
5 

I ' 11·~ upp.e ,.lj al'-.·-1-e~.-l ~-' 
' ' di 

I, 

.June ri,979 
rvHSUSE (}F DRUG:3 A1vIEl'{DI'v1ENT miLL 

Hon. lvir !1cicL-\Y_, 1to rnove the foUovving 

2 : To orni:i: the 
on page 5, the proposed 

38 on that pa,ge:c 
foUowing: 

he knov:1s to 
com·· 

su:r­

"that is specially 
"the or principal 

E:KPLANATORY NOTE 
th.ese ame1,dments lies in the new 
recommended the Statutes 

pros,ec1LJ.t1.on for all offence against the nrno1,.n0Pn 

not CrmNn f;;died to prove that device has 110 

other purpose, hov,ever esoteric, than the surreptitious interception of private 
communicaticms. Under the set out in this Pape1\ it would be 
mfl'i.cient for the Clmwn to pmve that the defendant knew that the principal 
purpose of the device i.!3 the suneptitioas i.ntercepdon of com.rnuni..::a­
tfo1m::,. 


