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STATE ws. BI1SCOE.

The grand jury of Phillips Circuit Court communicated to the judge
thereof certain questions which a witness summoned before them had
refused to answer, on the ground that his answers would tend to
criminate himself, and asked the opinion of the judge as to whether
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he was bound to answer them—the judge decided that he was not, the
attorney for the State excepted to the decision, took a bill of exceptions
setting out the facts and brought error: Hewp, That the record presented
no case for the decision of this Court, but simply an abstract point of law,
and the writ of error was therefore dismissed.

Writ of Error to Phillips Circuit Court.

The transcript in this case shows, that during the November
term, 1849, of the Phillips Circuit Court, the grand jury, through
their foreman, made a communication to the presiding judge,
Hon. Jor~ T. JonEs, to the effect that they had propounded cer-
tain questions to James H. Neil, a witness summoned before them,
as to his knowledge of Henry L. Biscoe having played and bet at
certain games of cards, which the witness refused to answer on
the ground that his answers might tend to criminate himself; and
the grand jury asked the opinion of the court as to whether the
witness was bound to answer the questions. The court decided
that he could not be compelled to answer the questions submit-
ted, having stated on oath that his answers thereto would tend to
criminate himself—to which decision of the court, the attorney
for the State excepted, took a bill of exceptions setting out the
facts, and brought error.

CrLExDENIN, Attorney General for the State.

Ar. Justice Scorr delivered the opinion of the Court.

This record presents no case for the decision of this court, hut
simply a dry abstract point of law.

The writ of error must be dismissed.




