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to be im-
the same Act, and fined $100 and costs, and in default ?f Pa;’“:):mlsm July
prisoned for 80 days. A warrant of commitment was 'S}?u;rst warrant, 37
1896. He was arrested on the 29th January, 1896, unc}er t eber 1896, he W?'s
after 8o days imprisonment was discharged. O.n 8th Septem ’de for his dis"
arrested on the second warrant. An application was‘ nowtn:;pressed to
charge on the ground that as the imprisonments were go irtue of s€C
cumulative, they must be taken to have been concurrent by V 4
of the Criminal Code. ) : portant 4%

BARKER, J., in refusing the application, said there was an 1$Sp imprison’
tinction between the case of an offence for which the Just‘cel avt;': imposed’ and
ment as a punishment and one for which a penalty can only ayment of the
where the imprisonment is merely a means of enfox;ctlr'lgnp
penalty. Under sec. 100 of the C. T. Act any person Vvio d(ll gﬁ”encet
of the second part of the Act is liable for the first and secon imprisonme? 1
and it is only for the purpose of enforcing payment th?th d from Reg: v
awarded. In this respect the case was to be distinguis e Cas. 229 I"le
Cutbush, L. R. 2 Q.B. 379, and Castro v. The Queen, 6 App- nizing this 4%
referred to s-s. 872, 877 and 880 of the Criminal Code as rec(:farrant was not
tinction. As the prisoner wher in custody under the first id to refer tot
undergoing punishment, his imprisonment could not be sal
second offence.

R. LeB. Tweedie, for the application.

F. A. McCully, contra.
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. improver
Mineral claim—Abandonment— Rock in place——CerItﬁ“‘” of "
Bond.

The plaintiff company received a grant of P“b]'iC lan omprised
way, and in this action sued for possession of certain lf"nds ° mineral cl
its grant, to which the defendants claimed title under loca.tlons Zs tely

Held, 1. That a mineral claim when abandoned immedia
the Crown. ier

2. That “rock in place” means rock mineralized sufficien ac’
profitably, . e previously

3. That a certificate of improvements does not displac
quired surface rights. i inv

4. That where ground is already occupied a location 1§
for damages is given by the locator.
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