
IN THE GRAND COURT OF THE CAYMAN ISLANDS 

CIVIL DIVISION 

BETWEEN 

JOANNE MERCILLE 

AND 

THE AISLES LTD T/A STEEL DREAMS DEVELOPMENT 

OPEN COURT 

Appearances: Ms Joanne Mercille, Plaintiff in person 

Mr Philip Boni Attorney for the Defendant Company 

Before: Hon. Mme Justice Margaret Ramsay-Hale 

G 13 of 2021 

Plaintiff 

Defendant 

Heard: 11 October 2021, 18 November 2021, 9 December 2021, 28 February 

2022, 30 March 2022, 2 May 2022 and 19 May 2022 

Judgment Delivered: 16 December 2022 

HEADNOTE 

Contract - Termination of Contract - Claim for restitution of monies paid under contract -

Counterclaim for 'economic loss' arising from breach of contract and defamation - elements of claim 

for slander 

JUDGMENT 

Introduction 

1. The Plaintiff, Ms Joanne Mercille, and her husband, Wayne Ross, elected to construct a container

home on property owned by Ms Mercille and, to that end, they engaged the Defendant, The Aisles

Ltd. trading as Steel Dreams Development (the "Developer" to provide services relating to the

management, planning, financing, and development of the construction project (the "Project").

2. On 13 May 2019, Ms Mercille executed a Residential Design and Property Development

Agreement which was prepared and executed on behalf of the Developer by Ms Megan Ritch who

was a Director and the Project Manager of the Developer at the relevant time ("the Agreement").
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45. Due to the Plaintiff's outrageous behaviour, claims, actions and accusations, it

became evident that the Plaintiff was going far beyond the realm of professional

and business communication and actions to purportedly 'receive funds due to her',

I advised that it was not possible to simply make a payment to her without proper

settlement agreement in place; my primary concern was to ensure that the

settlement included provision for derogatory comments and/or claims by the

Plaintiff thereafter as she had displayed the ability and mentality to be a very

damaging individual. At one point my Partner witnessed her husband suspiciously

in our neighborhood in front of my family's home in his vehicle; I found it necessary

to address this and their other conduct in my email on 4 January 2021 as there are

only three home on our private drive.

46. The morning of 26 January 2021 I proceeded to email the Plaintiff an update to

let her know I had managed to get the settlement agreement together and

apologized for the delay. I briefly explained I had been in and out of hospital as I

had suffered two miscarriages between September 2020 and January 2021. It

appears that my email was in transit at the same time as the Plaintiff's process

server, as on 26 January 2021 the company was served with a Writ of Summons,

I emailed the Plaintiff on 26 January 2021 confirming I was in receipt of the

Summons and would have to contest the Claim and expressed agreement that this

situation would be better overseen by a third party such as the Court as I was

mentally and emotional drained from dealing with the Plaintiff's unexplainable

and outrageous actions. I filed the Acknowledgment of Service, filed a Defence

attended court and have since further reflected on all the events of the previous

year and have determined that the Plaintiff is indebted to the Company for hours

of out-of-scope work which I performed and was never given the opportunity to

be compensated for as the Plaintiff launched her series of attacks. On reflection,

it was perhaps unwise of me to do all that I could to accommodate the Plaintiff's

changes but instead of receiving her gratitude she became more demanding and

when I finally began to gain clarity on exactly what was taking place and push­

back on these requests (such as the Treehouse, the temporary power pole, and at

one point she also insisted that we install a pre-made roof on her shed which was

rotting to bits, and the Company and Contractor repeatedly refused to do so as

the Contractor feared getting injured by it and also knew it was a compromised

structure not worth of reuse). Sadly the relationship degenerated into the Plaintiff

making unwarranted accusations and to publishing those accusations to our

subcontractors and other professionals with whom we do business."

51. I make the following observations with respect to this evidence:
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