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COUPLE FROM TEE COUNTRT.

PALL FOUL OP THE POLICE
It was an unfortunate decision which'

.prompted Michael Ankudinow (25), labor

er, to bring his wife, Maggie Ankudinow
.

(23) to Perth from a country town where,
he had been working, for, thanks to John,

William Laidlaw (42), laborer, and drink,

he will spend the next seven months in.

gaol.

Ankudinow and his wife joined Laidlaw^
with whom Ankudinow was slightly ac

quainted, in William-street
^

on Thursday,
and then commenced a series of offences

which quickly caused the removal of the

three of them to the lock-up.

When they appeared at the City Court1

yesterday, Ankudinow was charged on five

counts, with false pretences, wilful damage,
disorderly conduct, resisting arrest, nad

vagrancy. His wife and Laidlaw were
;

joined with him in the charges of false

pretences and vagrancy.
:

?

When Laidlaw met the couple in Wil
liam-street he gave them a cheque for £5,

telling the woman to buy herself some

clothes and get some change. They visit-
.

ed*a shop in William-street, Laidlaw stay
ing outside. The woman got a pair of

'

shoes and a pair of stockings, but the shop
keeper doubted the validity of the cheque.

He took it to the bank on which it wa*

drawn, Ankudinow accompanying hfm. : It

was declared invalid, but when they re

turned the woman had gone. However* -

the shopkeeper trusted Ankudinow with the*

goods.
.

?

Later in the day the pair tried the samaj

trick on another shop conducted by Mi
Saft'a. Unfortunately for them, the shop
keeper who was previously duped, happen
ed to enter Saffa's shop and saw the cheque



passed. By this time the woman had se

lected a dress. A constable was called,

and in the struggle for possession of the.

cheque and the dress, which followed birf

entry, property in the shop was damaged.
The three were arrested and charged

with false pretences and vagrancy. The;

remaining charges against Ankudinow;
arose out of his conduct prior to and sub
sequent to his arrest.

Ankudinow and his wife both blamed
Laidlaw for having given them the cheque*
while Laidlaw bitterly complained that he

had been 'dragged into it less than 24'

hours after his release from the Roe-street
lock-up.'

?'., j

The charges against the woman were dis«

missed. Laidlarw' was sentenced to three

months' imprisonment on each charge
cumulative, and Ankudinow to sentences
totalling seven and a half months.


