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RULING 2 OF JUDGE J A FARISH  

 

 

[1] Dr Chawdhry the defendant in these proceedings started giving evidence in his 

own defence this morning.   

[2] The initial part of his evidence was a history of his medical qualifications both 

in India and then his training and qualifications within New Zealand.  Later in the 

morning Mr Wicks started to take Dr Chawdhry through the various complainants who 

have given evidence and form the basis of the 15 charges that are presently before the 

Court. 

[3] The Court has been open for the greater part of the day and the only persons 

who have been in the rear of the Court have been either the police officers involved in 

relation to the investigation or Dr Chawdhry’s family. 



 

 

[4] Late in the afternoon I became aware of a member of the public entering the 

public gallery at a time when we were discussing or Dr Chawdhry was answering 

questions in relation to a particular complainant.  The questions he was needing to 

answer were in relation to quite detailed medical notes of a highly intimate nature 

involving the examination of this man’s testicles and various findings that 

Dr Chawdhry had made. 

[5] It had not dawned on me until the member of the public entered the Court that 

the very evidence that Dr Chawdhry was giving was firstly in breach of a 

doctor/client/patient relationship although that was waived by the complainants in 

relation to the prosecution.  However, the discussion of these intimate details and the 

naming of the complainants which is necessary in terms of the number of complainants 

and the nature of the proceedings breaches the suppression orders that are in place.  I 

paused the proceedings and had a discussion with counsel and I do have the power 

under s 197 to clear the Court or make an order excluding from any part of the 

proceedings all or any persons other than of course myself, the prosecutor, the 

defendant or any lawyers or indeed the media or the police. 

[6] Given the very unusual nature of this prosecution and the very intimate details 

that are being discussed, I am going to close the Court other than to the police and Dr 

Chawdhry’s family.  Otherwise I think that the intimate details that need to be 

discussed in relation to the complainants are really being publicised on a basis which 

is quite inappropriate to try and limit the nature of the questioning by reference to tab 

numbers is going to cause disruption in relation to the proceedings and I do not think 

for a moment the complainants envisaged that their own personal peculiarities or 

physical difficulties particularly in relation to their genitals would be open for the 

public to hear about in a Courtroom such as this and, therefore, I believe it would 

prejudice the maintenance of law and also further investigation or protection of 

offences. 

[7] So, I close the Court subject to your family, Dr Chawdhry, the media and the 

police, just simply to protect the complainants and their medical details. 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

J A Farish 

District Court Judge 

 


