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statements and so cast imputations on prosecution witnesses, the prejudicial effect of his
antecedents outweighed any probative value they might have had.

She further argued that one of the convictions was “spent”, being more that ten years old
at date of trial and therefore the judge ought to have exercised his discretion in favour of
refusing to admit the evidence. Counsel did concede however that given the nature of the
allegation against the appellant at trial, an old conviction for dishonesty was hardly likely

to “turn the tables”putathe appellant in the eyes of the jury.

For the ST
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Now, please understand that the relev
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