'..!\.n

”f?anqth hu hud

I pr:cu or;ngx:¥ﬁff§;f

.y{aﬁg?nz LAuIDI:

::,r;TfJﬁétibé_j '
I'u_ & JU.&' lce _' .'._.‘\— . .‘ "

SRyl Icyg g'?o

L ”‘p.}.

Crown

i .1 ;f ;””.H 

’ﬂarch“;_amf Wro_,ﬁfdéﬁie*j'”

"ﬂvauwd two “OLqﬁs o"_ wpaaly

'?g”:ée refcrenrﬂ e ~and whe

"'Mr;JHCxoéhié;;sat;aowﬁ;j'

'-the cro*;

 _Ecj7gfcﬁndytw0Tcn1y;”




A

Crapining .:'in-'cﬁurt ﬂ."ie'”} i©

i Cuntrue Yo r*:‘,s :S'I:L,ii';'—;_ 5 certrln I_ m‘lowlc ey

”Twé-;rétut;é&:'fﬁéﬁfr;” ' '
MR C”QSblC a1i :ﬁét’“m
 §§ _v1uh -mv submls aﬁaF  If gléﬁﬁéohééQT'
. _ AR

:_aahhero e Toacy *'ﬁg*fhe:r'lﬁr;:{Crosbié-at;émmfingff

-Grdﬁnﬂfiwdlch-Uhé.3f3c

i”

he s roplied. UThe eourt  then.

aﬁnanccﬁ

hat e would: rlva_ﬁ;;fF va"crosblef

another

to our atL

- *Crostie snnounced  that  ha
ﬁaah_iﬁ'thﬁfprbcegﬁT,ct"*re?lying-fWhénfﬁthﬁﬁ}éouft;” '

2

Journed i went  for the -break on TﬂéSf

Pt

W
0

sh
?
L
s
[0
[w i
\Q

€5 sa tn_t he wes srévented from arguing A Fhird

S By the court

eturcl’ c“lllrg_J

Phist B ooanounrfounden Ustatsment of U faohl
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The laW'fg?cﬁides- that on a2 ‘trial
befdre- a'irésident"maéiétrafe for 'an'.in&ictableioffence,
the resident ‘magistrate ' should enquire into the”facté and
having enquired must make a determination vwhether or not
the matter to be tried is within his jurisdiction and
whether or not ke can appropriately punish  if the person

ig found guiltv. ThHe procedure  is to bhe found in  s5.272
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to bz named in the order, in
the Court or that a preliminary
ip"ﬂqtlgatlon ghell bée held with
a view _tc a committal to the
Circait Court.” o
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