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he Vooked heoush ﬂwe \anks notebook BRCh had e Lues in 1 rom
Appellartt Nrgh Ddturnea fgp. 0,0, 18- Triad Cownsed Kne I 65 on
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p e of 16w; or 6ha\\ prive) e ixo m(cn ‘o\\o use,
\%ou‘(ous‘r com encak |0Y\ WY Qean't amse\@l ed\wx%s, Y
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f

of \\\% mo\\w\ Qct o Supnresoion & her slalemen \w/m 15 et
eddonce o prove tho %P ge)\an‘r Comart ed Phe crime of Murder, y&ke
Stade i) m‘r be a\)\@ % Ve M\ O&MQH\G\AQ\\ becabse he, elate,
dlomigeed Ppellant's Lespon tharae and YKol 15 he only thine Yhak
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T ssue Number Too
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Phe acuged hos o. prior fecord of being affested . Defondents
Cenoitiutiong\ \“lg\»\b have been \(m\tﬂg 1 esnvichon is based on,
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uAgaVoCR\ Yeims that \\b fewun slient. Me it aleotobelnformed
hadhe hee 6 rté\&\ Yo Yave an Btlorne pmsm \ ) thip \*@:\a I\?ﬂ@M
16 waived Fhen aouth \;Qaccuﬁed cen
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f elants Rest confession was at lo: &Of m, Ol Pppellants
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Bppellantts (Y\Cc\\(ﬁ\ fecord 1} stedes thad Bppellany ccm \oe Yold
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AAS becauw hio Les @d&a\n\s Qs He, deafng Wih had
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