Drunk—-drwmg
acqulttal upheld
by Supreme Court
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A man acquxtted of drunk

dr1v1ng after being involved -
in a multi-vehicle crash was-
able to stay clear of the charge

. Thursday aftér the Supreme
-Court dismissed an appeal to
- have the case heard again,

| of dtunk-driving charges

2000 i

10 Court-documents.

Ste}lnbhen Soules, a native -
a4, 'was-dequitted.

ng a.September -
ident. ‘where he was~
‘involved ina four-car pileup
_one: mormng whenhestrucka " .

. car turnmg into the driveway . -
-of a funetral home; accordmgﬁ' B

o bloodshot and glassy and that L
he smelled of alcohol, Soules

admitted to the officet that

he had been out drinking

the night before, accordmg :
: to court documents, © <<
. Soules was then asked to.
 take abreathalyzer test, which
“he. falled. He was then ar- .
yested, o
At trxal he was acquitted :

of the drunk-driving charges -

becaiise the judge found that

Soules’s charter rights were -

“violated because he: incrimi-

- nated himself.” I

Under legal preceéient, a:
ne d

“Soules, however,had come * — cannc

"to'a complete stop, He only ‘con

|| hit thevehiclein frontof him,

| because another car smashed

[ into him from behind, propel-_
ling his vehicle into the car in.

-~ frontof him, Anothe1 vehicle

> told the'police.he had been '
~drinking the night before. ~ -

rown appealed the -
: decxsxon to’higher cousts.
Theappéal was: dxsmlssed*m:'

- Februlary 2010 by the Ontamo

- Superior Coutt and again in -

: ~June20n by the: Ontarxo Court -

'~ of his'vehicle. The officerno- - of 6. '

'tlced that Soules $ eyes Were " ba

_then: slarmned into thecar that

[ hit Soules, .
‘When pohce arrived, theofs . .
ficer firstto the scene asked"

- all 'of the. drwere What had‘

| happened.

“During his interview, Soules o

| rephed that he was the driver

“Criminal Code. S SR
- Thisiforced the judge to. .-
: ehmmate the breathalyzer .
evidené:e because the test was -

given;in part because Soules

“The C




