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ENDORSEMENT 

[1] We see no error of law in the reasons of the trial judge. The appellant’s 

case does not satisfy the test for an unreasonable verdict under s. 686(1)(a)(i).  

[2] The threshold for appellate intervention is a high one, and it is insufficient 

for the appellate court to take a different view of the evidence than the trial judge: 

R. v. Biniaris, [2000] 1 S.C.R. 381. 
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[3] We are not persuaded that there is any evidence to support an inference 

that the appellant touched the moulding after the break and enter. In our view, 

that conclusion is in the realm of conjecture.  

[4] We are satisfied that based on the totality of the circumstantial evidence, a 

properly instructed jury acting judicially could reasonably have rendered the 

same verdict.  

[5] Accordingly, the appeal is dismissed.    

“J.I. Laskin J.A.” 

“R.G. Juriansz J.A.” 

“M.H. Tulloch J.A.” 


