THREE GERMAN
- BROTHERS GVEN
DANAGES OF $500

Jury Finds For the Plaintiffs
Against ED. & B.C.
Ranlway

Theleud of the ml\:u for damages
against the 1. D & B O rallway
brought Ly dhree  German  brothere
“pamed Meredic. o) account of tr
and fulse imprir
& cloge IFriday evening with the
bringing in a verdict in fav
plaintifne asses the  damag
8500, which wis ul.lxh 1 beiween them
in the followlng
August, 3200 cach and the
3100, .

The Hou. Mr. Juntice Tiyndman left
alx questions to Le {ded by the jury,
which they did fa the following mnan-

or mervant
comp

Was gtafford an age
5, O rallw

An
the consent of

wearch hiouse
swer, Yes. Did he ha
the owner, or not? Answer, No.
3L Whi ge for  trewpass
search of plintifs he Answer, §1
4. DId Stafford have reasonable
probable cause for belleving
Meraics were gulity of theft?  An-
swer. N
It Stafford lind no re
dumages are-each of the pls
titled to 10 tof
prisonment?  Auswer, Lu
Moredic, . Augnst Meredic,
and Paul Meredic, $100 }
The learned Judke gave the jury Al
careful and _analytical  summing-up, |
going carefully fntn the  facts of the
VIslt of Staford, o detective, who sald
Kimself to bo fu the
employ of the rullway company, of the
earching of the piaintiffa for  goods
wan alleged they had stolon
from box-cagx on the defendant com-
pany's line and their subasquent arrest
wnd false imprisanment during the pre-
JiminAry hearing hefors Col. Helcher.
who dismissed the charges  agoalnst
them, we Imprixonment, hin lord- |
 sptp pointed out. wag the arrest of th
Hberty of the peraon, which was the In i
herent right of every It & man was
ted It muxt be according to
!Illl)' [

1o be arre
Taw. It was very oflen nece
arrest a person without & warrant,
peciadly In the north country where u‘
worietimes tuok several days to obtaln
A warrant, but the person. arresting an-
other 1ust act on ressonable grounds. |
The question of whether Stafford wax |
1n the employ of th D, & 11 Corall-
way or the J. 1. McArthur Construc-
tlon company wan then gaily gone Into.

A. U. G, Bury rnprtl{nlﬂl the pmn-‘
tifts and H. 1. Woodd, K.C, and V. R.
Baldwin the defefidant company.

The qu of conts wis reserved
by the Judge Who granted a stay of ax- |
ecution In view of an appeal bofng en-
tered. ‘




