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MEMORANDUM OF DECISION

Chad E. Ward appeals from a judgment of conviction for operating under the
influence (Class C), 29-A M.R.S. § 2411(1-A)(A), (B)(3) (2010), and operating
after suspension (Class E), 29-A M.R.S. § 2412-A(1-A)(A), (B) (2010), entered in
the Unified Criminal Docket (Cumberland County, Moskowitz, J.) following a jury
trial. Contrary to Ward’s contention, to the extent the court exceeded its discretion
in refusing to admit expert testimony on the reliability of field sobriety testing, that
error was harmless given the wealth of other evidence of Ward’s guilt.
See U.C.D.R.P.-Cumberland County 52(a); State v. Hatt, 2002 ME 166, 9 5,
810 A.2d 415, 416; State v. Taylor, 1997 ME 81, q 15, 694 A.2d 907, 912-13.

Also, the court committed no error in instructing the jury.
See U.C.D.R.P.-Cumberland County 52(b); State v. Kirk, 2005 ME 60, q 3,
873 A.2d 350, 351. Although the court’s grant of Ward’s motion for a judgment of
acquittal as to the intoxilyzer results barred the use of the presumption of
intoxication pursuant to 29-A M.R.S. §2432 (2010), see 29-A M.R.S.
§ 2411(1-A)(A)(2), it did not prevent the jury from considering those results as
evidence of intoxication, see 29-A M.R.S. § 2411(1-A)(A)(1).



The entry is:

Judgment affirmed.
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