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that the stenogrlpher who took down the depositions was not
swor as required by Code a. 683.

R. B.- Graharn, for Attorney-Oeneral. P. E. Hagel, for prisoner.

COURT 0F. APPEAL.

Howell, C.J., Richards, Perdue, and Cameron, JJ.A.1 (March 5.
1 Eun~ v. CAxADiA1-z PAciFpiO Ry. -Co.

Contrad-Sub-confracIor for tcork on idénUical teus-Equtable
aesignmont.

Am agreement whereby a contractor for work sub-contracts
with another te do the rame work ut the sanie price as he is to
receive, and agrees to psy the second contmeitor in the 8arne in-
sta.Iments as are stipulat.ed for in the original contract with the
property owner, does not constitute an assignment to the person
who performs the work of the moneys te accrue under the original
oontract made by the property owner, anId such. transaction is
not an equitable assignment of a chose in action.

M. 0. Macneill and W. L. McLaw., for plaintiff. Fullerion,
K.C., and J. P. Foleij, for defendants.

SUPREME COL RT.

Wetmore, C.J., Newlands, Lamont and Johnstone, JJ.]
TxE KIG V. HOC SANj,. [March 9.

EM*ence--Confeueaions and admie.os-Trd-Misdire.in-Pre-
sumplion-Foreign language.

Held, 1. An entirely voluntary confession by the accused made
to one in authority and wlthout interrogation by the persan in
authority is admissible, slthough no caution or formai warning
w#s given the socused.

2. A onfeskon made te one not in authority in the presence
of a persan in authority need net be preeaed by a warnng, if it
is chewn at&rmtively that the confession wus free and Ybutuy.
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