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Subject: Criminal law, | dentification evidence, Unreasonable verdict,

Section 686(1)(a)(i) of the Criminal Code

Summary: A robbery at a service station was photographed by a security
camera. The robber held atowel or t-shirt over most of hisface
throughout the robbery. Two police officers with some prior
contact with the appellant identified him as the robber from the
photographs. There was no corroborating evidence. The trial judge
found the appellant guilty based on this identification.

| ssue: Was the guilty verdict unreasonable?

Result: Appeal alowed. The manner in which the robber covered his face
during the robbery rendered the photographs from the security
camera unreliable as a basis upon which identification of the
appellant could be made, despite the police officers prior personal
contact with the appellant.
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