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DEMETHIS DEMETRIS IQANNOU MELIOS deceased, by the
IN“I:'::T’;’: ' administrators of his estate ANDREAS K. SAVVA

v. AND LAMBROS CHRISTODOULQU,
ANDREAS Appellants
NicorLaou

V.

ANDREAS NICOLAQU,
Respondent.

{Civil Appeal No. 4443).

The Agricultural Debtors Relief Law, 1962—-*° Debtor ™ within the
definition in section 2—The personal representative of a debtor
who died prior to the enactment of that Law is not a ** Debtor ™
within the meaning of that section.

Statute—Construction of-—The intention of the legislator regarding
every statute must be sought first in the statute itself.

The administrators of the estate of a certain Demetris
Toannou Melios who died prior to the enactment of the Agri-
cultural Debtors Relief Law, 1962, owing money to the res-
pondent, applied to the Agricultural Debtors Relief Court
seeking relief under the provisions of the statute (supra) in
respect of the debts of the deceased. The application was
dismissed on the ground that the estate of a person who died
prior to the enactment of the said Law is not a ** Debtor ”
within the meaning of the word in section 2 of the statute.
The applicants-administrators appealed against this dismissal.

Section 2 of the Agricultural Debtors Relief Law, 1962,
reads as follows :—
wdpariAiTngn onpaiver darréTny Eomig kaTa TV fpEpopnviav
évaplrwg tiig loylog Toll mapévrog Népou elvar mohitng Tiig
Anpoxpariag kai :—
(a) émayerar kupiwg Ta@ wpdg 1O Ifiv avaykala £x Tijg
yewpyiag® kai
{#) karayiverai gig Mv yewpyiav ﬁpoowmx@g fj &14 peAdov
Tiic olkoyeveiag alrol fi dd poBwidy ExTaxTwy
ipyat@v- kal
(y) kéxkmrar kata kupidmTa dkivnrov idokinoiav fig 1
tmohoyifopévy aia, we alit Seikvurar év Tolg Pifhioig
10l "Emapyiakod Kmpatohoyikod Ipadeiov, Sév omep-
Batver v TQ ouvoMw alTiig TG mocdv TGV Yikiwy Tevra-
Kooiwy AMipv,
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The High Court in dismissing the appeal by the applicants-
administrators :—

Held, {1 this Court has repeatediy adopted the rule thatthe in-
tention of the legislator regarding every statute must be sought
first in the statnte itself.  And in this particular case, and on
the point arising for decision, the intention of the legislator
must be sought in the definition used, as framed and now found
in section 2 of the statute (supra).

(2) The intention must have been to cover all cases which
came within the definitions of “* debt " and ** debtor ™ 1n sec-
tion 2 ; and to exclude those which could not be brought
within the definitions used.

{3} We are unanimously of opinton that the definition does
not cover the estate of a person who died before the law was
enacted, as is the case in the present appeal ; and that the de-
cision of the trial Judge was correct.

Appeal dismissed with costs.
Appeal.,

Appeal against the judgment of the Agricultural Debtors
Relief Court of Nicosia (Attalides Ag. D.J.) dated the
25.5.1963 (Application No. 481/62) whereby applicants’
application for relief was dismissed on the ground that
the estate of the deceased debtor does not come within
the definition of “ Debtor” in s. 2 of the Law.

A. C. Indianos for the appellant.
L. G. Loucaides for the respondent.

Wison, P. @ Mr, Justice Vassiliades will deliver the
judgment of the Court in this case.

VassiLIADES, J.: This is an appeal from the decision
of a Relief Court Judge in a proceeding under the Agri-
cultural Debtors Relief Law, 1962, whereby the appli-
cation of the administrators of the estate of a deceased
debtor, for relief under the provisions of the statute in
question, was dismissed,

The case turned on whether the definition of a *“ debtor ”’
in section 2 of the Agricultural Debtors Relief Law, co-
vered the estate of a debtor who died prior to the enact-
ment of the law, so as to entitle his administrators to seek
relief under the statute for the debts of the deceased.
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The Relief Court Judge decided the question in the
negative. His judgment reads :—

“1It is clear from the definition of ““ Debtor ” s. 2 of
the Law that an estate cannot seek relief under the pre-
sent law and this 1s made even clearer from the express
provision of s. 8 (4) of the law which provides that
an application made under this section shall not abate
by reason of the death of the debtor. The appli-
cation 18 therefore dismissed with costs.”

The administrators of the deceased appeal from this
judgment, on the ground that the trial Judge was wrong
in his interpretation and application of the statute.

Learned counsel on behalf of the appellants sought
to attack the decision of the Relief Court by making re-
ference to the citizenship of the deceased debtor and his
administrators—a matter which was not disputed in this
case—and by submissions as to the intention of the legis-
lature to extend relief to agricultural debtors in the Re-
public, by the measure in question.

This Court has repeatedly adopted the rule that the
intention of the legislator regarding every statute must
be sought first in the statute itself. And in this particular
case, and on the point arising for decision, the intention
of the legislator must be sought in the definition used,
as framed and now found in section 2 of the statute. The
intention must have been to cover all cases which came
within the definitions of ““ debt” and *‘ debtor ™ in section
2 ; and to exclude those which could not be brought within
the definitions used.

We are unanimously of opinion that the definition does
not cover the estate of a person who died before the law
was enacted, as is the case in the present appeal ; and that
the decision of the trial Judge was correct. The appeal
15, therefore, dismissed with costs.

Appeal dismissed unth costs.
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