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i A friglh in tha Supreme Court must be commensad by indictment,  Constiuion ~ T
deuee 1] . :

»3

A Judge has-the power to dgirest the for of intdisirents, [Ctinsiifuiion ~ clause 68

<

«dudgments. of Superior Courts of Gonsrmonwigalth countries are fegarded sw having L
Jpemuasive authonty. ) o

4. Uliimate responsibility for the indistment rests with clinssls for the prosecution why | :
et st enstiie bl is i proper forn Pefore arraignment [see Newfand [1988] QB 40“)]

o

In England the Crown Court [Administration of Justive] [Miscalfaheous Prowsxons} ket
1933 requites an ndictiment 1o be signed by a "wropat officer” of the court. In Wicirals .
£1888] 87 Cr. App. R. 9 it Wwas held that the irial of ap acoused on an unslqned 1
ingietment was nalt, '

=

in Torga thare 5 1o aquivalent to the 1933 Act and no “proper ofﬂc:er” af fhs sowthas
been idenfified,

s sooepted without dishute that sl important fegat documents such s wiits, petiton,
~ flolives and orders are signed and dated. There appedrs tg be o rabson hot to
‘requive indiclments o rateive the sathe official seal of approval,

Hencaforth-all indictmier s presented for Aitzigrimant rust be Signed and dated. 1t will
he for ife Sblieitor General ty decids the' prl()pl‘laf@ sigriatory but in the absence of
iy éther gignativa the Goyrt will requiie that the mfizc&mmi be signed by pIOSﬁuuUrJn
Gounael appamring at araighment. -
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