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SUMMARY

The Idaho Supreme Court affirmed Diwakar Singh’s felony domestic-violence conviction. The court
held that the district court had authority to correct a patent error in the preliminary-hearing transcript
based on the official audio recording and did not abuse its discretion by admitting the correction at
trial.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE Singh appealed his felony domestic-violence conviction after the
district court corrected an error in the preliminary-hearing transcript
and admitted the correction at trial.

STANDARD OF REVIEW Interpretation of a court rule is reviewed de novo. A district court's
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Idaho Criminal Rule 5.2(c) prohibited the district court from correcting a patent error in a
preliminary-hearing transcript.

2. Whether the district court had authority to correct the preliminary-hearing transcript rather than
requiring the correction to be made by the magistrate court.

3. Whether the district court abused its discretion by admitting its correction to the preliminary-hearing
transcript at trial without separately laying an evidentiary foundation under Idaho Rules of Evidence 901
or 902.

HOLDINGS

1. Idaho Criminal Rule 5.2(c) does not preclude a district court from correcting a patent error in a
preliminary-hearing transcript.

2. The district court had authority to correct the patent error in the preliminary-hearing transcript because it
listened to the official recording, the recording clearly resolved the error, and no genuine dispute existed
concerning what was said.

3. The district court did not abuse its discretion by admitting its correction to the preliminary-hearing
transcript without separately establishing foundation under Idaho Rule of Evidence 901 or 902.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Accordingly, we hold that Rule 5.2(c) does not preclude a district court from correcting a patent error in a
preliminary hearing transcript.” (525 P.3d at 727)

“Based on the foregoing, we hold that the district court had authority to correct the patent error in the
preliminary hearing transcript.” (525 P.3d at 729)

“We therefore hold that the district court did not abuse its discretion in admitting the correction.” (525 P.3d at
729)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Singh was charged with felony domestic violence arising from an incident involving his wife. At the preliminary
hearing, his wife testified through an interpreter, and the audio recording captured her response to how she knew
Singh as, "He is my husband, Your Honor," although the transcriber marked that response as inaudible. After the
case reached district court, the State identified the transcription error. The district court listened to the official
recording, corrected the transcript, and later admitted the original transcript and the correction at trial when the
wife was unavailable to testify.
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