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COURT OF APPEAL FOR ONTARIO
BEFORE: Brooke, Arbour and Abella JJ.A,

RE: HER MAJESTY THE QUEEN (Appellant) v. DANIEL
LAMOUREUX {Respondent)

COUNSEL: Roger A. Pinnock for the Appellant
Lisa Silver for the Respondent

DATE: September 22, 1994

AMENDED

ENDORSEMENT

We are all of the opinion thal this appeal fails. There was ample

evidence lo support the findings of fact made by the trial judge, Indeed the
findings are not attacked. He believed the evidence of the responden!. He
concluded he could nol find thal there was any indicalors which should have
alerted the respondent thal he was vulnerable lo falling asleep at lie wheel, nor

that the respondent was or should have been alert to such a risk.

In the circumslances, the acquillal canno!l be doubled. The appeal is
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