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Opinion delivered March 15, 1965. 

[Rehearing denied Apr-il 12,1965.] 

1. CRIMINAL LAW—APPEAL AND ERROR—REVIEW.—Where record con-
tained no motion for new trial, the Supreme Court will only de-
termine whether there is error on the face of the record. 

2. CRIMINAL LAW—APPEAL AND ERROR—REVIEW.--ID the absence of 
a motion for new trial, judgment affirmed where no error was 
apparent on the face of the record. 

Appeal froin Clay Circuit Court, Western District, 
John S. Mosby, Judge; affirmed. 

E. L. Holloway, for appellant. 
Bruce Bennett, Atty. General, By William L. Patton, 

Jr., Asst. Atty. General, for appellee. 
Jim JOHNSON, Associate Justice. This is an appeal 

from a conviction for involuntary manslaughter. Appel-
lant Roy C. Barnhill was charged by information in Clay 
Circuit Court, Western District, with the crime of in-
voluntary manslaughter following an automobile colli-
sion which resulted in a death on April 29, 1963._ After 
trial on January 21 and 22, 1964, the jury returned a 
verdict of guilty of involuntary manslaughter and fixed 
the punishment at three years in the penitentiary. From 
judgment on the verdict comes this appeal. 

• Appellant filed no motion for new trial. In the ab-
sence of a motion for new trial, this court will only de-
termine whether there is error on the face of the record. 
Howell V. State, 180 Ark. 241, 22 S. W. 2d 47; Whelehon 
and Pepper v. State, 233 Ark. 229, 343 S. W. 2d 563. We 
have examined the record and find no error apparent 
on the face of the record. The judgment is therefore 
affirmed.
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