihi: 'cane .to a mill from n. crop on

wliicli, it was claimed, n. lion obtained

was before the Magistrates Court yes

terday.
-

A garnishee order was.
' Issued by

Thomas Platonoff on Farleich . Sugar

mining Association Ltd. following the

judgment obtained by him on Decem

ber, 1929, against his wife, Vera Plato

noff, for £203/2/5. The moneys,

attached to the mill were moneys

payable -to Vera Platonoff Cor cane

supplied during I'm. 1930 season.

They were claimed by several parlies,

including Ventura & Co. and Goli &

Co.; and the mill claimed to set oft Its

stoTC account against Vera Platonoff

against the moneys payable for the

cane.

The judgritcnt creditor alleged that,

the garnishee was indebted to the

judgment debtor to the extent of

JC147/S/7 or thereabouts. Liability or

Indebtedness was denied by lite gar

nishee. which claimed that the judg
ment debtor was Indebted to it to the

extent of £251/17/8 for stores and

manure, nnd that it was entitled to

offset this sunt against, any debts due



offset this sunt any debts

or accruing due by It to the judgment
debtor. It also was sot out by the

garnishee that, if auy debts or moneys

due by it to the judgment debtor were

over and above £251/17/S, they would

appear not to belong to the. judgment
debtor, but to Ventura & Co. under a

crop lien: and that, if there were any

moneys owing to the judgment debtor

over and above t he sum of £251/17/8
and over and above any moneys which

might belong to Ventura -fc Co., they
iiad been attached by garnishee order

nisi issued on behalf of G. Chclrncss,
1 he judgment creditor in an action

between G. Chiernoss and Vera
Platonoff.

Il was alleged on behalf of Giuseppe
Ventura and Patrick Thomas Dun

worth, carrying on business as G.

Ventura & Co., that they wore the
liences under a lien over the crop in

connection with which the garnishee
order had been issued; and they
desired to be hoard nil the question of

ownership of I

hose moneys.
Kviil.'iice previously was given by

Mrs. Platonoff.

Mr. T. Barron appeared on behalf
of the judgment creditor, Mr. J.

fondle (Messrs. Wright & Wright) for
'lie garnishee, and Mr. A. IL Hartley
(Messrs. Gorton & Hartley) for Ven

tura te t.
o.

Mrs. Platonoff stated that at present
she was farming at Farleigh. She

produced certain accounts relative t'

herself, the mill, and to Ventura -e

Co., and claimed that the mill owed

iter £S!-.

In to Mr. Condic. witness

stated that, she did not make agree



stated that, she did not make agree

ment. for the paying of interest on

£72/15/3 for manure.

In answer to Mr. Hartley, witness

admitted that on September 27. 1929.

she signed a promissory note, for

£2S/S/- in favor of Felice Ferioro.

.which was endorsed by Ventura �&Co.
The note had not been repaid. Veriiura

& Co. had paid sums of £55. £15/15/-,

and £13/11/11 on. her- behalf :_ she did

not know whether the company also

had paiil .E53/12/S nnd £11/12/3. She

denied that, she owed the company
A.'

ITS/ 11, -1 : she could not tell how much

Wits owed.

Witness added that she purchased
the farm at Farleigh from Goli Co.

til something like £3000. Goli & Co.

were stivposed to get 10 per cent, of

the gross proceeds of the 1930 crop.

When making a claim against, the mill

she had not allowed the deduction, to

Goli & Co., but if it was considered
tncre would be money due to her from

the crop titter further deduction of

amounts claimed by the mill.

Mr. Hartley: How much? — Witness:
I c.tii'1 nil till 1 go through the fig
ures.

Wliitr was the total amount payable
t-j

you for the 1930 crop?— £2S9/1S/S.
Docs 10 per cent, of that amount to

about �115?— Yes.

Does (hat leave £171 for your 50

per con'.?— Yes.

llow much do you owe the Farleigh
Association? — £200/1/2,

In re-examination, witness pro
duced a statement from the mill in

respect to the 1929 crop showing thai
three amounts were paid to Ventura &
Co. She added that Agnes Kurtish'



Co. She added that Agnes Kurtish'
and herself were the purchasers of the
farm from Goli & Co., and that she did
not authorise the mill to pay any part
uf her 1930 crop to Goli & Co.

Mr. T. Barron yesterday intimated
that lie would be withdrawing from

the case, but before doing so would
put forward bis contentions, in fair
ness to Platonoff. These were as folT

low: (1) The crop lien in favor of
Ventura & Co was to secure a sum not

exceeding £50 and interest, and was

fully satisfied by the payment of

£52/11/11 on October 31, 1929, its

appeared in the statement from' the
mill; further, that, the
cover a running account; (2) anv

debts owing to Ventura & Co. in
excess ol' £50 and interest were not.
secured by the crop lien, and the mill
could not pay claims to Von turn & Co.
without an authority from Vera Plat
onofr; (3) any debts owing to Goli &
t.o. by Vera PiatouotT were simple
contract debts, and Vera Platonoff had
not assigned any part of the proceeds
from tho sale of cane to the mill- in
payment of them,: consequently the
mill could not pay . any part of the
proceeds to Goli & Co. without the
authority of Vera Platonoff: (4) there
was no debt, owing by Vera Platonoff

'

to Goli & - Co. — and, If there was, it
was owed by Mrs. Kurtish and Vera
Platonoff. .

Mrs. Platonoff applied for a fur
ther adjournment to enable' her to
fully, prepare her case.

Mr. Condie slated that there was not
a groat deal between the mill and Vera
Platonoff. but the other parties were
concerned.



concerned.

Mr. Gallagher: No doubt she Is at a

disadvantage without a solicitor.
Mr. Condie: But it niust be admitted

she has had' capable assistance up to
?the present/

Air. Gallagher: Yes.
'

.

' '

The case was adjourned, 'with costs, ?

to August 6.
.


