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they sold out their business. Trhe plaintiff wvent to the bank to find out the
firm's correct balance and was toid by the ledger-keeper, whc nade a mis-
take and gave a credit balance of $2oo.oo too much. The firm then
issued cheques for the amotunt as given and they were paid hy the bank.
About this tinte the plaintiff openied a private account with the banic, and
in August he was infornied by the hank that the firm*s overdraft of $199.y7
had been charged ta bis private account. l'laintiff îhen drew ail] the rest of
his money out and the bank refused payînent of bis cheque for $199.97.

11e/J. in an action for damages, that the plaintiff was entitled to judg-
ment for $199. 97 ivith interest front the tinte of presentnlent.

Poifiger and Kappre, for plaintiff. Bou'ser, K. C., for defendant.

Walkem, J.] RFx î,. BEAM,%isH. [Oct. 12, 1901.

Grirninal /z- Smi, con, riction-Apea! lù GCunt, Go,,,- li.abas
coiqpus proceedlitis afer- Gr. Gode, s. 523, 88,r.

Application for writ of habeas corpus. The prisoner was charged
with an offence under 523 Of the Criminal Code and convicted by the
Police Magistrate of Rosslatid, and sentenced ta two months' hard labour.
Intmediately after conviction he appcaled to the County Court, and Leamy,
Co. J., atirnted the conviction.

Hli/, dismissing the application. that the decision of the Counity Court
in appeal front a summary con% iction is final and conclusive, and a
Supreme Court Jud-c ha., no jurisdictnon to interfere by habeas corpus.

Gi//a,,, for tue application. I)alî, K. C., contra.

Full Court.], WENSKY Z'. C.AN.xDîx I)EVELOPMENT CO. [Oct. 16, 1901.

Passenge'r's />agpgge uor /uggýa<- il hai is-RS C i8S6. c. c82, s. j-Pcai-
ing- Poini not p/eaded/ or lake, jin court be/on',

Appeal to the Full Court of the Supreme Court of Blritish Columibia
front the judgmient Of CRAn,, J., il) the Territorial Court of the Yukon.
IPlaintiff %vas a passenger for D)awson umn defendants'lhue of steanthoats and
his ticket conniaiiiecl the proviso " ',Bagg.age, liability liited to ivearing
ajiparel only. Each ticket is allomued one hundred and fifty îîounds of
baggage free,. and not excediîîg $ioo ini salîiation, ind haîf tickets in like
proportion. AHl e' î-ediinîg tbis rate and valuation %vifl lie charged for.
T'his Comlpany shal îlot lie heIn accouintable for merchandise, notes, bonds,
documents, spiecie, hulion. jewxelry , or sinulair aillables or stores to lie
Ianded under designation of baggage, tîîless buills of lading are regularly,
sigiîed, and freight charges paid th ereon, and undur no circunîstances, shall
this Conmpaniy be held responsilîle in case of Inss of baggage for over $xoo,
unless extra charge has been 1îaid on excess of valuationi." H-e paid $Io
excess baggage. P'art of the hiaggage, including a sealskin jacket, etc.,
menis sinits and wolf robes, to the value $655 was lost. Plaintiff sued for


