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that it wus .uactly in point and could flot be distinguisheti froin the
caue at~ Bar, ,but," be continueti, "1this case was appea18d to the
Supreme Court of the Unitedi States and tvas unanimously re-
versei"; whereupon the appeal was diarnisseti with costs.

"A word is not a cryste 1, transparent andi unchangeti, it is the
skin of a liv. ig thoughit andi may vary greatly in colour andi con-
tents according to the cireumastances andi the tinie in whieh it 18i
used."-Per Mr. Justice Holines in Towne v. Ei8ner, 245 U.S. 425.

BANx-LIABILITY FOR DisHONoURiiNG ('REcx.

Proof of actual damages is held not necessary in the Arkansas
case of MeFall v.. First Nat. Bank, 211 S.W. 919, annotatei lin
4 A.L.R. 94G, Vo enable a tuerchant or trader Vo recover su)~-
stgntial damnages from a banker who dishonours his checks when
lie has iunds on deposit.

NEGIOENc-FoaitFoN SUBSTANCE IN FooD.
The mere presence of a smmall, fiat-hraded black tack in blue-

berry pie, served by the keeper of a restaurant to a patron, ln
helti in Adh v. Chld'is I)ining Hall Co., 231 Mais. 86, 120 N.E.
396, not to establish negligence under the rule of res ip8a loquit*r
on the part of the keeper of the restaurant, although the pie
wu made on haie prermises, if there is no evidence as Vo how the
taick got into the pie, andi its size andi shape are suca that ià might
have beea embedded lin a berry, when it wouli escape the n'es
careful scrutiny.

The presumption of nerligenee from finding a foreign Bub-
stance lin food la coasi&red in the note appexided to this case in
4 A.L.R. 1556.


