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SUMMARY:

The trial court properly found for plaintiff on his breach-of-contract claim, when the evidence showed that, through words, deeds, acts, and silence, plaintiff and one defendant had entered into an oral loan contract, and that that defendant had breached the contract by failing to repay plaintiff after plaintiff had made a demand for repayment.
The trial court erred in holding defendant liable for fraud in refusing to repay a loan, when there was insufficient evidence of a false representation in obtaining the loan, and when defendant’s use of the loan for other than its stated purpose was irrelevant to plaintiff’s injury resulting from defendant’s refusal to repay him.

The trial court erred in finding defendant liable for fraud as an “accomplice,” when there is no accomplice liability in a fraud case, and when her alleged co-complicitor had been improperly found liable for fraud.

The trial court erred in finding defendants liable for conversion of money, when there was no evidence that defendants had been required to keep intact and deliver specific, earmarked money, instead of simply being responsible for repaying a certain sum of money.

The trial court erred in finding defendants liable under a theory of unjust enrichment, when an equitable claim for unjust enrichment will not lie where the subject of that claim is covered by a contract.

The trial court erred in awarding punitive damages and attorney fees based on defendants’ liability for fraud and conversion, when there was insufficient evidence of fraud or conversion. 
JUDGMENT:
AFFIRMED IN PART, REVERSED IN PART, AND CAUSE REMANDED 
JUDGES:
OPINION by STAUTBERG, J.; HENDON, P.J. and MOCK, J., CONCUR.
