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Direction on accompanying support person 

[10] The Crown has also sought that the complainant have an 
accompanying person to support her when she gives her evidence.  
Under New Zealand law (s 375A of the Crimes Act) the complainant 
has this right. 
 

[11] I consider such an order is appropriate and will contribute to the 
efficient conduct of the trial.  Counsel have agreed on arrangements in 
the Courtroom for the accompanying person to sit near the witness 
box. 
 

[12] I grant leave for an accompanying person to be present for the 
complainant during her evidence. 

 

Order excluding all witnesses 
 

[13] Order excluding all witnesses except the Detective Sergeant Ingaua, 
the officer in charge of the case.   

Directions on empanelling the jury 

[14] The empanelling of a jury in this case proved difficult due to the 
Defendants and various witnesses having extensive family and 
business connections in the Cook Islands.  An unsuccessful attempt 
was made to empanel a jury in the first week of the sitting.  The matter 
was then remanded to 2nd December to empanel a jury from a new 
ballot. 
 

[15] Insufficient jurors were empanelled in the first call through from the new 
ballot. Some of those summoned but not called had been given less 
than the 3 clear days notice required under s 8 for the service of a 
summons to juror.  Those prospective jurors were initially stood by.  
They were persons qualified for jury service and on the jury list required 
to be kept under the Juries Act 1968. 
 

[16] When it appeared there might be insufficient numbers to complete 
selection of 12 jurors, counsel indicated that they would consent to 
those jurors who had been given short notice being called.  Counsel 
waived any general objection in relation to the short notice to those 
jurors. 
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