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No doubt "silec gives coent"V iu mauy cassad
douxbt, in many otheres iec hiplie aseut. Butsiec â
not concluisive: it may bc explained. I eau conceive of no.E
thau one explanation hc wo>uld ulify every adverse ifl-
ence t4> be drawn f rom this silence-I do not m~ention n. x
view of a conti~nation of the trial bêing the proper coure
my opinion.

The Court was alUeduo to pass upon the question wheh, ý
Lahey acoepted the terms of the resolution. That depnlýg

upon: (1) the. relativec redi>bility of Murphy aud Lahey; ai-
(2) the cntution to be ple -pontheofactaas foundb, '
the Court te be. Lahey should have beeu allowed to give hl

amount of crdi t b given to his tetimony. It la a roate
overy day exeinetha a trial tribunal torms a Iow opl'lo,
et the credit ofa~ w ttessfo time, ox4y te change it when Ii
ful tory is t?4d The exlntion toç, would or might dtj-
mine whether slne(if hi story wore acepted) waà j,
assent.

It has beensgetdta ae si n ae on :
anotther kinid ofestpe.$.i ag that bis sileuce (if thza

ceeing-tht te cmpay atedupop this silence. It
sufficiouit te say that thr p ottteo evideuce et any sue
roait.

take tostad, uto b supleentd a may be thoiight bg


