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It is apparent that by S.212 of the Statute a 

Customs Officer has_wide powers when questioning any person 

who comes within-the ambit of that section and somewhat 

related to S.212 is S.214 which empowers an Officer of 

Customs, or even~ member of the Police, who has reasonable 

cause to suspect that any person is unlawfully carrying any 

dutiable goods to detain that person and examine any goods 

carried by him1 for that purp9se the Customs Officer or the 

.member of Police is authorised to open any package carried 

by that person. There -are other types of goods referr-ed to 

in the Section as well as the dutiable goods. 

In this particular c-ase it subsequently was ascertained 

that the receipt concerning which Cooper was questioned did 

not relate to goods at all, but related to some charges 

incurred at a restaurant. However, there was npthing to 

prevent the Customs Officer from questioning Cooper as to 

the origin of the receipt and to what it related. Due to 

the state of the document it was·not obvious,. on the face of 

it, that it related to_expenses incurred at a restaurant and 

in those circumstances, in my view, having been asked the 

question as ~cits origin Cooper was bound to answer. In 

behaving as he did it would be no surrrise if the Customs 

Officer then car3e to tl1e conclusion that Cooper was endeavourii 

to hide something delibera.tely from the Customs Department and 

that it wos related to dutiable goods or goods which ought not 

to be admitted to New Zealand. If that situation had been 

reached, the11 if the Officer had decided to exercise the 

powers vested in. her by S.214 of the ·Statute, I have no doubt 

that her actions would have been upheld.by the Court. 
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