
SesA. Langille, er-ex.

P.M.

asked him was to clear up some point in this parti¬

cular statement, and no bearing on the other state-

mants, previoua statements.

HIS LORDSHIP: 4. That that statenent had Ieft

In the air, so to speak? A. Yes, your Lordship.

M. LïCKERS : 2. When you asked this question,

7/ "Did you hit Isoe Hill with anything other than with

[1] the gun? what were you trying to come back, in con-

nection with the shorel and the axo? -a. I can't say

10 I was, no. He had said that he had hit him with

[1] the shotgun, and I asked him if he had hit him with

|2| anything ei###e other than 'tha shotgun.

13i Iraiq. You say you were not looking to a cross

Kamination et that time? A. No, I was not.

15  4. Then why would you ask the very next question

16 efter that: "To your knowledge did anyone else hit

17 | Isaac Hill at or near the time that you hit him in

the head with the shot gun?"

I. I may have had in mind at that time that as a

20   résult of the information which he had given me in

this statuamt, auggesting that he had been secom¬

panted by another person, that this' other person may

nove bit I###se III. xxx.

-9. In other words, then, you were still seeking

25 information in connection with this whole thing?

iIS lÏM&H1P: Q. I suppose you oouid not have

27.  failed to notice that there were at least two new

28/ elements introduced into the statuent by the sccused

on this occasion? A. Yes, I did, your Lordship.

29 4. Ode now element being the presensé of Joa

30
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