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The accused person appeared before this Court charged with an indiotment
containing 15 Counts of Fraudulent Felsification of Accounts contrary to
segtion 299 of the Fenal Code, Larceny by Servant contrary to section 226
(a)(1) of the Penal Code, and Conversion contrary to seotion 271(1)(6) of
the Pemal Code., There were also various altermative charges. 4t a
pretrial hearing the proseeution withdrew a large mumber of these and the
accused was tried only upon Counts 3, 44 6, Ty &y 9 and 14e These are
all Counts of Fremdulent Falsification of Accounts contraxy to seetion
299 of the Penal Code, said to have been committed by the accused when he
w;@ﬂaMnnﬁommmmw between June and November
1983,

It is for the prosecution to prove the guilt of the acoused beyond a
reasonable doubte I find 1% is proved that between June and November
1983 the accused was employed as a Tressurer at the Abaiang Council, Hie
dnty was to make payments in respeé¢t of amounte due from the Couneil %o
persons autherised to receive them. Such authorisation ogme from the
Couneil via the Clerk PW1 Rabunataie.

Fi1 4old the Court that he checked the cash books in November 1983 and
found PVs which the wiiness claimed were raised without authority. Now
the witness had earlier said in his evidence, "Payments by the Council to
Labourers ave authorised by the Council and when I veceive this authority
I authorise the Treasurer to raise a PV, Council approval is recorded in
the minutes in most cases."

It is a noteworthy feature of this trial that no Council mimutes showing
approval or lack of it in relation to the transsctions in question were
produced, The $ransactions in question weres

1o A voucher ID1, PV 34/11 dated 11th November 1983 which was the cost
of materials for maintenance of teachers gquarters in an amount of
$69.20 and relates to Count 8, '

2, A voucher ID3. PV 35/11 dated 18th November 1983 relating to the
cost of u;%nmmm of a classroom in an amount of $115.,90 and whieh
is Count 9.

3o A voucher IDj, PV 62/11 dated 30th November 1983 relating to

materials for teachers quarters in an amount of $70.85 and which ie
Count 1.
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The quality of the witnesses m&unu was particularly poor, m
surprisingly after such a lapse of time, This judgment is no
reflection on the State Advooate who has to accept his witnesses
a® he find them but the acoused's guilt has not been proved to
requisite standard and he is scquitted on all Counts,




