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REG. v. POLHILL 

1973 - .  On t h e  n ight  of 29th/30th August, 1972, 

2 ,  
fou r .  young indigenous women were badly  c u t  about t h e  

3, 4 ,  5 ,  head, while  they  were i n s i d e  a  one-mom f l a t  occupied 
and 9' by t h e  accused. I f  t hey  themselves a r e  t o  be b e l i e v e d ,  

PORT apparent ly  t h i s  happened when they  were i n s e n s i b l e  from 

heavy s l eep .  There is however a  sugges t ion  t h a t  t h e  

P ren t i ce  depth of  t h e i r  s l eep  was induced by d r i n k  o r  some o t h e r  

J. cause. A s  f a r  a s  t h e  evidence goes, t h e r e  were no w i t -  
nesses t o  t h e i r  being in jured .  Each woman swore t h a t  
she woke up from s l e e p ,  t o  f i n d  t h a t  she  had been 

a s sau l t ed  while  as leep .  

The accused, f i n d s  himself a r ra igned on two 
charqes of i n f l i c t i n g  gr ievous  bod i ly  harm t o  two of 

t h e  g i r l s ,  and two charges of unlawfully w~~unding t h e  
o t h e r  two. The evidence led  a g a i n s t  him i s  circumstan- 
t i a l  - he has made no s ta tement  admi t t ing  g u i l t ,  o r  

knowledge of how t h e  i n j u r i e s  were i n f l i c t e d .  The case  
presented  many f a n t a s t i c  f e a t u r e s .  The accused, a  

chemist from Kent , 'Uni ted  Kingdom, with a  Un ive r s i ty  
degree,  admits t o  being married wi th  a  fami ly  i n  
Aus t r a l i a .  He s t a t e s  h i s  ambition t o  have been t o  

acqui re  an indigenous "wife" ( s h o r t  of  of fending  
aga ins t  t h e  laws r e l a t i n g  t o  bigamy) and a mixed r a c e  

. .. family: and t h a t  h i s  lawful wife  agreed i n  t h i s  course.  
It appears  t h a t  he had had numerous young women l i v i n g  
i n  h i s  f l a t  over  a  per iod  of  months. They s l e p t  on 
' t he  f l o o r .  He endeavoured t o  p l a c e  one of them, 
Theresa Mi r i a ,  on t h e  f o o t i n g  of a  w i fe  - apparent ly  

had r e l a t i o n s  wi th  h e r ,  and nego t i a t ed  wi th  h e r  par?:.;: 
over  a  b r ide  p r i ce .  The accused endeavoured t o  es tab-  
l i s h  by crossexamination t h a t  h i s  a s s o c i a t i o n  with 

these  f o u r  women and perhaps o t h e r s ,  had been tu rbu len t ,  
involving h i s  c h a s t i s i n g  them ( h i s  r e l a t i o n s h i p  he 

descr ibed  as  a  " f a t h e r l y '  one) ,  and some of  them of  
bea t ing  him on occasions about t h e  head (Theresa,  he 
suggested,  doing it wi th  "monotonous r e g u l a r i t y " ) .  He 

a s se r t ed  t h a t  on one occasion he was given a black Eye 



w i t h  an i n j u r y  t o  i t s  r e t i n a .  I n  t h e  course  of defend- 
vo ing  himself  wi thout  r e p r e s e n t a t i o n . i n  t h i s  Court ,  t h e  

P o l h i l l  accused sought  t o  adopt a s  f a c t u a l ,  t h e  d e s c r i p t i o n  of 
I W? - 

t h e  g i r l s  a s  "known p r o s t i t u t e s " ,  p u t  t o  him by t h e  
P r e n t i c e  

J. p o l i c e  p r o s e c u t o r  i n  t h e  D i s t r i c t  Court ,  wi th  which he 
d i d  not  i n  t h a t  Court  agree. On t h e  o t h e r  hand, it 
was made c l e a r  i n  t h e  evidence,  t h a t  some o f  them had 
continued t o  l i v e  i n  h i s  f l a t  immediately a f t e r  t h e  

a s s a u l t s ,  a t  about t h e  t ime o f  t h e  D i s t r i c t  Court  hear-  
i n g ,  and a p p a r e n t l y  r e c e n t l y .  

During t h e  adjournments of t h i s  Court ,  it 

was apparen t  t o  me and counsel ,  t h a t  t h e  accused was 
s t i l l  f r a t e r n i s i n g  (perhaps "pa te rn i s ing"  would be h i s  
word) w i t h  t h e  female wi tnesses .  A t  va r ious  s t a g e s  I 

became concerned a s  t o  whether t h e  Crown wi tnesses  
were n o t  being tampered with. J u l i e  P u k a r i ,  i n  p a r t i -  

c u l a r ,  seemed t o  become a most r e l u c t a n t  w i t n e s s ,  who 
gave me t h e  appearance o f  being a f r a i d  of g iv ing  ev i -  
dence a g a i n s t  t h e  accused. I warned t h e  defendant  

a g a i n s t  t h e  p o s s i b l e  p r e j u d i c e  t o  h i s  case  of h i s  seek- 
i n g  t h e  company of t h e  wi tnesses  dur ing t h e  t r i a l ,  A t  

t h e  conclus ion of evidence he asked of me was it pos- 
s i b l e  f o r  him t o  resume i n t e r c o u r s e  ( I  use t h e  word 
n e u t r a l l y )  w i t h  t h e  wi tnesses .  

The f o u r  women a r e  young: medical  a u t h o r i t i e s  
p l a c e  t h e i r  ages a t  s i x t e e n .  I should t h i n k  Lucy and 

Laika a y e a r  o r  so  o l d e r ,  and Theresa,  perhaps c l o s e r  

t o  n i n e t e e n o r  twenty. T h e i r  a c t i o n s  not  o n l y  on t h i s  . . .. 
n i g h t ,  b u t  b e f o r e  and s i n c e  t h e n ,  n o t  on ly  i n  r e l a t i o n  
t o  l i v i n g  wi th  P o l h i l l  bu t  i n  f r e e l y  seeking l i f t s  by 

c a r  on P o r t  Moresby roads  on t h e  n i g h t  concerned,with- 

o u t  any c i rcumstance of emergency, l e a d  me t o  t h e  con- 

c l u s i o n  t h a t  t h e y  were a t  t h e  l e a s t ,  exposed t o  moral 
danger. 

I mention t h e s e  m a t t e r s  a t  some l e n g t h ,  t o  
i n d i c a t e  t h a t  I approach a c o n s i d e r a t i o n  o f  t h e  ev i -  

dence w i t h  t h e  ve ry  g r e a t e s t  r e s e r v e ,  i n  what can o n l y  
be  d e s c r i b e d  a s  a s e t t i n g  of a f a n t a s t i c  s t o r y  o f  

human behaviour .  

I n  a d d i t i o n  t o  denying any a s s a u l t  on h i s  
p a r t ,  t h e  accused i n  h i s  defence,  suggested a s  a l t e r -  ' .  

n a t i v e s ,  t h a t  t h e  f o u r  women being,  he sugges ted ,  of 



v i o l e n t  d i s p o s i t i o n ,  a t t a c k e d  one ano ther ;  t h a t  an unknown 
a s s a i l a n t  gained e n t r y  t o  t h e  f l a t  and a t t a c k e d  each o f  

them i n  a  s i m i l a r  manner. It was n o t  suggested t h a t  any 
p a r t i c u l a r  person had any mot iva t ion  f o r  i n j u r i n g  any a, 
l e t  a lone  each, of t h e  young women. It was n o t  suggested 
t h a t  any f o r c i b l e  e n t r y  had been made t o  t h e  premises. It 
was shown t h a t  t h e  premises were guarded wi th  a r c  mesh and 

f l y  wi re  ( b o t h  u n d i s t u r b e d )  o v e r  a l l  windows, and "dead 
l o c k s n  (which r e q u i r e  a  key t o  open them e i t h e r  from i n s i d e  

o r  o u t  - u n l i k e  t h e  o l d e r  t y p e  "Yale" l o c k s )  on bo th  f r o n t  
and r e a r  doors .  

It was sought t o  suggest  t h a t  t h e  l and lady  had 
l o s t  h e r  s p a r e  key t o  t h e  back door. And t h e  s t a tement  of 

t h e  evidence of Mrs. Horrocks,  t h e  l and lady ,  i n  t h e  D i s t r i c t  
Court ,  which I admit ted a t  t h e  de fendan t ' s  i n s t a n c e  and wi th  

t h e  consent of t h e  Crown, ( I  query wi th  r e s p e c t  whether 
f p  a l l  u  p  s e s  

Amdjuonye's case  ( l ) ,  i n  holding an impl ie  repealyo: 2ec. 
31, t h e  Criminal Procedure  Ordinance,  by Sec. 109 of t h e  

D i s t r i c t  Courts  Ordinance,  may n o t  have been s t a t e d  too  
w i d e l y ) ,  confirms t h i s  suggest ion.  But t h i s  person l i v e d  
i n  Korobosea and t h e r e  was no b a s i s  suggested f o r  l i n k i n g  

h e r  l o s s  of a  key, a p p a r e n t l y  i n  h e r  premises a t  Korobosea, 
w i t h  t h e  u s e  of t h a t  key some m i l e s  away, by a  s t r a n g e r ,  a t  

t h e  Hohola f l a t .  Nor was t h e r e  any sugges t ion  t h a t  t h e  
l a n d l a d y  h e r s e l f  had been a t  t h e  premises  on t h e  n i g h t  i n  
ques t ion ,  of course .  

A t  t h e  committal proceedings  i n  January,  1973, 

t h e  accused b e l a t e d l y  suggested t h a t  one of t h e  front door 
keys had been l o s t  a  few days b e f o r e  t h e  a s s a u l t s  and a  new 

one cut .  No s t r a n g e r  o r  person o t h e r  than  t h e  accused and 
t h e  fouf g i r l s  were shown t o  have gained e n t r y  t o  t h e  f l a t ,  
o r  t o  have been i n  t h e  v i c i n i t y  t h e r e o f  on t h e  n i g h t  i n  

ques t ion .  Some r e l a t i v e s  o f  Theresa and Lucy had been 
accustomed t o  v i s i t i n g  t h e r e  from t ime t o  time. B u t  the: 

seems no b a s i s  f o r  sugges t ing  p o s i t i v e l y  t h a t  any such per -  
son was i n  t h e  v i c i n i t y  o f  t h e  f l a t  on t h i s  n igh t .  

The f o u r  g i r l s  gave evidence and I watched them 
c l o s e l y .  J u l i e  was, t o  my observat ion. ,  under  some s t r a i n  

of t h e  kind I have desc r ibed .  None of t h e  o t h e r  t h r e e  gave 
me any impress ion o f  l y i n g  o r  consp i racy  o r  l a c k  of f rank-  

ness .  There a r e  however many d i s c r e p a n c i e s  i n  t h e  i tems o f  
t h e i r  evidence.  I i n s t a n c e :  ( a )  t h e  q u e s t i o n  a s  t o  which 
of them had drunk rum o u t  o f  t h e  b o t t l e  bought by t h e  accused 

( 1 )  Unreported F u l l  Court  judgment FClO of Oct. 1970. 
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t h a t  evening and how much r e s p e c t i v e l y ,  ( b )  t h e  m a t t e r  of 

where they  went a f t e r  going o u t  (whether  o n e . o r  two d r i v e r s  

gave them l i f t s ) ,  ( c )  t h e  time t h e y  went o u t ,  ( d )  whether 

t h e  f l a t %  l i g h t s  were on o r  off when t h e y  r e t u r n e d ,  ( e )  a s  I 
t o  who opened t h e  door  on t h e i r  r e t u r n ,  ( f )  a s  t o  whether 
t h e r e  was then a  conversa t ion  wi th  P o l h i l l  on t h e i r  r e t u r n .  
I n  a d d i t i o n ,  t h e  medical  evidence i s  such a s  t o  suggest  . 

t h e y  may have been under t h e  i n f l u e n c e  o f  a l c o h o l  ( o r  some- 
t h i n g  akin t o  an a n a e s t h e t i c ) ,  when t h e y  were admit ted t o  

c a s u a l t y  a t  t h e  h o s p i t a l  a t . l . 3 0  a.m. T h e i r  behaviour  must 
be considered i r r e s p o n s i b l e ,  a t  any time. 

I f e e l  t h a t  t h e  i n j u r i e s  t o  the.women a n d . t h e i r  
consequences - d i z z i n e s s ,  confusion,  p a i n ,  vomiting,  d i s -  

t r e s s  - were such t h a t  t h e s e  d i s c r e p a n c i e s  and t h e  confu- 
s ion  can be expla ined the reby .  However, d e s p i t e  my impres- 

s ion  t h a t  t h e  women were t r y i n g  t o  be t r u t h f u l  ( I  have men- 
t ioned  a  q u a l i f i c a t i o n  regard ing  ~ u l i e ) ,  I should I t h i n k ,  

be  r e l u c t a n t  t o  r e l y  on t h e i r  evidence i f  it were unsupport- 

ed. A f t e r  s c r u t i n i s i n g  it wi th  c a r e ,  I do f i n d  it supported 
i n  t h e  main elements which i m p l i c a t e  t h e  accused,  by t h e .  
evidence o f  t h e  neighbours.  

. The neighbours Unold, and Uru and Mary Tau es tab-  

l i s h e d .  t o  my mind, beyond any reasonab le  doubt ,  t h a t :  - 
The accused drove away from t h e  f l a t  i n  h i s  c a r  
a t  approximately 8 p,m: - r e t u r n i n g  something 

l i k e  an hour l a t e r ?  

The accused ' s  c a r  drove away aga in  from t h e  f l a t  
about midnight - t h e  l i g h t  i n  h i s  f l a t  t h e n  be- 
i n g  o f f ;  

Some t ime t h e r e a f t e r  a  g i r l  was heard c ry ing  i n  
t h e  accused ' s  f l a t  which then  remained under  ob- 
s e r v a t i o n  by Mrs. Tau, con t inuous ly  u n t i l  t h e  

p o l i c e  and ambulance a r r i v e d :  

When t h e  accused drove o f f  t h e  second t ime  t h a t  
n i g h t  (approximately  midn igh t )  t h e  f o u r  g i r l s  

were then  i n  h i s  f l a t ;  

The accused came back i n  h i s  c a r  and used h i s  key 
t o  open t h e  f r o n t  door  of t h e  f l a t  - i t s  l i g h t s  

then  being on,  t h a t  he looked around and then 
went away again  and brought  back t h e  p o l i c e  and 

t h e  ambulance. 



I accep t  a s  being t r u e  t h e  evidence of t h e  g i r l s  

t h a t  when t h e y  r e t u r n e d ,  t h e  accused was i n  t h e  f l a t  l y i n g  
down i n  h i s  pyjamas ( t h e  accused does n o t  deny t h a t  t h i s  
may have been s o ) ,  t h a t  i n  e f f e c t , t h e  accused had been and 

was annoyed wi th  Theresa i n  p a r t i c u l a r ,  t h a t  t h e y  a l l  went 
t o  s l e e p  wi th  t h e i r  f r o n t  and back door  locked, t h a t  t h e y  

l a t e r  awoke t o  f i n d  themselves c u t  and b leed ing  p r o f u s e l y  

from s c a l p  wounds - t h e  l i g h t  o f f  and t h e  accused gone. I 
accep t  Theresa ' s  evidence t h a t  she  s a i d  t o  t h e  accused on 

h i s  r e t u r n ,  "You have fought  u s , "  t o  which he r e p l i e d , .  
"Shut up." I f i n d  t h i s  s i g n i f i c a n t  a lone ,  and more so ,  
a longs ide  h i s  f a i l u r e  t o  comment when Theresa s a i d  i n  t h e  

presence of t h e  accused and Constable  Kadka, "That o l d  
European man" i n  r e p l y  t o  t h e  q u e s t i o n ,  "Who c u t  t h e  girls ."  

The accused t o l d  t h e  f i r s t  policeman on t h e  scene,  

Kadka, t h a t  he l e f t  t h e  g i r l s  and went a lone t o  t h e  concer t  
a t  t h e  U n i v e r s i t y  - t o  which Theresa had re fused  t o  go. He 

gave t h e  same exp lana t ion  t o  Sub-Inspector  Gawi e a r l y  nex t  

morning. I n  t h e  l i g h t  of.  t h e  ne ighbour ' s  evidence t h i s  must 
have been un t rue .  To S u b - I n s p e c t o r H i l d e r  and I n s p e c t o r  

McCombe t h e  nex t  day he s a i d  t h a t  a f t e r  s l e e p i n g ,  he went 
f o r  a  d r i v e  t o  t h e  U n i v e r s i t y ,  Bomana and Boroko - about 11 
p.m, (because he was u p s e t  Theresa had n o t  gone w i t h  him); 

and t h a t  he r e t u r n e d  about midnight.  A t  one s t a g e  he 
appears  t o  have accepted a s  a  p o s s i b i l i t y  t h a t  t h e  f o u r  

g i r l s  were i n  t h e  t o i l e t  i n  t h e  corner  of t h e  smal l  f l a t  a t  
a  t ime when he "went o u t  t o  look f o r  them". He suggested 
i n  h i s  r ecord  of i n t e r v i e w  t h a t  t h e y  were n o t  i n  t h e  f l a t  

a t  11 p.m. when he drove away. He does n o t  deny t h e  p o s s l -  
b i l i t y  of h i s  having changed from pyjamas t o  s h o r t s ,  s h i r t ,  

shoes  and socks.  Then aga in ,  a s  f a r  a s  he can remember, he 
had some d i f f i c u l t y  f i n d i n g  h i s  s h o r t s .  A t  a n o t h e r  p l a c c  
he agreed he d i d  so g e t  d ressed .  

Even a l lowing f o r  t h e  f a c t  t h a t ' h e  was a p p a r e n t l y  

t o  a  marked degree  under t h e  i n f l u e n c e  o f  a l c o h o l  a f t e r  ml.' 
n i g h t  when seen by t h e  p o l i c e ,  I f i n d  it impossible  t o  be- 

l i e v e  t h a t  he d i d  n o t  know t h e  g i r l s  were i n  h i s  f l a t  a t  t h e  
t ime  he went f o r  a  d r i v e  ( a s  i s  indeed e s t a b l i s h e d  by Mrs, 
Tau 's  evidence) .  I f i n d  a s  f a c t s  t h a t  he had been on t h e  

bed i n  h i s  pyjamas and changed h i s  c l o t h e s  i n  t h e  da rk  and 
w e n t  o u t  i n  h i s  c a r  l e a v i n g  t h e  g i r l s  i n  t h e  f l a t .  

There a r e  o t h e r  a s p e c t s ,  each of which s tand ing  

a l o n e  might n o t  c a r r y  overwhelming convic t ion .  I c i t e :  



( a )  t h e  f a c t  of blood being found on t h e  accused ' s  pyjamas 

which he d i sca rded  on t h e  c h a i r  a t  t h e  t ime he l e f t  t h e  
f l a t ;  ( b )  h i s  washing of t h e  f l a t  and t h e  b loods ta ined  
a r t i c l e s  a f t e r  he  had been twice  warned t o  l e a v e  them as 

they  were u n t i l  t h e  C.I.B. a r r i v e d  i n  t h e  morning; ( c )  t h e  
f i n d i n g  of t h e  b loods ta ined  s h e a r s  i n  a hidden p o s i t i o n  

under books and c l o t h i n g  (where t h e y  could n o t  have become 
s p a t t e r e d  wi th  blood say ,  from a f i g h t ) .  But t h e s e  mat te r s ,  
i n  conjunct ion t end  t o  confirm t h e  p i c t u r e  b u i l t  up by t h e  

c i r c u m s t a n t i a l  evidence and t h e  accused ' s  f a l s e  and con t ra -  
d i c t o r y  accounts of h i s  movements. I ask myself whether 

t h e r e  i s  any reasonable  hypothes i s  c o n s i s t e n t  w i t h  t h e  
innocence of t h e  accused (Peacock v; The Kinq  ( 2 ) ,  Req. v. 
Gordan ( 3 ) ,  Plomr, v. The Queen ( 4 ) ) .  I can env i sage  none. 

It i s  c l e a r  t o  my s a t i s f a c t i o n  beyond reasonab le  

doubt,  t h a t  t h e  accused f e l t  h imself  ve ry  bad ly  used by 
Theresa on t h e  evening,  and t h a t  he a s s o c i a t e d  t h e  o t h e r  

g i r l s  wi th  h e r  r e c a l c i t r a n c e  ("They were a l l  i n  it toge ther , "  
he s a i d ) :  t h a t  he regarded himself  a s  humil ia ted and t r i c k -  
ed: and t h a t ,  mot ivated by anger a g a i n s t  t h e i r  behaviour ,  he 

i n f l i c t e d  t h e  i n j u r i e s  on them w i t h  t h e  s h e a r s  e x h i b i t e d  i n  
t h i s  Court. 

I am s a t i s f i e d  t h e  accused unlawful ly  wounded 
b o t h  Theresa Mir ia  and Lucy Miria.  

The g i r l  3 u l i e  Pukar i  r ece ived  q u i t e  s e r i o u s  head 

i n j u r i e s  inc lud ing  a comminuted f r a c t u r e  o f  t h e  r i g h t  p a r i -  

e t a l  bone wi th  a s l i g h t l y  depressed fragment,  which w i l l  be 

permanent* She s u f f e r e d  t h e  l o s s  of approximately h a l f  h e r  
body's blood content .  The i n j u r i e s  were such a s  were l i k e -  
l y  t o  endanger l i f e  and were l i k e l y  t o  cause permanent i n -  

j u r y  t o  h e a l t h .  There remains t h e  p o s s i b i l i t y  t h a t  she  may 
develop e p i l e p s y  from h e r  i n j u r i e s .  I am s a t i s f i e d  t h a t  

t h e  accused unlawful ly  d i d  g r i e v o u s  b o d i l y  harm t o  her.. 

The i n j u r i e s  which I f i n d  t h e  accused t o  have 
done t o  Laika Kaivi  c o n s i s t e d  of concuss ion,  and l a c e r a -  
t i o n s  t o  t h e  l e f t  s i d e  of t h e  head, r i g h t  eyebrow and f o r e -  

head. As D r .  Teague evidenced,  t h e r e  i s  a hundred p e r  c e n t  
r i s k  of i n f e c t i o n  wi th  such  head wounds which can l e a d  t o  

c e l l u l i t i s  and o s t e o m y e l i t i s  and presumably, i n f e c t i o n  of 

13 C.L.R. 619 
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t h e  b r a i n ,  i f  u n t r e a t e d .  However, i n  P o r t  Moresby one  
would expec t  a  pe r son  s o  i n j u r e d  t o  s eek  and o b t a i n  m e d i c a l  
a s s i s t a n c e .  I do n o t  t h i n k  I am j u s t i f i e d  i n  h o l d i n g  t h a t  

t h e  i n j u r i e s  s h e  r e c e i v e d ,  be ing  r e c e i v e d  i n  P o r t  Moresby, 
were such  a s  t o  endanger  o r  be  l i k e l y  t o  have endangered 

h e r  l i f e  (Sec.  1 of  t h e  C r i m i n a l  c o d e ) ,  o r  t o  c a u s e  o r  b e  
l i k e l y  t o  have  caused ,  permanent i n j u r y  t o  h e r  h e a l t h .  
With some doub t  t h e r e f o r e ,  I c o n s i d e r  t h a t  I must a c q u i t  

t h e  accused  of t h e  cha rge  of caus ing  g r i e v o u s  b o d i l y  harm 

t o  Laika  Ka iv i .  It was b u t  f a i n t l y  s u g g e s t e d  by t h e  Crown 
t h a t  an a l t e r n a t i v e  f i n d i n g  o f  g u i l t y  t o  a  l e s s e r  c h a r g e  

cou ld  have been found w i t h  t h e  a i d  o f  Secs .  579 and/or 584 
o f  t h e  Code. N e i t h e r  of  t h e s e  s e c t i o n s  appea r  t o  me t o  be  

r e l e v a n t .  I am of t h e  o p i n i o n  t h a t  t h e  Code r e t a i n s  t h e  
p o s i t i o n  a p p a r e n t l y  o b t a i n i n g  h e r e t o f o r e  a t  common law,  
t h a t  on a  c h a r g e  of doing  g r i e v o u s  b o d i l y  harm ( w i t h o u t  

a l t e r n a t i v e  c o u n t s ) ,  no l e s s e r  o f f e n c e  c o u l d  be  found 
a g a i n s t  an accused .  The h i s t o r i c a l  r e a s o n  f o r  t h i s  does  

n o t  now p r e s e n t  i t s e l f  t o  me ( b u t  s e e  t h e  p a s s i n g  r e f e r e n c e  
i n  Rea. v. S a v l o r  ( 5 ) ) .  

The accused  i s  a c q u i t t e d  on t h e  f i r s t  c o u n t  and 
c o n v i c t e d  on each  o f  t h e  o t h e r  t h r e e  coun t s .  

S o l i c i t o r  f o r  t h e  Crown : P.J. C lay ,  Crown S o l i c i t o r  

Accused i n  pe r son .  


