
'Iwt: C.J.  
The Hngis tmte  road ovsr tha Aoyositlons of 

POPONDPTPA. 
the  v i tnoas  HWYaU aa& than asked t h e  nccuoed wtmthz 

9/3/61. 
he wantad t o  ask any qwst%ms af  tha witnftsa. m t o a d  

of oriswering the question addressed to hh, t t i e  accusotl 

t o l d  the riaglstcnte t h a t  the re  was an er ro r  o r  orrorn 

in the record of evidence. The lin.gistrate Lhou;ht nmo 

p& of vhat  the  accucre~! sa id  vrur highly proJudioia1 t o  

tho nccuaed, and in fa inreas  ta hlm, momled the 

aubstanco ol w h a t  ho ha8 said abmt t!u, ovide!wo, 'mt 

omitted t h ? t  part whhh ho thuuqht pmjudicial .  Tlw 

acoueed vaa not m p r e a e n h d  nnd apperently wan not i n  a 

posit tpn tc  rasrlfm the pmjudlcfsl nnture of what hr! bid 

said. 

It Is cloar I thlnk that t h i s  was not a 

a tn tmont  by the aocused vithin Motions 92 o t c l  93 of 2hw 

,Tu~ustioos urdinancft. Tho provisions of fiection?; 32 md 

95 hem not been s a t W i o 6  atld t h e r e f o w  Section 73 doqs 

not apply. 

Bwtion 9b hmrevov p r a s e m a  tho r i z h t  d t hu 

Crown to  pMVe ather adml(smions agamt the ncoaacd. 

Oonerally and apart from an oxpress wrbal 

stcltment the who10 canduct of t h e  nccusw3 i~ rulev.mt 

If it  supports an infersmca ~f gui l t ,  t h a t  h, if %km 

Lo tavldence to supgort an admission by conduct. my? 






