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I n s a n i t y  - orandiose paranoia - delusions.  

. , 

LAGIT arranged f o r  a Cathol ic  bishop 'h v i s i t  h i s  f lock i n  
WLREGUT, t h e  v i l l a g e  o f  h i s  very g rea t  f r i e n d  LORD4 and, a s  
p a r t  of t h e  arrangements, he had a l a r g e  enclosure made a s  a 
s o r t  o f  courtyard t o  t h e  entrance o f  t h e  house t h e  bishop stayed 
in.  The fence  o f  t h e  enclosure was 6 f e e t  high and excluded 
observation fmm t h e  v i l l age .  Af ter  c e r t a i n  ceremonies according 
t o  t h e  r i t e s  of h i s  church, t h e  Bishop went i n t o  h i s  house t o  
pack,. whereupon LAGIT addressed t h e  people t o  t h e  e f f e c t  t h a t  he 
had had successes'. i n  t h e  pas t  which were s o l e l y  due t o  h i s  own 
e f f o r t s  and he ended by asking t h e  people i f  t hey  wished him to 
"do something" which "they could see". on the  people m i c i n g  
thei r .agreement  h e t o l d  t h e  leaders  t o  e n t e r  t h e  enclosure and 
s t a n d a l o n g  o n e s i d e  of. it. Then he t o l d  one of t h e  l eade r s  t o  
br ing t h e  Bishop down' i n t o  t h e  cnclosum. when a l l  were assembled 
he. RW.C t h o u g h  a covered opening i n  t h e  opposite s i d e  of t h e  
enclosure carrying a long and ancient  k n i f e  (3 f e e t  long) i n  h i s  
r i g h t  hand. P resen t ly  he r e tu rned  with LOREN. They came i n t o  
t h e  enclosure  "hand i n  hand a s  two f r i e h d s  going f o r  a s t r n l l " .  
When they reached t h e  cen t re  of t h e  enclosure LOREN r a i s e d  h i s  
l e f t  arm - h i s  r i g h t  hand still i n  LAGIT's l e f t  hand - and, 
r a i s i n g  h i s  head skywards, t h r u s t  h i s  .neck out .  LAGIT chopped 
h i s  neck with t h e  kni fe  and LORD! f e l l  down dead. No-one knew 
h a t  it was LAGIT was going t o  do t h a t  they "could see" and t h e  
psych ia t r i c  evidence was t h a t  LORD4 had given LAGIT. s e c r e t  
infornat ion t h a t  .,if.. LAGIT would s p i l l . .  LOW% blood a new e r a  
would dawn - kind of Utopia. The p s y c h i a t r i s t  diagnosed t h e  
d i s e a s e o f  t h e  mind: grandiose paranoia,, and gave evidence 
t h a t ' a  persdn su f fe r ing  from it would not have t h e  capaci ty  to 
know t h a t  he ought not t o  do what he did - . t ha t , ' on  t h e  contrary,  
h i s  delusion would be such t h a t  he would k l i e v e  t h a t  what he 
did was eminently , r igh t ,  ... . , . . 
m D  - .,.. . . 

( i )  The ~ o u ' r t  i s  %ot bound t o  f lnd  i n  accordance 
. . 

, . ,  . . ,  , . .  
with t h g ' G d i i a 1  evidence because t h e  medical 

. ~ .. : , . , , . . . . .. . . . . 
a t t i t u d e  &y no t  be i n  accordance with t h e  l e g a l  

: .  . . . ,  . 
view. But t h e  'medical opinion must be regarded 

,v.:::..::,. , , :  :! 
' with 'much'&spe&:" (para 17.) 
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( i i )  I n  considering whether t h e  defence has es tabl ished,  

on t h e  balance o f  p robab i l i t i e s ,  (para 6.) t h a t  t h e  

accused was of unsound mind a t  t h e  t ime he k i l l e d  

WREN, "one may consider  LAGIT~S conduct before, a t  

t h e  time o f ,  and a f t e r  t h e  event" (para 16.) i n  

add i t ion  t o  t h e  medical evidence. 

( i i i )  A reasonable jury  would f i n d  t h a t  LAGIT was insane 

a t  t h e  t ime  he k i l l d d  LOREN and he is s o  found by 

t h e  Court. 

P.J. Puinlivan,  Chief Crom Prosecutor,  f o r  t h e  Crown. 

W.A. Lalor,  Publ ic  S o l i c i t o r ,  f o r  the  Defence. 

Edi tor ' s  Note 

Because t h e  p res s  cons i s t en t ly  ca l l ed  t h i s  a case  of " r i t u a l  
k i l l i ng"  and r e f e r r e d  to a "black rooster"  t h i s  r e p o r t  would be an 
i n w n p l e t e  record  i f  we did not  note  t h a t :  

(i) although t h e  k i l l i n g  could be c a l l e d  "ceremonial" 
i n  t h e  sense t h a t  it was t h e a t r i c a l l y  staged, it 
was a s i n g l e  a c t  (without precedent anywhere o r  
a t  any t ime)  done a s  a r e s u l t  of a s e c r e t  kept 
between two people. I t  presumably w i l l  not be 
repeated s ince  one of t h e  men is  now dead and 
t h e  o the r  confined a s  cr iminal ly  insane,  

(ii) According t o  t h e  evidence and t h e  exper ts ,  t h e  
only s igni f icance  of t h e  roos te r  i s  t h a t  it was 
s e t  a s i d e  a s  an item f o r  dinner. 

On 7 th  July ,  1961, H i s  Honour del ivered t h e  following judgment:- 

GORE,. 

1n t h i s  case t h e  Accused is charged with t h e  w i l f u l  1. 

murder of one WREN, a male Native of  t h e  v i l l a g e  o f  GAREGUT, &re, J. 

on t h e  7 th  May, 1961. 

A person is g u i l t y  of w i l f u l  murder i f  he unlawfully 

k i l l s  another irrtending t o  cause death. There i s  no t  i n  t h i s  2. 

case  any r e l i e f  from cr iminal  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  such a s  accident,  

p m w c a t i o n  o r  mistake, so t h a t  considera t ion of r e l i e f ,  by 
. ,  . 

reason of  those matters,  ca., be dispensed with. 
I .  

T h e r e i s ,  however, a presumption t h a t  every person i s  
t . , .  . .  

of  sound mind, and he i s  not  c iminal ly  responsible  f o r  what- 3. 

ever  offence he has committed i f  he i s  not of sound mind a t  t h e  



t ime of t h e  comnission o f  t h e  a c t  which c o n s t i t u t e s  t h e  offence. 

There is  no doubt t h a t  LOFEN was k i l l e d  by t h e  Accused 4. 

Nicholas LAGIT. The a c t  of k i l l i n g  was. i n  t h e  presence of many 

witnesses and t h e  Accused made a c lean breas t  of t h e  incident.  

There i s  a lso  no t  t h e  s l i g h t e s t  doubt about t h e  in t en t ion  of t h e  

Accused. 

The Defence has s e t  up insan i ty .  5. 

Now t h e  burden o f  proof i s  l a i d  upon t h e  Crown t o  show 6. 

beyond a reasonable doubt t h a t  t h e  Accused conmitted t h e  crime. 

This burden i s  always on t h e  Crown i n  criminal cases  but t h e r e  

is an exception when t h e  defence is insani ty .  Then t h e  burden 

s h i f t s  from t h e  Crown t o  t h e  Defence. The Defence, however, i n  

such.a case  has not t o  ca r ry  a s  heavy a burden a s  t h a t  l a i d  upon 

t h e  Crown, f o r  t h e  Defence does not  have t o  remove a l l  doubt but 

t o  e s t a b l i s h  on a balance of p r o b a b i l i t i e s  t h a t  t h e  Accused was of 

unsound mind a t  t h e  t ime when he connnitted t h e  offence. 

Well, I have no doubt t h a t  t h e  accused k i l l e d  LOREN and 7. 

he intended t o  cause h i s  death, so  t h a t  t h e  Crown has discharged 

t h e  onus placed upon it. 

I t  remains only t o  consider  t h e  Defence of i n s a n i t y  8. 

i n  r e l a t i o n  t o  the  charge. 

Section 27 of t h e  Criminal Code def ines  i n s a n i t y  a s  a 9. 

r e l i e f  fmm criminal r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  i n  t h e  following terms:- Gore, 3 

"A person i s  not c r imina l ly  responsible  f o r  an 

a c t  o r  omission i f  a t  t h e  time of doing t h e  

a c t  o r  making t h e  omission he is i n  such a 

s t a t e  of mental d i s e a s e  o r  n a t u m l  mental 

inf imni ty  a s  t o .  depr ive  h i w o f  capaci ty  t o  

understand !&at he is doirig, .or o f c a p a c i t y  t o  

c o n t m l  h is , .ac t ions ,  o r .  of  .capaoity..to know 

t h a t  he ought not  t o  do , the  aGt .or make t h e  

omission. : . . . ... : I  

"A person whose mind, a t  t h e  t i @  of h i s  doing 

o r  omit t ing  t o  do an ac t ,  Zs  kffec ted  by 



. . ,  . . 
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, delus ions  on somg s p e c i f i c  matter  or matters,  

' but' wbis  hot  otherwise e n t i t l e d  t o  t h e  bene f i t  
. . 

' bf ' the fore@oing provis ions  of t h i s  sec t ion,  i s  

criminally responsible  f o r  t h e  a c t  o r  omission 

t o  t h e  same e x t e n t  a s  i f  t h e  t e a l  s t a t e  of th ings  

had been such a s  he uras induced by t h e  delus ions  

t o  bel ieve  t o  exist ."  

As t o  t h e  requirements f o r  r e l i e f  of oriminal 10. 

.. . 
rbSpons ib i l i t y  a s  s e t  oirt:a t h a t  he d id  not t inders tand what he Gore J 

. . < : . . / '  ' ' 

. , , %&$.doing and- had n o t  t h e  capaci ty  t o  con t ro l  h i s  .lactions, I need 
. ., 
ho t .  d&lli'upon. The evident: showed t h a t  he knew only too  wel l  

t h a t  he  was k i l l i n g  IDREN, and h i s  capac i ty  t o  con t ro l  h i s  a c t i o n s  

was obvious from t h e  evidence. 

It is only t h e  remaining requirement which needs consider- 11. 

a t i o n  upon t h e  Defence. This i s  whether he had t h e  capaci ty  to 

, A know thad  h e  ought not  t o  do t h e  ac; of k i l l i ng :  
. . . . , ,  , . . . 

- . ' : '  ' ~ k & $ & c e  .. . . . . . i s  t h a t  h e  was su f fe r ing  f r o m  t h e  delusion t h a t  12. 
, . 

> .  

t h e  &ling of i b ~ E l d : w a g  ' r i gh t .  : 

, , . , : , ~  , ;  , 
It appe'ers t ha t  f r o m t h i  second of Sect ion 27 a person 13. 

, , . .  . . . .  : . .  

who is a f fec ted  by delus ions  on s o m  s p e c i f i c  mat ter  but is not 

otherwise e n t i t l e d  t o  t h e  benef i t  of t h e  pmvis ions  of t h e  Section,  

i s  cr iminal ly  responsible  f o r  t h e  a c t  o r  omission t o  t h e  same ex ten t  

a s  i f  t h e  r e a l  s t a t e  of t h i n g s  had been such a s  he was induced by 

t h e  delusions t o  bel ieve  t o  e x i s t .  I do not th ink t h a t  t h e  words 

of t h a t  p a r t  can a f f e c t  t h i s  case. 

Although it i s  t h e  s t a t e  of mind a t  t h e  time of t h e  14. 

conmission of t h e  offence  which i s  exclus ively  important, one 

might consider t h e  f a c t s  both  hefore and a f t e r  t h e  event. This 

is  an odd case, - one which I should say would be regarded a s  

- 
pecu l i a r  anywhere. I n  it i s  bound up t h e  confusLon of a heathen 

\l 

people i n  t h e  acceptance of Chr i s t i an i ty .  The Accused knew, 

a s  an ex-Catechist, t h a t  it was vmng t o  k i l l  according t o  t h e  

Chr is t ian  be l i e f .  A s  a man 'of ten  i n  touch with t h e  Administration 

he rauld  know !bat it was wrong i n  law. 

The question is, using t h e  w r d s  of tho  Section,  15. 
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whether he had t h e  capaci ty  t o  know t h a t  he ought not do the  

ac t .  I do not th ink  he had such capacity,  f o r  he f i rmly believed 
L .  L /  : 

t h a t  t h e  k i l l i n g  of WREN was r i g h t ,  and he was unable t o  appreci-  

a t e  t h e  wmngness of what he was doing because h i s  understanding 

functioned only  i n  r e l a t i o n  t o  some weird sa lvat ion.  

One may consider LAGIT's conduct before, a t  t h e  t iw  of, 16. 

and a f t e r  t h e  event. He had taken a leading p a r t  i n  reques t ing Gore J. 
. .. . , ., . . . .. ,. . . . . .. . 

, Bishop Noser of Alexishafen t o  pay a v i s i t  to Garegut f o r  t h e  pur- 

pose of conducting r e l i g i o u s  se rv ices  there .  He entered i n t o  t h e  

se rv ices .  He made t h r  arrangements f o r  them. HE brought ou t  WREN, 

who w s  a s  a son t o  him coming hand i.n hand a s  two f r i ends ,  and then 

k i l l e d  him, a wi l l ing  person, i n  f r o n t  of h i s  own Bishop, whom he 

had roquestcd t o  be present.  Except LDREN, none of t h e  irrportant 

people assembled had any knowledge of what he was going t o  do. Then 

with seve ra l  o thers  he c a m  t o  Madang and t o  t h e  D i s t r i c t  0 f f i c e r . t o  

t e l l  him a l l  about it and ts receive. from him approval f o r  t h e  k i l l i n g  

of LOREN. He showed no conk r i t i o n ,  but on t h e  contrary  was calm and 

col lec ted ,  and indeed pleased with himself. He had no expectation of 

punishment f o r  t h e  k i l l i n g  of LGREN, knowing f u l l  well  t h e  Comnandment 

"Thou s h a l t  not k i l l "  - G o d ' s  law - and t h e  consequences fo r  wi l fu l ly  

k i l l i n g  a person under t h e  Law of t h e  Land. 

Now I am not bound t o  f ind  i n  accordance with t h e  medical 17. 

evidence, because t h e  medical a t t i t u d e  may not be i n  accordance with 

t h e  l e g a l  view. But t h e  medical opinion m u s t  be regarded with much 

rcspect .  The medical opinion i s  given i n  t h i s  case by a psychiat-  

rist who, fmm my observatiun and h i s  record, p o a c g i e s s u a h  l m n g  

and has had g r e a t  experience i n  t h e  f i e l d  of insani ty .  Dr. Burton- 

Bradley, re ly ing upon h i s  examination and observation of t h e  accused, 

t o l d  us t h e  man suffered a t  t h e  time, and is  s t i l l  su f fe r ing  from, a 

d isease  of t h e  mind which he descr ibed a s  "Grandiose paranoia," and 

t h a t  he is  not l i k e l y  t o  neco,er. He sa id ,  too ,  t h a t  he would, a s  

a Medical m a c t i t i o n e r ,  c e r t i f y  him a s  insane,  and he f e l t  t h a t  o t h e r  

medical men would do t h e  same. 

I accept t h e  opinion of  t h e  mcdical witness, Dr. Burton- L¶. 

Bradley, t h e  more r iar l i ly  so ~ h c n  t h e  matter  i s  t o  be decided upon 
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a balance of I bel ieve  t h a t  a masonable ju ry  would 

7 
do t h e  same. 

I f ind  t h a t  t h e  accused was insane a t  t h e  t ime he k i l l e d  19. , 
Gore J 

LOREN. 

The r e s u l t  i s  t h a t  I f i n d  Accused Not Gui l ty  on t h e  ground 20. 

of insan i ty  a t  t h e  t ime of t h e  offence. 

The ~ c c u s e d  w i l l  t he re fo re  be kept a t  Her lvlajestyts . . 21. 
' , . '  I. / '  

pleasure.  

Reported by P.J. Quinlivan,  Esq., 
Barrister-&-Law. 

W.A. LALOR, Esquire, i n s t r u c t e d  by h i s  o f f i ce ,  t h e  Public S o l i c i t o r ' s  
Office,  hlaloneyls Buildings, Cuthbertson St., Por t  Noresby. 


