
 

PUBLIC PROSECUTOR 

V 

MOHD TAMIN BIN HJ AHMAD 

INTERMEDIATE COURT — CRIMINAL TRIAL NO. 34 OF 1995 

HAYATI, J. 

2ND NOVEMBER, 1995. 

JUDGMENT 

The defendant, MOHD TAMIN BIN HAJI AHMAD, was at the material time ataxi-driver, of 
taxi registration number BM 4935. The defendant who was notrepresentedpleaded not guilty to 
the following charges in the following terms:— 

1ST CHARGE : 

That you on the 31st day of August, 1995, @ 0330 hrs, at Jalan KampongBukit Udal Tutong, 
Brunei Darussalam, attempted to commit rape on Miss X (F 27),and thereby committed an 
offence punishable under section 376 of the Penal Codeand read with section 

511 of the same. 

2ND CHARGE : 

That you, on or about the 31st day of August, 1995 at about 3.30 a.m. alongJalan Kampong 
Bukit Udal, Tutong, in Brunei Darussalam, did voluntarily causehurt to Miss X, to wit, you 
punched her on the face with your fist and you havethereby committed an offence under section 
323 of the Penal Code and punishableunder the same. 

3RD CHARGE : 

That you, on or about the 31st day of August, 1995, at about 3.30 a.m.Jalan Kampong Bukit 
Udal, in Brunei Darussalam, did commit theft from Miss X, towit, you dishonestly took movable 
property from her possession without her consent, namely, a Lap-top Computer valued at 
B$3,000.00, a cameravalued at B$200.00, a Visa Card and cash amounting to (yen) y5000.00 
(B$80.00)and you have thereby committed an offence under section 379 of the Penal Codeand 
punishable under the same". 

The proper name of the complainant appeared in each charge and she wasidentified whenever 
this is appropriate. But, she will be referred as Miss X inthis Judgment. 



I remind myself that in a criminal prosecution the burden lies upon theProsecution which must 
establish, so that I am sure, every element of any chargewhich is brought beyond reasonable 
doubt. This burden lies on the prosecutionthroughout the case and does not shift. 

I should also add that a conviction on one charge does not mean that I mustreach the same 
conclusion on any other one. It is necessary to consider, theevidence on each charge separately, 
in 

order to ensure that the Prosecution had established all the elements ofthe offence on that charge 
beyond reasonable doubt. 

FIRST CHARGE — Attempted Rape 

The first charge is the major one because it is the most serious of thethree. In order to establish 
that attempted rape took place, it is necessary forthe Prosecution, to show that the accused tried 
to commit the offence of rapeand what he did would have amounted to rape if he had been 
successful in hisattempt. Section 376 of the Penal Code defined rape as being committed when 
aman has sexual intercourse with a woman in the circumstances which are set of infive 
descriptions in the section. These include sexual intercourse with a woman— 

(1) against her will ; 

(2) without her consent ; 

(3) with her consent when this was obtained by putting her in fear of deathor hurt. 

Section 375 of the Penal Code, sets out the acts which can amount to rapeand according to the 
explanation which is attached to the section. It issufficient to constitute rape if there has been 
some penetration of the woman bythe male organ whether or not this is followed by an 
ejaculation inside oroutside the woman. 

The fact of ejaculation is not conclusive and it may be absent in the caseof a rape or the 
attempted rape or of an outrage to the modesty of awoman. 

In a charge of attempted rape, corroboration of the evidence of thecomplainant is required, and I 
have to direct myself in the way provided for in D.P.P. v Kilbourne (1973) A.C. 729. Having 
warned myself that it is dangerous to act on the evidence of the complainant alone, I 
maynevertheless do so if I am satisfied that her evidence is so credible that I amsure of the guilt 
of the defendant and am prepared to act on the complainant'sevidence alone. Complaints which 
have been made by a victim in a sexual case donot, in English law, amount to corroboration of 
her evidence. Under that system,complaints amount to no more than what is called evidence of 
the consistency ofher conduct. In Brunei, however, such evidence may amount to corroboration, 
asthe Honourable Chief Justice ruled in P.P. vs Abd. Rahman and Others(Criminal Trial No. 7 of 
1988). 



Section 157 of the Evidence Act is in general terms and provides that theevidence of a witness 
may be corroborated by an earlier statement by thatwitness at or about the time the fact took 
place. In the Abdul Rahman case, TheHonourable Chief Justice decided that evidence of a 
complaint is admissible ascorroboration if the complaint was made as soon as can reasonably be 
expectedafter the incident. 

In considering whether there is corroboration of Miss X's evidence, I alsonote that evidence of 
the distress of a victim of a sexual offence, soon afterthe offence can be regarded as 
corroboration. 

(R v Redpath). 

As I am obliged to do, I warned myself that it is dangerous to convict uponthe uncorroborated 
evidence of a complainant. Having done so, I next look to seeif there is any other evidence which 
can be said to amount to corroboration ofwhat the complainant had said. 

In R v Baskerville (1916) 2 KB 658, corroboration must beindependent testimony which affects 
the accused by connecting or tending toconnect him with the case. In other words, it must be 

evidence which implicates him, that is, which confirm in some materialparticular not only the 
evidence that the offence had been committed but alsothat he committed it. 

EVIDENCE OF COMPLAINANT 

The principal witness for the Prosecution is of course the complainant. IfI do not find her to be 
credible witness, that is the end of the case. 

The complainant described how on the 31st August, 1995 at about 1.30 a.m.she got into a taxi, 
driven by the accused from the Airport to the Youth Hostel, in Bandar Seri Begawan. Not 
anticipating that the flightwould land that late, she only had B$4 and 1000 Japanese Yen which 
she gave tothe Accused and which he accepted. 

On arrival at the hostel, they found it closed. She asked the Accused tosend her to the bus-stop so 
that she can go to Kuala Belait the next morning.The Accused said he lives in Kuala Belait but 
the complainant told him she has afriend in Kuala Belait and prefer to stay at the bus-stop. She 
rolled out hersleeping mat but could not sleep due to the passing traffic and passers-by andshe 
felt rather unsafe. 

A while later, she saw the same taxi-driver whom she identified in anIdentification Parade and in 
Court as the Accused. He told her that he hadfinished work and asked if she wanted a lift to 
Kuala Belait as he stays inKuala Belait. The complainant told him, she had things to do in 
Bandar SeriBegawan such as changing money and buying air-ticket to Kota Kinabalu. But, 
theAccused told her, there are travel agents and banks in Kuala Belaittoo. 



Eventually, however she agreed to go with him as she thought it would besafer to do so rather 
than stay at the bus-stop and since the defendant lives inKuala Belait, she assumed that he will 
give her a discount or even alift. 

The taxi proceeded to Kuala Belait via the highway. She looked at herwatch. The time was about 
3.30 a.m. 

After about ½ an hour, the Accused took out some canned drinks andasked if she wanted a beer. 
She told him she doesn't drink. He asked if she ismarried. She told him, she is engaged. She 
asked if he is married. He told herhe's still single. According to the complainant defendant spoke 

`broken English' but they could understand each other. 

Suddenly he said, he felt sleepy and wanted to sleep and took a `U'-turn.She gotworried and told 
him, she wished to go to Kuala Belait. He told her ;`this is also the right way'. She told him to 
stop and removed her seat-belt.She was sitting on the front seat beside him. He stopped the car 
and touched herleg. She told him `don't touch me'. She got down and asked to open the boot 
toget her things. But, instead of opening the boot, he started to attack her. Shetried to get her bag 
from the back-seat. He started to touch her and pushed herand said `I want f.....'. She could not 
remember the exact sequence of eventsbut the next thing she knew he was on top of her. 

In the course of the struggle, he scratched her leg, held his hand on herneck, pulled and ribbed 
her underwear. She felt his body pushing her body downagainst her and she heard him said `I 
will kill you'. 

At that point, she thought she felt something warm on her thigh. She said,`He could have 
ejaculated' but she is not sure. She is sure, however, thatalthough the Accused did try ; he did 
NOT 

manage to penetrate her as she closed her thighs and continued to struggle.In the course of the 
struggle, he also told her, he had a knife. She struggledand kicked and managed to free herself 
but before that the defendant managed topunch her face with his fist. She managed to escape. 
She ran about 800 metres,when she saw lights. She saw the Accused came after her and at one 
point, triedto pull her. She ran across the building, jumped over the fence of a school,screaming 
for help. 

But, there was no one around. She then saw some houses and knocked on thedoor, screaming for 
help. 

At the 3rd house, someone opened the door. She saw a man and said `help me,call the police'. 
The man did not seem to understand her. However ; he pointedoutside and said `Penghulu'. She 
then realized that he meant the headman and sheagreed to go with him. It occurred to her at the 
Ketua Kampong house that sheshould write down what had happened. She asked for a pen and 
paper and startedjotting down a note (P6). In the note, she put down the Registration Number 
ofthe taxi as `BN 5935 or 4935'. She tried to put down as much details as shecould remember at 
that time. 



The police then came and took her statement. She also led the police to hertornunderwear at the 
alleged scene of the incident, about 3 miles from the KetuaKampong's house. 

She was then taken to the Tutong Hospital where she was examined by DoctorSaxena. She was 
also referred to RIPAS Hospital in B.S.B. for an internalcheck-up. She said, no penetration took 
place and no presence of sperms wastraced. 

The next day, a man supposed to be the owner of the taxi (DW1) was broughtin. But, she said, 
that's not the man. Apparently, the man lent his taxi to thebrother (the Defendant). 

The police also found her back-pack at Rasau a few days later. But, hersmall bag with her lap-
top, camera, some personal effects, Visa Card and yenwere never found. 

OTHER PROSECUTION WITNESSES 

PW1 — GUMPUL BIN RUNTUB, who resides at No. 19, Kg Bukit Udal, heardsomeone 
persistently knocking on his door at about 4.00 a.m. on the 31st August,1994 but he's not sure of 
the exact time. He opened the door and saw a `whitefemale crying', looking in distress. He could 
not comprehend what she was sayingbut he could understand the words `help me' as meaning she 
needed help. He tookher to the Ketua Kampong's house, and then called the police. He saw her 
wrotesomething on paper at the Ketua Kampong's house. 

He identified the note (P6). He did not see if MISS X had injuries on herface at that time as he 
did not really observe her because she was crying andlooking in distress. 

PW2 — CPL 634 MUSTAPHA BIN BESAR, who was attached to the TutongPolice Station, 
went to the Ketua Kampong's house at about 5.00 a.m. onreceiving a call. 

He saw the complainant who gave him the note P6. She then led him to thealleged scene of the 
incident and she pointed out to her torn underwear whichwas found on the road-side about 3 
miles from the Ketua Kampong's house. He alsotook her to the Tutong Hospital for examination. 

He informed the OCS Tutong who sent out orders to ambush the Accused.According to him, the 
Accused also led him first to the Kuala Belait Boat-Clubto locate the belongings of the 
complainant, which he said, he had thrown into the river. Nothing was found. On the 21st 

September 1995, at about 8.45 p.m., the Accused led them to Jalan Rasauwhere they found the 
other items with the back-pack. According to the Cpl, thedefendant voluntarily led them to the 
Boat-Club and then to Rasau. 

MEDICAL EVIDENCE 

PW3 — DR SAXENA, examined the complainant on the 31st August, 1995 atabout 9.00 a.m. 
She found the following injuries :— 

— Bruises on right cheek. 



— Bruises on fraenulum of upper lip. 

— Bruises on lower lip and minimal swelling to the right. 

— Bruises on the back of left thigh. 

— Small bruises near groin ; front of thigh. 

— Abrasions from back of mid thigh to front mid thigh. 

She wrote a Report and sketch (P4). She testified that the facial injuriesare consistent with a 
blow on the face and that the bruises are consistent withsome form of struggles and scratches. 
She classified the injuries ashurt. 

IDENTIFICATION 

An identification parade was held on 2nd September, 1995 at 12.50p.m. The defendant and 10 
other persons took part. He was invited tochoose his position and he did so. The complainant was 
brought into the room andimmediately and unhesitantly pointed to the defendant as the man who 
tried torape her. 

She said, she could distinguish him very well by his unusual grey hair infront. 

DEFENCE CASE 

The defendant does not dispute that he was the driver of taxi registrationnumber BM 4935 who 
drove the complainant from the Airport that particularmorning in question. 

He gave the following version to the Court. 

According to him, the complainant first asked him the fare to Bandar SeriBegawan. The 
defendant told her `the metre'. She told him, she only has 1,000yen and about B$8. He agreed. 

She then got into the taxi. On the way to Bandar Seri Begawan, thecomplainant asked him, how 
much is the fare to Kuala Belait. Defendant againsaid `the metre'. But, she kept asking and the 
defendant eventually told her`It's B$150.00'. She agreed with the fare and he then proceeded to 
take thehighway to Kuala Belait. 

Somewhere, near Jalan Bukit Udal she asked him to stop. He slowed down andstopped his taxi. 
She told him `I have a problem. I have no money. Only 1000 yenand $8'. 

On hearing that-the defendant said `go back to Airport' and he took a`U-turn' meaning to return 
to the Airport. He said, he preferred to send herback to the Airport so that she can contact her 
embassy etc. 



On hearing that, she jumped from the car and fell on the road on her face.She then ran away. He 
tried to look for her to return her things in thecar. 

But, she did not return. He then left her things near the bus-stand atBukit Udal. 

The defendant said, he did not report the incident to the police or lefther things with them 
because he feared that she may have badintentions. 

The defendant denied attempting to have sexual intercourse with thecomplainant. He said he did 
not even touch her. He denied punching her on theface with his fist or removing her properties 
dishonestly without her consent.He contended that the complainant may have concocted the 
story because she wasembarrassed for not being able to pay his taxi-fare or she may be in trouble 
asshe had entered the state illegally. He also claimed that the injuries on herface was caused 
when she jumped out from his taxi. The other bruises, he said,can be explained from the fact that 
she was running through the bushes andjumping over the fence on the way to PW1's house. 

The defendant also wrote a lengthy written submission reiterating thesepoints which I had read 
and considered carefully in assessing my findings inthis case. 

The defendant also expressed in Court and in his letter ; his displeasureat the police treatment on 
him. He also denied leading the police to the KualaBelait. Boat-Club or the complainant's 
belongings at Rasau. He said, the policehad conveniently made-up, and planted all the evidence 
against him. 

He also said that the complainant and the police may have also plotted to `plant' the 
complainant's underwear to incriminate him. Defendantalso called his brother ABD RAHIM 
BIN HJ AHMAD (DW2). He confirmed that thedefendant was using the taxi on the material date 
and time. He also expressedthe same displeasure at the way his brother, the defendant, had been 
handled bythe police. 

Defendant also called the Ketua Kampong of Bukit Udal (DW3) and HAJJAHARMAH BINTI 
HAJI ALI (DW4) the nurse on duty at Tutong Hospital, when thecomplainant was examined by 
DR SAXENA. 

Suffice to say, that these witnesses merely confirm what had been testifiedby the prosecution 
witnesses fairly and credibly. 

The defendant also recalled PW1 for further cross-examination but he wasunshaken and again 
appear to be a credible and truthful witness. 

THE COMPLAINANT AS A WITNESS 

The most important witness in a sexual case is almost always invariably thevictim. It is necessary 
to examine with care the evidence which a victim givesin an attempt to assess her credibility and 
reliability. 



I find that the complainant although tend to be long-winded at times, is acredible and truthful 
witness. 

I also find that her version of the events of that day consistent whetherin her note (P6) and her 
evidence in Court, although, there are minordiscrepancies and details left out in the note that are 
understandable andacceptable in the circumstances it was written. On the other hand, I find 
thedefendant's version far-fetched and unacceptable in the light of the facts andevidence of the 
case. 

CORROBORATION 

I do not however rely solely on the complainant's evidence. Thereare various pieces of evidence 
in which in my view are capable of amountingto corroboration of her evidence. 

(a) Her distressed condition and her crying as observed by PW1 — GUNTUR BIN RUNTUB at 
about 4.00 a.m. (as estimated by PW1) on the 31stAugust, 1995 which is immediately after the 
incident which she estimated hadtaken place after 3.30 a.m. 

(b) The note (P6) she had written at the Ketua Kampong's house again almostimme-diately after 
the said incident. 

The contents of which is consistent with her account to the police soonafter they arrive (S157), 
although, there were some details left out which I accept were understandable under the 
circumstances. 

(c) The injuries found on her by DR SAXENA ; on the 31st August, 1995 atabout 9.30 a.m. 
which supported her allegation that she was punched on her faceby the defendant ; and that, the 
scratches and bruises found on her thighs ; andnear the groin could be occasioned by her 
struggles to free herself from thedefendant. These bruises were also observed by DW4 the nurse 
who was with thedoctor. 

(d) The discovery of her torn underwear on the 31st August, 1995 at about6.00 a.m. at the road-
side near the Bukit Udal School about 3 miles from theKetua Kampong house where she claimed 
the incident took place one or two hoursbefore. The nurse (DW4) also confirmed that she was 
not wearing an under wearwhen she was examined by Dr Saxena. 

WAS THERE AN ATTEMPT TO RAPE? 

I should not of course find an accused person guilty of attempted rapeunless I was satisfied that 
the evidence goes beyond what would be necessary forthe offence of outraging the modesty. 

I must be satisfied that the accused, whatever the original intention mayhave been, attempted to 
commit the offence of rape as defined under section 375on the person of MISS X. 



The evidence of attempted rape must be clear. Did the defendant intend tocarry out the offence 
of rape if the complainant had not successfully closed herthighs, persistently put up a struggle 
and successfully managed toescape? 

I believe the complainant's evidence that the defendant tried to havesexual intercourse with her 
without her consent. He successfully pushed her down; pushed his body against her, went on top 
of her and in the process, pulled andribbed her underwear. Although, she said, she felt something 
warm on her thighsand she thought he may have ejaculated, she's not sure. She is however sure 
hedid not penetrate her and indeed no evidence of penetration was found. It isalso accepted that 
no presence of semen was traced by the doctor at RIPAS asconfirmed by the learned Prosecutor. 

The fact whether ejaculation had occurred or not is of course not materialhere and indeed, in 
attempted rape, proof of penetration is notnecessary. 

According to the complainant ; the defendant continued to pursue thecomplainant. At one time, 
he even pulled her hand from his cab. In the course ofher struggle, the defendant punched her on 
the face and she also sufferedbruises on her face, thighs and groin. 

I accept the complainant's evidence as accurate and credible. I do notbelieve that there is any 
reason for her to lie and concoct such a story againstthe defendant to such an extent simply 
because she did not have enough money topay for her taxi-fare. The defendant's allegation that 
she had illegally enteredthe country is also unfounded. Her story is overwhelmingly corroborated 
by theother pieces of evidence which I had mentioned. These coupled with hercredibility and the 
credibility of the other Prosecution witnesses had led me tothe conclusion below. 

CONCLUSION 

I have no doubt that the defendant wished to have sexual intercourse withthe complainant against 
her will and without her consent and that he made aneffort to do so. I think, he tried to take 
advantage of her predicament.Although, the important issue of consent was not raised by the 
defendant, as hehad completely denied, that the incident happened ; I did, consider if there 
wasany facts in the case that had suggested that the complainant had expressedly orimpliedly 
signify her consent to have sexual intercourse with the defendant atany stage whilst she was in 
the defendant's taxi. 

I do not find any such evidence. I am therefore satisfied beyond reasonabledoubt that the 
defendant did try to penetrate the complainant and he failed onlybecause she vehemently closed 
her thighs and struggled and finally freed herselfand that he is guilty of attempted rape under 
section 376 of the Penal Code readwith section 511 of the same and I convict him accordingly. 

SECOND CHARGE-CAUSING HURT 

Section 319 of the Penal Code provides `whoever causes bodily pain, diseaseor in-firmity to any 
person is said to cause hurt'. 



Under section 323 — `whoever except in the case provided for bysection 334, voluntarily causes 
hurt shall be punished with imprisonment ofeither description for a term which may extend to 
one year or with fine or withboth'. 

When DR SAXENA examined the complainant, she found in particular: 

1. Bruises on the right cheek. 

2. Bruises on the fraenulum of upper lip. 

3. Bruises on the lower lip and minimal swelling to the right. 

The nurse, DW4, who was on duty, also observed the bruises. DR SAXENA, adoctor for about 

20 years, testified that the facial bruises could be caused by a blow onthe face with the fist. 
Although she did not classify the injury on that day, asit was a sexual complaint case, she would 
classify them as HURT. 

I have no reason not to accept the doctor's evidence. Again I accept thecomplainant's evidence 
that it was the defendant who had inflicted the hurt onher as she struggled and freed herself from 
him. I am therefore satisfiedbeyond reasonable doubt that the defendant is guilty of this charge 
also and Iconvict him accordingly. 

THIRD CHARGE 

Section 378 Penal Code provides `whoever, intending to take dishonestly anymovable property 
out of the possession of any person without that person'sconsent, moves that property in order to 
such taking, is said to committheft'. 

Section 379 Penal Code provides 'whoever commits theft shall be punishedwith imprisonment of 
either description for a term which may extend to 3 years,or with fine, or with both'. 

In order to constitute theft, five factors are essential : 

1. Dishonest intention to take property. 

2. The property must be movable. 

3. It should be taken out of the possession of another person. 

4. It should be taken without the consent of that person. 

5. There must be same removal of the property in order to accomplish thetaking. 

The intention to take dishonestly exists when the taker intends to causewrongful gain to one 
person or wrongful loss to another. 



The complainant could not retrieve her things from the defendant's taxi asa result of the incident. 
According to the police, the defendant took them tothe Boat-Club, where he alleged he had 
thrown the complainant's belongings setout in the third charge. The defendant also led them to 
Rasau where the otheritems in the back-pack were recovered. The defendant alleged that the 
policewere lying and planted these evidence to `trap' him. I do not believe him. Ihave seen and 
heard the Police Officers giving evidence and I accept that thedefendant had done so. On the 
facts, I find that when the complainantreluctantly left the said items in the defendant's taxi, in her 
haste to getaway from the defendant ; she did not willingly abandon or lose possession ofthem as 
she never intends to give away possession of them. The items were thenremoved and disposed 
off by the defendant although knowing that fact. He did notattempt to return them to her with the 
help of the police obviously because hewas scared that the incident may be discovered. 

I am therefore satisfied, beyond reasonable doubt that the defendant isalso guilty of this charge 
and I convict him accordingly. 

At this stage, I must also comment on the complaints raised by thedefendant and his brother 
against the police. I can only say, that, I myselfhave not found any evidence that the defendant 
had been mistreated by any of thepolice officers that had appeared as witnesses in this case. I 
have however toldthe defendant and his brother, that if they do ; there is nothing to stop 
themfrom filing a formal complaint against the relevant officers. 

SENTENCE 

The defendant, Mohd Tamin bin Haji Ahmad has been found guilty of theattempted rape of 

MISS X, of causing hurt to her and of theft. 

By virtue of section 511 of the Penal Code, the maximum sentence for anattempt is the same as 
that prescribed for the full offence, save thatimprisonment shall not exceed half of the maximum. 
In this case, the maximumwould therefore be 15 years and whipping, not more than 24 strokes. 

There is little to be said in favour of the defendant in relation to thenature of the crime itself. This 
is a disgraceful offence. The defendant tookadvantage of a woman travelling alone at odd hours 
and who was, so to speak,still a stranger to the country, (although, she had been to Brunei before 
thisand was assured it's a safe country). The defendant, by this offence had alsotarnished the 
good reputation of the taxi-drivers in Brunei and the country as awhole. 

I do take into account his clean record. However, even if it was anattempt, and not the full 
offence, he was determined to satisfy his desires andwould have done so, if not for the 
determined struggles put up by thecomplainant. 

For the attempted rape, of which I had found him guilty, that is to say thefirst charge against him, 
the sentence is one of 6 years imprisonment and 4strokes. 

As regards the second charge, he had been found guilty of causing hurt toMISS X by punching 
her on the face with his fist. 



The maximum penalty under section 323 is one year and fine. I impose one month imprisonment 
on this charge. 

The third charge under section 379 is punishable with 3 years and fine. Iimpose on him 3 

months imprisonment on this charge. 

The facts which give rise to these two convictions were actually related tothe attempted rape. 
But, there were however and can indeed be seen as separateoffences. It would therefore be 
correct to make the two sentences consecutive.However, under the principle of totality, I would 
make those sentences to runconcurrently with that on the first. 

The sentence is therefore 6 years and 4 strokes on the first charge, 1month on the second, to run 
concurrent with the first, 3 months on the thirdcharge also to run concurrent with the first and 
second charge. 

I also allowed the Prosecutions' application under section 382(b) of thePenal Code and order the 
defendant to pay by way of compensation the sum of$3,280.00 to the complainant with regard to 
the 3rd charge, in default of which,the defendant would serve 3 months in addition to the 
sentence of 3 monthsimposed for the third charge and to run consecutive to the first. The 
totaltherefore would be 6 years 3 months and 4 strokes. 

(HAYATI BINTI POKSDSP HJ MOHD SALLEH) Judge 

2nd November, 1995 

DPP Ahmad Basuni for Public Prosecutor ; assisted by Dayang Zuraini.Defendant in Person. 


