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hands %Y., paid the balance of wages due hiro, aniounting ta $7.96, on the
23rd December.' On the same day hie obtaineçi an advance Of $7, alleging
that he had spent ail his previous pay. He erideavoured to ebtain a loan
of $5 froru the prosecutor, and 8tated to one of the officers of the ship that
he was short of nioney. He stated te a fellow seamnan that the officer in
question- hàd loaned hin~ a surit cf money, but it appeared-the statemnent
was untrue. At neon on the 25th December the prbsecutor placed a
wallet containing the surn cf $26 in bi8 chest and locked it up. On the
sanie afternoon the defendant, who had been about the recru where the
chest was, was seen in possession cf a roll ef paper money including two
$5 bis, and on the sane evening hie loanied $5 and $2 ifl paper mnoney to
two of the ship's hands who were in his cenipany. The following cday the
prosecutor went te leck for his mney and feund thac his chest had been
opened and the rnoney taken. No attenipt was made te identify the
rnoney seen in the defendant's possession with that stolen froru the
prosecutor, -nor w"s it shewn that the defendant had know'ledge that the
prosecutor had placed the inoncy in bis chest.

The learned judge of the Cot.nty Court having convic.ted defendant,
reserved the two following questionis for the opinion of the Court : (1)
WVhether or not there was any legal evidence te suppurt the conviction.
(2) Whether hie was jiîstified in drawing frei the facts stated a presumuption
sufficiently, strong te justify himi in finding a judgnient cf guilty.

He/d. r. Li answer te the flrGt question that there was evidence te
support the convicetion.

2. In answer te the second question, that the question was net
preperly befere the Court.

Pecr TowisHENPi, J.-rhe question as to the weight te be given te the
evidence and the inférences te be drawn frein. it was for the trial judge, and
could only be broughit before the Court by ap}ýeal.

P9er (,RAHAzi, E.J.-(Vho concurred that there was evîdence te justify
a verdict cf guilty) the case was one in which the Court should exercise its
power under the Code s. 746 by crdering a new trial.

Per MEIAcOHER,J.-It %vas net the intention of Parlianient that the reniedy
by case reserved under the Code S. 743, and the one by application for a new
trial, under the Code s. 747, shoùld beth be openi to the accused at the sanie
tiie : Thte Que.en v. iVeltyre, 3 1 N. S. R. 422.

IV A. Henury, for Crown. f. f .Poier, fer prisener.

Pull Court.] SIIArND V. EASTSFRN CANADA SAvINGs Co. LMýarch 13.

Pracice and preceden-Security for casis of appal ardered to be given
byptaintif in insolvent eircuwrtances.

On an application muade by defendants for security for costs of an
appeai asserted by plaintiff, it appeared that plaintiff 's action had been


