HICH COURT CRIMINAL CASE 7/86 BETIO
: _ 30 May 1986

HEI BEIATAU TEKANANG

The acoused is charged with Fraudulent conversion ce %0 ss 271 (1)(e)(1) of
the Penal Code, with an alternative of aiding or abetting Conversion, and

on the second count she is charged with attempting to obtain by False Pretences
ce 50 2. 301 (8) and 372 of the Penal Code. There is a further chavge of
attenpting to obtain by false pwtmms as count three.

Count 1 charges her with convering $240 sod the altemstive charges her with
siding snd abetting Been Rimon to fraudulently convert $240,

The charges of attempting to obdain by false pretences relate in count tacc Vo
the use of & Telmes for $150 and in count threc to the amount of a telme for
§90.

It is for the proscoution to vrove the guilt of the mccused beyond a reasonable
me

NWei Deiatan was employed at the post office am a clerk. Accordiag %o Bean

Rimon she told him that she was Treasurer of an organisation which required

‘her to produce mouey which she had in her oustodys She asked him to give her

$240 from the povernment funds, He did so on the undersianding that she would
pay this back. She did not pay it back and denied ever having had ite Ieemn
himself was charged and convieted of gonversions '
He iz therefore an accomplice, He said that the Telmos were used to cover the
Poter latang was the superior of “cer of Dedatau and Beens I interviewed
her and at firet in his evidencd he said that she admitted receiving the $240
and owing it to Been, UHowever in cross examination he said that he was mistaken
sbout this and she did not eo admit, This is an inexplicable stgte of affairs.
Tt is difficult to believe that he could make an elementary mistake like this.
Nei Deiatau told the court that she denied the charges She was unshaken in
cross examination.
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his own adnission and as a matter of practice eamtma%g
fhexe is no such corroborstion and it weuld be dangevoys
its
Nei Beiateu is acquitted on all chargess )
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