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berty to determine this case, his judgment would lx', as the
rs' was, altogether for the plaintiff.
~'he appeal should be dismissed.

,ATCIIFOED and LENNOX, JJ., agreed With the Chief Justice.

ÙrDELL, J., rcad a dissenting judgment. lHe said that no0
~1 was alleged, and, in his Niew, none had been proved, and the
Judge should have so held. The alleged damnages were

sioned by the plaintiff's own default.
'he appeal should bc allowed and the action disissed.

4IDDLETON, J., agreed with RIDDELL, J.

Appeal dismi&sed (RIDDELL and MIIIDLET0N, JJ., dissenfing).
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mce-Wtness Subpoenaed bo %Ûe Testimony ai Inquest Refusinq
'0 Test if y-I ssue of Coroners8 Wa, rant for Apprehenision-
lI1otio n to Quash Warrant or for ProhUbiion-W,1ilness Charged
ctith Vans1aughter of Person on whose Body Inquesd Held-
l"harge Laid befor Issue of Subpoena--Committal for Trial
-Canada >Evidence Act, sec, 5-Proection qf Witness.,

ppeal by the defendant from the order Of (}RDÉ, J., ante 543.

he appeal was hearq byV 'MF RDITH, C.J.C.P., RIDDIELL,
iwomD, MIDDLETON, . nd iENNox, JJ;
*Courtney Kingatone, for the appellant,

iward Bayly, K.C., for the coroner, respondent.

.EREDITH1, C.J.C.P., în a written judgment, saîd t>hat the'real
ýingle question inyolved was whether the appellant could be
elledi to give evidence of his guflt of a crie of iiaiaugitr--
which lýe was charged-if he were in fact guilty. The charge
st the mnan had passed its firet stage,;i hn d, after the usual
,iinary investigation before a miagistrate, been duly sent for

But, running concurrently with that charge, a coroner's
st was being held upon the hodly of the man whose death was
ibject of the criinal charge.


