
REX v. YORKOMA.

1 amn of opinion that thc appellants have not presented such
ai case as would justify us in reversing the judgments of the two
S'ourts that have decided in favour of the plaintiff.

OBLER and GÂRaow, JJ.A., agreed iii dismissing the appeal.

MEREDITH1, J.A., dissented, being of opinion that the single
point in dispute was the question of fact, whether there really was
any consideration other than that of marriage for the obligation
wvhich the plaintiff was seeking to enforce; that, upon the evidence,
that question should be answered in the negative; and the plain-
tiff'a case failed.

MAY 12TU, 1910.

*REX v. YOIRKCMA.

Criminal La.w-Coitviction for Abduction of Girl itnder 16(-Evi-

dence Io Sustain--Motion for Leave to Appeal.

Motion by the prisoner for leave to appeal f rom a conviction.

The nmotion was heard by Moss, C.J.O., GARROW, MEREDITII.
and MÂ0EoE, JJ.A.

W. A. ilenderson, for the prisoner.
.T. r. Cartwright, K.C., for the Crown.

Mross. C.J.O. :-Thc prisoner, upon bis clection and consent,
was tried( without a jury by the Judge of the County Court of
Ontario, and convicted of the offence of unlawfully taking an un-
mRnrried girl out of the possession aud against the wil of her
mother, thien having the lawful care and charge of her, she being
under the age of 16 years, contrary to sec. 315 of the Criminal
CoYde. And thiîs is an application on bis behalf for leave to hppcal
frorn the conviction, on the ground that it was againet the evi-
dence and the weighit of evidence, and for an order requiring the
learned Juidge to state a cape for the opinion of the Court as to
whether the evidence diseloRed that the prieoner comittfed the(
offence or qiub-fnntiatedl the charge, or that the gîrl's action wasý
lier own individual aet, and not induced by persuaFion or coercion
on bebaif of the prisoner.

1 amn of opinion that this is not a case on whichweROl
grant leaive to appeal or direct a case to be statedl.

Thin cage wIll be reported lu the Ontatrio Law RePOrtu.


