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On 28th February 1982 sometime past midnight a 

police patrol car was parked in Dcnigomodu district in open 

space outside the barb0r shop. The policemen incharge of 

the p:1trol wcr'- Knox Tulcnoa, Joseph Hubert, Bruce Picma, 

Oct.den \\d:i and Peter nongobir. They here checking cars ,,,.-ith 

no nu m he r p l ~1 t c s or n 0 h cad 1 i g h t s , et c . Cons t . Knox not 1 c e d 

a motorcycle coming from hospital side in the north. Ttt 
l1c·adJight \,·as vibrating hhich made Const. l...:nox think that 

it was driven at a high speed. It came clo~er and Knox tric<l 

to stop it but it \\'Cnt past fast. The Constable could not 

recognise the driver. The police officers then pursued the 

motorcycle but could not catch up with it. When they reached 

Aiwo bridge, Knox saK the same motor cycle coming back fast. 

The police car also turned around and chased it. But again 

they failed to catch up on account of traffic. Thev continued 

following it and they could see tail light of the motorcycle 

then going in China Town ~hile they were in front of the power 

station. The chase continued and when they reached N.P.C. 

hospital, they saw the motorcycle taking a U-turn in front of 

Chinese shop and then Const. Knox recognised the accused 

<lriving the motorcycle. The police car also made a U-turn 

and went after the accv:.ed at a fast speed. Tb,.:- police car 

vibrated a lot on account of speed. The police also put the 

sirens on and continued following the tail light and ultimately 

they reached Anibare where the rear light of the m0torcycle 

went of f. They a pproachcd the spot and f cun.J the mo t 0 re ;•Cl e 

off the road hut there ~as no trace of the acct1scd. The police 

off leers searched for him nnd found him undc·r some bushes. 

Const. Knox informed him that he Kas being hooked tor speeding. 

He also smelt intoxicating liquor from the person of the accused 

who was then informed that he was ~1s0 being hooked for Jriving 

un<lcr influence of liquor. The accused asked for forgiveness 

and wanted to be taken home. The Constable refused to oblige. 
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The accused was handcuffed and taken to police station. He 

was produced before Const. Tyson /\gir, Desk Sgt., \,·ho noticC'd 

that the accused was st~ggering all the way to the Desk 

and, when he reached the Desk, he fell on it. n-,e Desk Sgt. 

also smelt strong odour of intoxicating liquor. The accused 

sJXAt there thrice. He was then detained. 

These events of that night involving the accused 

resulted 1n his prosecution for driving under influence of 

liquor, for dangerous driving and for speeding u/s 21(1), 19(1) 

and 28(a) of the Motor Traffic Act 1937-73 (hereinafter called 

'the Act'). Khen the charges were read out and ex11laincd to 

him>he pleaded not guilty to the first and second count and 

guilty to the third count of speeding. 

Evidence was led by the prosecution and P.K.l 

Const. Knox, P.W.2 Const. Joseph llubert and P.W.3 Const Tyson 

Agir were examined in support of the prosecution case. P.W.1 

made a statement which is almost the same as has been summed 

up hcrcinbcforc while dealing witl1 the storv of the prosecution. 

P.W.2 Joseph Hubert was driving the police car engaged in 

giving the chase to the accused after Knox ~nd Bruce t1nsuccess­

fully tried to stop him 1n China ToKn. According to him 

the police car sped to the extent of 120 km/ hour btit could 

not catch up with the accused. He also referred to accused 

turning around in Aiwo district near Patrie Cook's house 

and then they also turned around and followed him and again 

he turned around and police followed suit and went after him 

, /-driving all the way to Anibare. P.W.2 alleged that, besides 

~ travelling fast, the accused also zig-zagged while driving. 

When the police ca-r was near Acua' s place, they :c.;n\- that the 

motorcycle ahead had switched off its lights. P.W.2 ~cpt on 

going and dropped Knox and Kiki at the estimated distance of 

the place where the lights had gone off. He proceeded straight 

to the house of the accused and looked for :1is motorcycle 

there, could not find it and then came back to the place where 

he had dropped his colleagues and it was there that he 

found the accused with other Constables. He talked to him and 

could smel1 liquor from him. The accused ~as then brought to 

police station. P.W.3 P~sk Sgt. Tyson Agir had noticed the 

accused staggering while approaching the Desk and falling on 

the Desk. lie smelt str0ng odour of liquor. The a-:·cu"cd sp,)i: 

thrice there. lie v;as then detained. 
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Morris Dcmingauwe. accused himself gave evidence as 

D.W.l and stated that on the night of 27th February 1082 

he was nt Ubinide Club playing billiards and left the Club at 

about 11 p.m. alongwith a friend. They reached the N.P.C. 

Staff Club where the accused met Andrian Notte and borrowed 

his motor eye 1 c and 1 c ft. Not tc even asked hjm to rctu rn the 

motor cycle to him at about quarter to 2 p.rn. at the Club. 

The accused then drove the motor cycle towards Anetan where 

he saw some people playing billiards at Ika's place and he too 

joined. At about half past midnight he went home where he ate 

something and left again taking a round of the island anti­

clockwise which he did twice. On the second trip around the 

island he happened to see some policemen in China Town outside 

the barber shop. He noticed that one of them was sitting 1n 

the verandah and another policeman was standing close by. 

While passing that way he was behind another car ahead of him. 

He heard the policemen calling out but he could not make out 

whether they had called him and so he kept on going, reached 

Yaren and stopped at Debao's place and watched for a long time 

a party going on there. When people started leaving the place, 

he too drove back home and reached home at about 4 A.N. 

approximately and went inside where his mother asked him why 

the police had been looking for him. He went to his room and 

changed his trousers which were torn at seams and then again 

drove from Anetan anti-clockwise. He reached Yaren on the 

main island road and then took a left turn into airport road, 

crossed the airport and went back to the main island road, 

proceeded ahead towards Aiwo, reached the bridge and saw a 

police car coming from opposite direction. f!e kept going and 

then took a U-turn near the Chinese Tea Shop~ drove ahead and 

saw at the power station a police car crossed him. He continued 

going via Yaren, Meneng and Anibare where at Acua's place he 

happened to look into his rear view mirror and noticed the 

blue revolving light of tLe police car behind. He stopped his 

motorbike at Peter Gadaraoa's place on beach side of the road. 

Having left the motorbi~e there he crossed to the other side 

of the road and hid himself there. In the meantime the police 

car went past that spot, stopped at Menke'~ place and made a 

U-turn and then he saK two police officers getting out of the 

car and the police car again making a U-turn and dri\·ing away. 

One of the two policemen happened to see him when he came out 
of hiding. This policeman called the other policeman and then 

contd ..... 4 



- 4 -

the accused was handcuffed. The police car came b~ck ~n<l 

Const. Joseph Hubert told the other pol 1cc.m;in to put him in 

the back of the car. On their way to police station he was 

informed by Joseph Hubert that he was ::·pcc'ding and r,early hit 

two persons on road in China Town. Th<'y reached po} iccst:ition 

where he h':is p,1<;hcd toi,,;an1s the Desk and Const. Tv.<,n 1\rir .. ' ,_, 

took hi~~ one h:rndcuff off. The other krndcuff v,a:: t}1C'T1 rc11;ovcd 

with the Lc1p of a :::CH'hdriver. He v:as asked to t:1kc off his 

pants which he did. He was kicked and put in the cell. 

D.W.2 Daniel Ouwak Dabwadauw claimed in his statement 

to have been with the accused at Larry's place and to have 

left for Ubinide Club between 9 and 10 P.M. where the accused 

played billiards and witness drank. Sometime after 11.00 P.M. 

they went to N. P.C. Staff Club. The witness then left. He 

certified sobriety of the accused. 

D.W.3 Mrs. Demingauwe is the mother of the accused. 

She stated about the visits of the accused to the house at 

that night and the visit of police 1n his absence. \\"hen the 

accused came home for the second time at about 4.00 A.~I. she 

told him about the police having visited the house anJ asked 

him the reason. According to her there ~as nothing ~rang ~ith 

the accused and he did not smell of alcohol. 

This is the entire evidence on record. Ld. Counsel 

for the nccu sed, .,...hi 1 c commenting on the cv i dc:nc c or; record , 

contended that there is no evidence with regard to the charge 

of dangerous driving, that the evidence on record ~ith regard 

to the D.U.1 does not ~arrant conviction of the accused as 

P.W.1 & P.W.2 have only stated about smell of alcohol Jnd 

nothing beyond that while P.W.3 has gone on record further to 

say abcut staggering, falling on the Desk and spitting, that 

the last act attributed to the accused is no indication of 

intoxication, that there is no evidence of slurred speech 

or bloodshot eyes, that the prosecution was a result of 

annoyance of P.W.1 and P.W.2 because the accused nccc~sitatcd 

their chasing him and that the defence cviJrncc i~ consistent 

on the point that the accused had not been drinking. LJ. 

prosecutor pc1 intcd out the evidence on rccorJ ,,:itL regard tc 

zig-zagging :rnd speeding. According to him1 these tho fact~ 
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taken tooe.theY' amount to dangerous driving. lie further referred 
.J 

to the act of hiding himself resorted to by the accused after 

leaving the motorcycle on sea side of the road. AccorJi~g to 

the L d pros cc u tor., t h c e v i den cc \d t h reg a r cl t o s m c 1 l , go in g 

left and right, speeding, taking LI-turn unnccessJrily Jnd his 

effort to give a slip to police and evading being caught arc 

attributable only to tlie fact that he had been drinking and 

driving under influence of liquor. He further contended that 

the evidence given by the D.W.2 and D.W.3 is interested 

because these two witnesses wanted to protect the accused. 

I have carefully perused the evidence on record and 

havt.givcn utmost consideration to the respective contentions 

put f on.a rd hy the Ld. defence counse I 3n<l the Ld. pro sccu tor 

during the course of their submissions. In :1bscncc of a 

scientific test to determine the factum or otherwise of 

intoxication (or the extent thereof), it is really a difficult 

task which the Court has to perform in coming to a conclusion. 

Be that as it may, a definite conclusion can be arrived at 

with regard to these aspects on the basis of the conduct, 

the appearance, the manner of driving ond, 1ast but not the 

least, preponderance of prohabilities on the fact~ of :1 

particular case on consideration of oral evidence led h· 

parties. I would deal with the primary L1ct5 of the conduct 

and appearance first. This is a case Khcrc this Court h:1s to 

arrive at the truth on the basis of prosecution statements 

made on oath and contested by defence' on the basis of :-:.t;1tcmcnts 

similarly made on oath. Thus it is a situation of oath against 

oath and definite assertion against emphatic deni~l. P.W.1 

stated that initially when he first saw the erring motorcycle 

being driven he thought it to be at a high speC'd hecause it's 

headlight was vibrating which he could see from a distance and 

when it came closer, he tried to stop it. But it ~cnt very 

fast. He then refers to the chase which was not an ordinary 

type of chase where a person is stopped by police after some 

distance. The extraordinary nature of this chase was that there 

was chasing, the accused having gone completely out of sight, 

having made au-turn and appearing near Aiwo bridge, again 

rushing past followed by police, another U-turn after crossing 

China Town, again chasing by the police and reaching their 

ultimate destination in Anibare where the accused hid himself 

and two policemen were Jropped in search of him while one 

policeman drove to his house. The police had to put siren on. 
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When the accused was ultimately found, P.W.1 smelt i11toxi­

cating liquor. This is the first evidence regarding appearance 

of the accused. Then P. W. 2 Joseph Hubert :11 so Lll keel t1) the 

accused after he was found on coming out of the bushes and 

he also smelt liquor from him. The third witness Const. Tyson 

Agir has given evidence about scing the accused walking and 

staggering on his feet :111 the way to the r1c-sk, falling on the 

Desk on approaching it and spitting th r j cc there. He h::1 s 

further stated that he smelt strong odour of intoxicating 

liquor from him. In cross-examination P.W.3 claimed to have 

dealt with many DUI cases in his capacity as Desk Sergeant 

which shows that he has had adequate experience of dealing with 

such 

him. 

this 

cases of persons brought under influence of liquor before 

He further added that when a person is brought under 

charge, he personally observes him whether he is under 

influence and, if he finds that he is not, he takcshim home. 

Probably the Ld. defence counsel meant to say that if there 

is no evidence of slurred speech and bloodshot eyes, the 

person concerned should not be deemed to be under influence 

of liquor. It is true that neither of the police officers has 

stated about slurred speech and bloodshot eyes but Khatcver 

evidence is there in this case about appearance of the accused 

is quite sufficient to put him in the category of a person who 

had been drinking. It should be hornc in mind that the chase 
continued for quite long. The accused had hcen successfully 

eluding the police in order to cvadearrest ~hich took good 

deal of time. His condition may have improved dur i n,1_: that 

time. The three Police Constnblcs arc consistent in their 

testimony with regard to smell and so this fact is ,1mplv 

corroborated. Then there is more evidence ahout appearance 

in the testimony of P.W.1 who stated in examination in chief 

that when the accused came closer in Aniharc, he noticed him 

a little going left and right. This too indicates that he 

was not steady on his feet and this statement of P.K. 1 finds 

sufficient corroboration in the testimony of P.~.3 who has 

stated it in different words by saying that he saK the accused 

staggering all the way to the Desk. llc then added that the 

accused fell on the Desk. The Ld. counsel for the accused 

with regard to this part of evidence submitted that the Desk 

has a height on which one has to lean and so the accused must 

have leaned himself there on. There is no hnsis for thjs 

contentie,,n. It is not on record h"hat is the height of the 

Desk an·' •··}1c'thc1· one·· l,1·'-" to lc·•r1 or1 1· t. 1"' 1 · J t u"' u., u ,\C ::-,uc1 quc:-, 1011 1•;as 

contd ... ,; 



put to the concerned Desk Sergeant. No foundation is laid on 

record for this kind of contention. P.W.3 has not stated 

that the accused leaned on the Desk. His statement is that he 

fell on the Desk,thcn there is his statement about the accused 

spitting thrice and that too is not a normal behaviouY of a 

sober person. Now a question for consideration is whether 
this duly corroborated evidence with regard to appearance of 

the accused is worthy of credence. Defence case is of complete 

denial. The credibi 1 i ty of these 3 witnesses is as sa i 1 ed by 

defence for different reasons. Annoyance is attributed to 

P.W.1 and P.W.2. P.W.1, has of course, admitted that he was 
annoyed and, at the same time, he qualified this statement 

by saying in the same breatMc was also afraid of a possible 
,( 

accident. P,W.l must have felt harassed on account of the 

accused giving him a slip again and again and then hiding himself 

The defence contention is that it was in order to teach a 

lesson to the accused that the DUi charge was cooked up to 

enable these two police officers to put the accused behind 

the bars by locking him up which they could not have done 

only on a charge of speeding. P.W.2 was also questioned :1hout 

annoyance and he denied having felt annoyed hut he too stated 

about the fear that the police car may be involved 1n an 

accident which could bring a blame on him because he happened 

to drive it. However, annoyance in the circumstances Kould 

be natural. Even if, for arguments' sake, it is accepted that 

such natural annoyance would result from the dCtion of the 

accused, it would not apply so far as P.W.3 is concernc<l. 

There is nothing on record to show that he was informed of the 

harassment caused to P.W.1 and p.W.2 by the accused. He has 

only stated that he asked Const. Hubert why the accused Kas 

handcuffed and he was only informed that it was so done because 

the accused was resisting. On the contrarv, it is in evidence 

that P. \'i. 3 was sympathetic :1hout the accused having been 

handcuff(:d. It has been so sL,tt'd by D.W.1 himself th;it 

hu r i_ 

accordinf to tt-di accu:-cd ,n:-:i'~Cd ·h·:;c;-: P.h.:-:.. ncl to rcm 1.• l' 

handcuff:c;. P.lC3 did net ..igrce and h:id one h:rnc'.:.:utf rr-1:t0':c.:d 

and the: ether one got 

He w a s s.rn 1 y do i n g h i :-c du t r . \>', k1 t J: m c .a n t o s :n · t h ;1 t t h c 

argument pertaining to annoyance can in no ca:-:c he app1 lcol•lc 
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to P.W.3. His statement about the condition and appearance of 

the accused, in these circumstances, cannot be suspicious 

by any standards. There is no allegation of any grudge on 

the part of P.W.3 and so there is no reason why he should not be 

believed when he says that the accused staggered, fell on 

the Desk and spat. 

Now, the conduct which is another primary fact to be 

taken into consideration. The nocturnal activities of the 

accused that night certainly do not bespeak of a state of 

sohricty. i!c ";oes to L:irry's place admittedly rrnd rcm~ins 

there in the ~.fternon~'J :rnd in the evening lie \•;cnt to Ubinjdc 

Club nnd from there at about 11.00 P.M. he -.,cnt to 1\.P.C. 

Staff Club to get a motorcycle from Notte :,nJ then he went home 

and had something to cat and changed his torn pants and then 

he was on a driving spree around the lsland,n0t once bt1t twice. 

Admittedly he was going fast. He has pleaded guilty to the 

charge of speeding and there is evidence also ahout the speed. 

P.W.2 has stated that he had to go at a speed of 120 K.M./hour 

at one stage while giving a chase to the motorcycle driven 

by the accused. He also played hide and seek ~ith the police 

and trie<l to put them on wrong track by repeatedly taking 
LI-turns. Ultimately he put the motorcycle on one side of 

the road of Anibare and then crossed the road and went into 

hiding on the othef'side of the road in bushes and thereby put 
the police on a wrong trail as a result of which the police 

car had to be driven to his house in search of him. What 

does this conduct indicate? According to defence he ~as only 

evading the police to avoid being caught for speeding. The 

explanation given by the accused himself as D.W.l with regard 

to his hiding himself is that he wanted to sc~ ~hcther the 

concerned policemen pursuing ~irn ½ere good policemen or bad 

policemen. 1hc entire sequence of events, according to 

d c fence , doc ~ no t in any v: 11 y i n cli c ;; t e d run k c· r: b c h ::i v i o u.,. 

w hi 1 c , n cc or d 1 n g t •) r l' 0 s c: cut i o n , t h C? a c c 1:S c d 1-; ~1 :~ s c a r c d c.,.::. 

trying to elude the pu1 ice lest he might b(' c:u;ht ,ind locked 

Vt'\,. I have h(:rcinbe:fore held that tht' 3cc~:sc(l did smcl I of 

liquor, that he did stagger, that he did fall oc the desk 

at the police station and that he did spit repeatedly there. 

In contw.u.A.twri. of that finding v.:i.th regard tc the appc;trance 

of the accused and on considC'ration of hi~: cor.Ju.:.-t during the 

entire series of driving around I feel satisfied that the 

contd .... 9 
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conduct of the accused displays nothing short of a state of 

drunken bchaviouy. It was in his subconscious mind that the 

police is after him µnd so he went on speeding and ultimately 

hid himself. This is the only irresistible inference that 

can he drawn from all the surrounding circumstances of his 

going around the island at a high speed and ultimately hiding 

himself. Even what happened previous to that is no 

indication of sobriety. He went home, changed pants and 

again started driving. He drove once;then reached Yaren and 

watched a party. Once he turned into airport road and again 

resumed his journey on the main island road and then again 

took an about-turn and sped away. It was contended by the 

Ld. counsel for the accused that going around the island is 

a device of relaxation amongst the islanders of Nauru. To 

that extent l am prepared to agree. But I am unable to 

appreciate the contention to the extent that driving around 

continuously or even intermittcntly,tak~n,turn into airport 

road and agaJn going bock sometimes clockwise a~d sometimes 

anti-clock•, .. j,,,c anJ co1n i.miou:;1:, drii:jng upto past -LOt) A.M. 

in the morning is also;, ~a 1.;nun p:istirnc :ind :, rci;ixing 

d c v .i c e . Pa r t i c u 1 a r l y 1<: hen on e , i n t h :: r r cc e ::: s , t r i c ::,; t o :.:' l u d c 

the po 1 ice in -c he m ~rn n c r the a cc us c J J id ,1 n J :! ft c r be .i. n g 

nabbed is found smelling of alcohol and 0:1 rc:,ching the police 

station is found staggering, 1.,nahJc to stand erect ;it the 

desk and is spitting, he can h,Jrdly be con:;iJcred to be in 

any state other than of intoxication. Thjs conduct of the 

accused speaks for itself and leads to the only conclusion 

that it is probative of intoxication and nothing else, 

The other factor that has to be taken into con­

sideration is the manner of driving. Jn this context, even 

at the risk of repetition,! have to say the samcthing as 

hereinbcfore stated in the prece,..ding paragraphs. The whole 

series of the acts of driving at varicus stages that night 

indulged in by .the accused lead me to conclude that it was 

driving under the influence of liquor and also amounted to 

dangerous driving. P.W.2 with reference to the manner of 

driving deposed that the accused was driving fast and in 

zig-zagging manner too. Going at a fast speed in a state of 

sobriety may by itself not be construe{,t as dangerous driving. 

On the c on t r a r y , w }) e re a pc r son i n 8 s t a t e o f i n c b r i. a t 1 C· n 

contd ..... JO 
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drives on a public highway at a break-neck speed around the 

island repeatedly zig-zagging on the way and interrupting the 

journey by turning into airport road and again taking the 

island road and intermittently taking U-turns for no rhyme 

or reason or .-dth inten1 to evaJc <lctcction or arrest, .it 

w o u 1 d c on '.·'. t d u t c d run k c n :rn <l J: n-1 g c r o u c~ .J r i \' i n ~: . The r c i s 

evidence on record th~it there i,crc other c::r:-; on the ro;_iJ. 
\ 

f.h'.1 ;1nd !··.1,;.2 have stated that their po1icc car could be 

involve.I in :in ;;ccident 1-:hilc g.1vin[r a c11a:sc to the accus-cd. 

It ¼'OuJ<l ffl(:,m that there 1:,·as d;,ngcr to the police car and 

to other ro:1d-uscrs ;rnd that f:il fills the c:-;::c:1t.i:d ingrcJic11ts 

of the offence of dangerous driving. 

It was contended by the Ld. counsel during the 

course of his submissions that the accused h~s stated that he 

was pushed and that may be the reason th □ t he staggered. The 

argument is devoid of merit. P.W.3 had seen him Ka1king and 

noticed that he staggered all the way to the desk. The Ld. 

prosecutor contended in reply that the accused is a heavily 

built man while P.W.1 and P.K.2 do not at all compare Kell 

with the build of the accused and a push by one of them would 

in no case make the accused stagger on his feet. I accept 

this a r gumc·nt of prosecution. I have a 1 rca dy ref c r red to 

the statement of P.¼.1 in this context that he had seen the 

accused ' a little going left and right' when thcv came closer 

in Anibarc. 

As regards the accused hcivir.g been handcuffed, the 

Ld. prosecutor contended that it 1s a normal procedure on 

arrest. Tt is true, as stated by Ld. defence counsc1,th3t 

this normal procedure is not norm,,Ilr resoru·d to. Ho,,,.L·vcr, 

I am not prepared to find f au It about it hecrnsc of the 

peculiar circumstances of the necessity of chasing the 3ccuscd 

for a considerable distance and because he had hidden himself 

in order to evade detection. 

According to the case of the defence, the accused 

Juinot consume a drop of liquor. It is so stated by D.K.1, 

D.W.2 and D.W.3. D.W.l is the accused himself who would 

naturally say so in his defence. The state of evidence on 

record and the abounding preponderant probabilities of the 

c a s e g i v e a d c: fin i t e 1 i e t o w h a t t he de fen c (' h i t n t~ s ~ t' ~: h ;1 re 

stated. D.W.2 is a friend and whatever he hJs st~tcd is of 

contd .... 11 
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no help to the defence case because of the time factor. He 

happened to be with the accused only upto N.P.C. Staff Club. 

The time of that visit was sometime after 10.00 P.M. It 

was a long way to go between 10.00 P.M. and 4.00 A.M. and so 

his evidence is to be ignored so far as the crucial time 

factor is concerned. D.W.3 is the mother of the accused. 

She had a glimpse of him from a distance only and that too 

at about 4.00 A.M. Her anxiety to save her son is natural 

and understandable. To conclude, the evidence given by 

D.W.l is to be ignored because he has given it to save himself, 

the evidence given by D.W.2 and D.W.3 is interested evidence 

of a friend and mother respectively and evidence of D.W.2 

is also to be discarded as not being relevant ~hilc evidence 

of D.W.3 is further to be ignored being indefinite and 

uncertain in addition to being interested. The defence 

evidence adduced in this case in no manner matches the 

specific and consistent evidence adduced by the prosecution. 
It is, therefore, liable to be rejected and is hereby 

rejected. 

The result is that I find the prosecution case 

established beyond any doubt on al 1 the counts. 1, there­

fore, convict Morris Demingauwe accused u/s 21(1), 19(1) 
and 28(a) of the Motor Traffic Act 1937-73- -JA_\.. £!.4 .) 1---
('_~I- C\.,,,. .£.~_,;,,.,. (!\;··s.1'•-r, \.. ,bfL#.. • 

i 

July 1 1982 

( S.C. CHATURVEDI ) 
RESIDENT MAGISTRATF 


