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JUDGMENT OF THE COURT 

 
 A Leave to appeal is granted to the applicants (Rolleston v R 

[2018] NZCA 611). 



 

 

 B The approved question is whether the Court of Appeal was 
correct to dismiss the conviction appeals. 

____________________________________________________________________ 
 
 

REASONS 

[1] There will be an initial hearing on the appeal to determine whether or not orders 

should be made directing an independent practitioner to interview the jury foreperson 

or jury members more generally.   
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