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From Anglin, J.]

Habeas corpus-lrregulatityj in caption-WarrSnt of çommit-
ment-Eetion in~ a4wther county willout endorsément
-Conveying priscrner to first county-Liquor Liconse Act
(Ont.)> so. 72, 1O1-Cr. Code, s. 844.

1. The Court wilIl not upon habeas corpus enquire into any
irregularity in the caption.

2. Where a warrant of cornmitment was issued in one county
against the accused mho was not then in eustody, and he was
arrested thereunder in ariother county without any endorsement
of the warrant, and wa.s hrought back to the county in whieh the
warrant isàucd, and there impriisoned as the warrant directed.
the irregular arrest is not a grouand for relea-sing the accused
on habeas corpus.

The distinction between civil and crirnai proceedings
pointed out.

Ca rtwright, K.C, for Crown. Tremeear, for the prisoner.

HIGR COURT 0F JUSTICE.

Falconbridge, C.J.K.B., Street, J., Britton, J.] [Nov. 1,'1904.

Di m. v. FAuQuru

Executors and adminisrators-Action by administrator before
issu&e of letters of acZministration-fStranger to estate-Order
for igsue-JuZicial aci-Time--Belation back.

Letters of admiuistration issued after action and before the
trial, where the plaintiff brings his action as adininistratar, are
ITlmocient to, support the action, even where the plaintîif has mo
intemet in the estate.

Pell v. Lutwidge, Barnardiston Ch. 319, followed. Hum-
phreia v. Huimphrey8, 3 P. Wms. 349; Trice v. Robinson; 16 O.R.
438; Chard v. Rae, 18 O.R. 371; and Doyle v. Diazrond Flint
(JZass o., 7 O.L.R. 747; 40 C.L.J. M8, considered.

[Oct. 10, 1904.
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