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3 article written by Mr.

Murphy in the Spades Down
column of the Brunswickan.

The ﬁurpose of the survey
ustrate that the public

in the court.

The second sociologist was
Mr, Frank Jones who has been
conducting a concensus on
public opinion and attitude
changes. The concensus deals
with the effect of the mass
media, that is Ppress, radio,
television and any other form
of communication. The
purpose of Mr. Jones
testimony was 10 establish
some evidence of the press or
mass media’s ability to
influence attitude changes. Mr.
Jones was not heard either,
because the theories and
hypothesis applied through
sociology were not acceptable
to the judges of the court.

Both these sociologists aré
on staff at MacMaster
University in Hamilton
Ontario.

Research made b them in
this field was accordant to the
court, only hearsay evidence,
in legal terms. The prosecuting
attorney J. Teed stressed the
point that the case Wwas
criminal and that he was not
qure of the relevence of such
evidence; the court was 10
estabhish at this point, guilt or
innocence.
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