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A MIRFIELD BREACH OF PROMISE CASE,
OXLEY ». DEARNLEY.

Miss Emma Oxiey, weaver, Lower Hopton, Mirfield,
brought au action to recuver dawmages for breaca of
promise 10 marry against Walter Dearnley, butcher,
Mirtield. The aefence was a denial of the promise, aud
a Cl:a of infancy and oxone:ation he:oro the breash was
made. Mr. TiNpAtL ATINSON was for the plaintiff, and
Mr., Waucn represented the defendaut,—Pluntif i
23 yoars of age, :nd the defendant 23. The 1arties
became acquainted 1 Décamber, 1873, and eventaally the
deiendant, while not of age, promised the plainiid
marringe. On the 1st Juns, 1881, she gave birth t 3
child, of which defondant was the 1ather., Ia tas
presence of other persons Dearnley said it swoud
be all rizht; he would marry the girl, He v.sited
the young woman regularly till the 2lst May, 138,
when he ceased paying her attentions. Dearnley cima
of age on the 1ith of April, 1883. Betwe:n these two
dates the defendant asserted that, having tinisked by
apprenlicestiip, he was his own master, avd he would lig
murried as soon as possibla.  Afiecrwards e toid cer:iin
of the young woman’s relatives that they were tc te suw
to come to the weddmmg, and went 8o iar as to uine ti
bridesmaids, and otherwise intimated that he iutended to
marry Miss Oxley. However, in february, 1353 ths
defendant married another woman at Brighouss, Her,
the plaintiff stated, Dearnley was put into businass as a
butcher by the woman he had married ; but now he was
a faboucer, and the married couple lived witn his wife's
mother,—His Lorpsgip : Rather a diswal prospect, I
think. (Laughter.)—The defence was a crmplete denisl
of the promises sworn to by the witnesses.—~Th3
counsel for the defence, in cousequenc: of iunformae
tion conveyed to him, desided not to calt the defeudan:.—
His LorDsrrr then suggested a consultation between hins
self and counsel ; and this having taken place, las Lotne
Sl said they had made the best thay could of a baf
business. It was a serious thing that no provision wa
made for the poor child ; but the defendant had agrced t:
pay an amount to which bis learned counsel had ot
gented.-—~A. verdict, by the direction of his Lordship, wi
roturned for £40 damages, and £45 for costs. o
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