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John Alexander Dickman.

Further examined by Mr. Tindal AntmsoN, K.C.. ,

fn^ ?i *!?
the evening of 18th March, which was theing of the day of the murder, he gave an account at the

station of the appearance of the man he subsequently i
tluit 8t.-ition, and that he then described his overcoat as ifawn overcoat. The impression the witness got in hi,
through the doorway almost led him to make up his min
the man was not the man he had seen in the train, b
the man at the police station seemed from a back view bomore massive. Sj-ink and the witness Lad both discusse,
at tea, and came to thit conclusion.

(The Lord CmEF Justice—Although we have our own o
as to what took place at the police station, we must sa.
the qut;«t'on of ulentification by Hall is not so important
would have been had the case for the defence been thatman was not in the train at all )

Mr. M,TcirBi.L-IxxEs, K.C.-I do not propose to deal
the irregularity

; but at the same time, although Hall <that the view through the partially opened door assistecm his identification, he did not sto a man wearincr a
overcoat, and was able to recognise the colour of his "hair

1 now propose to put in evidence a st^itement made bv
^lslK.t in response to a request by the Home Secretar
information as to whether ehe had known Dickman bv
tor a number of years.

(Hie LoRn Chief Ju.stice—We have frequently declim
listen to st^itements of the kind vou now suggest. No <the Home Secretary receives all manner of communica
from interested friends or from the prisoner himself
mere fact of their being addressed to the Home Seer
cannot make them evidence.)

Mr. Tindal Atkinson, K.C—I may say that Mrs. Nisbm Court.

The statement was then allowed to be road on the dh
understanding that it should not be regarded as a precedei

Mr. Mitohei.l-Innes. K.C—The statement is this—"]
the widow of J. I. Nisbet, to whom I was married a
eighteen years ago. I first knew the prisoner Dickr an sh
after I was married, -id then only bv sight. I was r
introduced to him, and never spnke to 'him. On 18th Mi
when speaking to my husband at Heaton station, the vie
pro.ile I_ got of my husband's companion did not enable
to identify him as any one I knew. On giving evidenc
tne Fohce Court I never saw the prisoner until I had finimy evidence, when I caucrht sisrht of him in the dock Hem the same position, and I had the same view of his pr
as I had m the train, and I then recoEnasod him as being
same man. I then fainted, and was carried out of Court.
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