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The accused is charged with indecent assanlt o« to S5.133(1) of the Penal

Codes Itisﬂd“uﬁﬁ@otimqi%atnbohomﬁ
indecently assaulted Nei Reeti Takuige

It is M%pnnmﬁmhpmwtheguuiofﬂuwwg
reasonable doubte :

There is a relationship of sort between the accusged and Nei Reetie The
accuged described her as & sort of daughter to him and technically she
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The accused and hig family lived and slept in a house at Ambo on the date
in questions The accused slept in one mosguisto net with Nei Reeti and
otherse The net could hold about 6 personge

Complainant said that the incident about which she complained occured in
the early morninge The sccused pulled her by the thighs and she said to
him 'Reere you asre sleeping badly's The hand continued uwp her leg wntil
it reached her pants and she gtarted %o cry celling for Nei Bwewse The
accused grabbed her by the hair =nd threatened %o kill here One of the
accuseds children came and punched him in the stomach and Ne Reeti ran awaye
She complained to the police.

She said she knew the hand was the accusged as he was sleeping near here

Nei Bwewa the accuseds daughter gave evidence that she was woken uwp Yy
Nei Reeti who complgined about what the accuged had done to here

She said Tebwelatake hit hig fathere PW1 gave her evidence wells Tebweiatake

Reeti gave evidence against his father with very great reluctances He did
not asgist at alle

Aocusged gave evidence on oagth and denied the offences He was exhaustively
cross examinede

When asked why Nei Reetl Nei Reeti was orying he seld it was because Nei Reoti
thought he was going %o rape here He could not explain why if he had done
nothing she should think thate He claimed that he was drunk on that night
and was unable to recall if anything happenede

Accuged was not an imprecsive wiitness in his own defence and was confused

. in cross examinstion, not I think because his memory was at fault, but

becauge he was trying o run a number of different incompatitle defences and
was in any event not telling the truthe

Hig first defence was that the incident never hgppenede Hig second defence

wag that if it did happen he did not know of it as he was asleepe Hig third
defence wae that he was drunk and could not recall if the incident happened
or note

The evidence of PW1 and 2 containg no basic conflicte I am sure PW{ was
telling the truthe PW2 knows more but is not telling all that she knows as
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the accused ig her father. PUW1 was an impressive witnesse

Ihﬂtmmmtha%mﬁtm&ngaf%m%W‘!faﬂammuug
her legs apart and touching around the area of her pantse She believed
thig was the accused and she called out to hime Ag the incident continued
she cried and Nei mmwwmwm‘s complained to hews
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mention i% in hig evidences There ig no corroborstion for the gemnal assault
MIWMIMitiauwleafpmtiwthatﬂmwmsdm.
Hontheless, having warned myself I feel olliged %o conviet on the evidence of
MWWM&%hamwmhiawmmm,m&

the accugeds defence g0 patenily falsee
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accuseds suggestion made in re-examingtion that she did so because she was in
trouble over an incident the night before when she went out without permissione
The accused and Nei Reeti had lived together for a number yearse skoinm
attractive young girle Doubtless the accused ﬁe&m o a gtrong temptation
%o touch here Uhy else ghould she complgin?. Wﬁwtmwm
was in a pogition to do what she says he did not with standing the small child
between theme He grabbed her by the hair when accused by her and had %0 be
punched by his own son to secure her releases  These are not in my view the
moggmawmiamm xﬁnatmmgﬂltymwm
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