THE FACTS: ( nu.ma:ilpd';
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Mr. Taylor was seen on 25/4/88 Sy P.C. Pullen on Salford
Precinct. He was selling goodf— jlcve puppets, t—o pecple in
the Pracinct. They were in a bag at his side. A Zemale
nembe: of the public bought cne aad walked away. Ancthex
surchase was made by another member of the public whereugon
P.C. Pullen apyrcachac Mr. Tayliors ALL the rslevant
formalities had besn complied with and the strest was 4
prohibited Etrqin. The offizer spoke o Mr, Tayler say:ng
that he was ~ot permitted to trad: on Alpany Way in Salford
as iz was a prohibited street. M- Taylor produced a Pedlars
cercificate valid from 7th April, 1988 =o 6th April 19837

issusd by The Lancashize Zonstabu.ary. Th2 2II.cear assursc

. Tlflur B8 W8S crading unlawfully but Mz, Tavlor refusec
: 3 redls : _.'.

He was toid he would be repcrzed 2anc te [uST SALZC

BAnothe: 2 puppets -ere :then sc.: Tha

Court was whether Mr. Taylor was a

'_.ninq of tha ;ecr., [f he wag then the



_3ﬁ§§lll is: was the Appellant Pedl
. had a valid Pedlar's ofrzificate. Thl -riﬂlnﬂl"
Pullen was that on 25th April, 1383, he saw the Appellant

selling puppets. IThere were 2 tags ac his.side. The officer
was not interested in the EE!t;E}EqEH 4s it was prohibiced o
trade there. He said he had been watching Mr. Taylor, the

appellanct, for some 10 seconds.

The appallant goes 4ll over the “untsy although his base is
Hlackpeol. He had come =0 Salizrs {or new stock. He sells
in 4 Eegion at a time. He was .n Cumber_anc last waex. £
goss by car. He has a supply cof gocds in bags and says he
aActs A a Pecdlar, walking through towns selling as he goas.
Ha had ccme %0 Salford from Blackgool == restock. The

Appellant went or o say he had dgen .n “he

t0=1S "minutes, and had been nexT 1> MADXS anc Ipengerss® Lo
=hat time., He hac made 1/7 sa.2s .n I} secongs.  The
BENAY WOTk_.ng .z <Ay Tarough

diractad to WAISCH -V- MALLOY 1338 WLR
HULME 1936 1 WLA L3173 Tha sscord

I'hlf on -"traval’. The Appellant tras



S ; . e sy T (e
. This is clearly trading from a pitch, a stall. The static
| nature of the sale 1; important. HutcninsonJ . desczibes the S
popular conception cf 2 Pecdlar as an itinerant seller, and in /q
; : e
the next paragraph as cne whc tridas as he zrzvels as ii
distinct from one wheo meroly :::?ei5 ts trade. Each case
must be deciced on izs own facts; in this case uJupon NI
Taylor's activities.Il: is uzjed znaz the Appellanc had
stcpped for 10-15 minutes and T at &y $2 2Ting anc SUTTLAG
down his bags he wes disgual-l.ed from Pedl.ng

Mr. Blocomer for tha Appellant submitiec Inan 72U rave =2 look

ar the whole incident, and that the Appellant Was IIacing as
ng travellod. Ha was not going to a part.culas place t2
crade. Here the Appellant was jo.ing thzougn wne rIecines,;

=. . - = = 5 -y TR,

SRRy Public weC® TIMLAF T ST S TS SkG

h-l

salling.

s M=. Taylor was ~@gdlazr 3n Tnat day secause
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was travel _1nJ; =

Rrading;

car=ying his goods; and

asapedlar - Appealupheld
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