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STIMSON v. BAIN4H AND PROCTOR.

Coniradic-Promssory Note--Partnership--LÎùbilÎ'i-FraMIk
>Fîndin.gs of Fact of Trial Judge-Appeul.

Appeau by both, defendants f rom the judgment of MNUDDL4-

TrON, J., *6 O.W.N. 264.

The appeal was heard by MEREDITH, C.J.O., GTARROW, MAC-

LAREN, MAGEE, and HODGiNs, JJ.A.
J. M. Clark, K.C., for the appellant Baugli.
C. KCappcle, for the appellant Proctor.

J. B. Clarke, K.('., for the plaintiff, respondeiit.

THE CouwÏ dismissed both appeals with cos.

DEcE~MBEP 9'rH, 1914.

REX v. WILLIAMS.

Crirninal Lau.-Evidelce-ACCOifl plice-CoroboratOfl.

Case reserved and stated by the Senior J udge of the Counlty

Court of the County of Carletoni, under sec. 206 of the Criminal

CJode.
The accused was tried on a charge of having committed ani

nct of gross indeeency with another maie person. duriug the

month of February, 1914. There was a similar charge against

the accused in respect of a brother of the same person, and a

,case was reerved by the lcarned trial Judge in respect of eaeh

,charge, the. following questions bcing submitted by 1dm, for the

«opinion of the Court.-
(1) Was,, the person with whoin thc offence was commiitted

~au accomplice?
(2) If lie wa8 an accomuplice, was it essential to, the validity

ýof the convictioni that his evidence should be corroborated?

(3) If corroborative evidence was necessary, was such evid-

,ence given?1

The case was heard bY MEREDITH, C.J.O., GARROW. MC

LAREN, MAGEE, andi HI*IGNs, JJ.A.ý


