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Province of iRe" Irulntch.

SUPREME COURT.

MCLEO), J MCMNUS.[Oct. .

,il C h arnl e5  J E x P>A RT I C M N I S

Ha1(beas corl 7/S--Praic/ice-.JUstices' ('oui.

McManus was arrested on a capias jssued o)ut of a mi-agistrate'S court on a

defective affidavit, and cornirnitted to gaol on the returfl of the capias, and at the

trial bis counsel appeared, ohjected to the affidavit, and addressed the jury. A

ve2rdict was given for the plaintif. The iriatter was then taken up) on a habeas

Corpus or(ler to obtaîn prisoner's discharge. 1It wvas argued that th e prope îty

enelywas by review Linder the justices' Act, or by certiorr n lota

the (lefective affidavit had been waived.

Ieldri that the prisoner was entitled to bis discharge.

FOwl70er, for prisoner.
W'Jhite, Soli ci tor-G eneral, contra.

COUNTY COURT.

"anibrs. j[Oct. I.
'n Chabers. )ONALD) ET AL. V. SEGEL ET AL.

Gosls-jMechaltcs' Lien Ac.

The Sole question in this case was the arnount of costs to which either or

both Parties were entitled in contested cases, the one side contendiflg that costS

ITlust be lirnited to ten per cent. ofl the ai-nount received, and the other éon-

tending that costs were in the discretion of the Judge in contested cases.

IIeld that costs were in the discretion of the Judge in contested cases.

S. Alward, Q.C., supported the first contention, and I. H. Picket/ the

latter.

PrSovince of MIanitoba.

SUPREME COURT.

BIJ.] 
[Oct. 6.

CROTHERS V. MONTEITH.

Lii7ricense A1ct, R.S. M., chi. g0, sec. 3 5 -Giineliation Of ficense-Proh'i-

'1f20>-ImPlied au/hor
1 V.

This was an action for an injunction to restrain the License Commis-

Sioners from acting upon a petition under sec. of the Liquor License

ActR.S ch.90,to cancel the plaintioes license, and the short pit eie


