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2^ f^plicant's counsel has argued fi rswty

that npplicaht's adnission to have driven the vahicia
unauthorissdly was takenhe 'Deptt. enquiiy

commenced, which could not be used against him,

and secondly that none of tha Pm h-^d actually neef'
applicant driving the vehicle un autho ri-se<Siy #

2^ Ph-'s clearly stated

that ?^plicent had adnitted to have drive^ the vsM m
un 3ut !x) ri sedl y in the presence of othSiS;^ P#J® 4 a-

also stated that in themotning after tha

aoplicant had misussd the vehicle® T^ie that
aopllcant did misuse the vehicle Is further co rwbo r

by the evidence of Py 6.

4^ It Is therefore dear that the aforesaid



argunenta of applicant's cold sal do not avail

applicant. No in fl unity in the (induct of the

Drocoadings has bean brought to ournotica^ The

0,9, is dismissgd# No costs.
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