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AGSIGRILAT OF ERRORI.

gome now the defenfants and appellants and ssolgn the
following errors appearing on the fece of the recoxd in sald
gauge, and upon whioh ssif sppellants will rely Lor a revorpal
of the judgtbent berein upon this sppeal.

I

mhe ovidence iz inpufficient to sustoln or Justify the
verdict or judgment in the following pertieulers, to-wit:

There was no suffiecient identification of the wheat found
in the popoeasion of the defsndanta ne heing the mane or simllar
whest pe the wheal the compleining witness, Walter B« Glend,

olained to hava had elolen. .
1

The ovidence ig insufflclent to pustein or justify the vVor~
alat or Judgment in the LolTowing peyticutars, to-wit:

Thers was no sufflcient identificatdon of the defondanto us
being the peroons who siopped a truok nesr the wheot pite of the
conplaining witness and carried of? wome of his whente

II1
The evifence io ipsufficient to dustsin or Justify the ver-

" alet or indgrent in the £07 lowdng particulars, to-wit:
Thers ware no measiuremsnts taken or shown of the trachks node

by the Asfendantd' truagk, nor woe theye any oonparison nade ho-
tween tho tirves on the defeniante’ truck and the track tracke in
the road neay the shent pile of the complaining witness.
v
The evidence ip insufficlent to suptein or juotify the ver-
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