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By s-9. i i o the said s. 87, it is enacted that I no u Ïon school section shall
bu altered or dizsolved for a period of five yearr aiter the award of the arbit-
rators bins gone into operation,"1 etc. T'Ais prohibition does not apply ta the
case .of an award that Ilno action should be taken in the inatter of the ânid
petition," but only to awards effecting sorne change in the statu$ quo ns

Garrozw, Q.C , for the plaintiffs.
Dikkensôn for the defendant.

Com mon Pleas Division.

1%FFIH C.J.} [Jan. 24
J. JREGINA V. MC BRIDE.

C'ripinalI law-For'eey-Coroboat7!C evtece-Cpip;tin Côde, ss. 6&4, 3.

This was a case reserved by the police magistrate ai Chatham, lunder

S. 743 ai the Crirninal Code.
There were two charges ai forgerv against the prismer. The writings

alleged ta have been iorged were a certificate ai death for the purpose ai
supporting a claimi against an insurance company, and an endorsemient upon a
cheque drawn by the company in settlement ai the claim.

It %vas proved that the wiitings were florgeries, and it was sought ta conitect
the accused with them by the evidence ai a single witnes.s, who testified that
they had been written by the accused.

13Y s. 684 of the Criminal Code, it is enacted that no one shali be convicted
ai forgery, anmongst other enumerated crimes, upon the evidence ai one %ritnesq

unless such witress is corroborated in some nmaterial particular b>' evidence
iiplicating the accused.

The only coeroboration in this case was supplied b>' proof that certain
names written in a book, which were sworn by the sanie witness ta be in the

handvriting ai the accuised, were written by the saine hand as the farged
writings.

He/d, that this was flot such corraboration as the iection requires, and that

the convictions upon bath charges must be quashed.
Dymondi for the Croivn.
Lewis for the prisaner.

MFREDITH, C.J.,~
ROSE, j , 1[jan. 28.

NTACKUONJ. J STEWART V. WOOLMAN.

Trùdi-Jury-mipropep-ly influe:tcing-N'ew triai'.

Where, the plaintiff,'as praved ta have conversed with members ai the jury,

aiter they had been sworr upon the subject ai his case, and, either persnnally
or by another in his interest, ta have treated thern ta drink, the verdict was set
aside and a new trialordered.

Lennox for the plaintiff.
Stratliy, Q.C., for the defendant.
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