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LAW REPORTERS.

One of these was Sir Cresswell Cresswell,
whose last judicial labours 2s Judge Ordinary
of the newly-estahlished Divorce and Probate
Gourt were of signal service to the country,
aad who kad previously. as a judge of the
court of Common Pleas, commanded the
respect and admiratien of the public and the
profession.  Sir Pdward liall Alderson was
alsn g Queen’s Rench reporier from 1817 to
1922, On tho Northern Cireuit Alderson was
one of the most esteemcd and cfficient juniers
of his day; and who thet raucembers him on
the Luneh will furgetl Lo ready wit, his apt
ilinstrations, and piofound knowledge? A
judze who but the ol day was followed to
the gruve by Lis brethren with unusual marks
of respect, was also a distinguished reporter.
Sir Charles Crompton—to whemn we refer—
was associnted in tne Exchequer reports, first
with Mr. Meeson, aud then with My, Meeson
and Mr. Roscee.  Lord Chief Justice fervis,
one of the acutest Jawyers of his day was
also, when at the bar, for some timea reporter.
Another Chief Justice, when “plain John
Campbell,” yeported-the Nisi Prius rulings of
the great Ellenborough. In after years Camp-
bell could, with pardonabie vanity, refer to
his reports as enhancing the reputation of
Lerd Ellenborough as well as his own.
“When T was a Nisi Prins reporter,” he
writes, in the “Lives of the Lord Chancel-
Tors,” “T had 2 drawer marked ‘Bad law,)
into which 1 threw all the cases which seemed
to me improperly ruled. 1 was flattered to
hear Sir Jaises Mansficld, C. J., say, ‘Who-
cever reads Campbell’s Reports must be aston-
ished to find how uniformnly Lord Eilenbo-
rough's decisions were right” Ay rcjeected
cases, which I had kept as a curiosity, not
maiiciously, were ail burnt in the great fire in
the Temple, when T was Attorney-General.”
— The Reader.

UPPER CANADA REFORTS.

YIEEN'S BEXNCQH.

(Reported by C. Ronsseax. Beq., Q. N Roporter i the Court.)

Mipise v Tue CorvoratioyN of Tue Towxsmip
or Nouwtu FR.’IDERICKSBUQOH.
€ S 20 eb 53, re, 23— Lanitation of aclons.
The Municipal Act sec. 37, providas that actions szainst a
municipal earporation Gurned o aising highwavsmust bo

bre uigint * within three raonths atter tho damages baveo
Deon sustaized™

The plaintil's mxro fell throngh & bridge, and died four
tarathe sfior trn the fujadiss feaived. edd, that the
siaiute bozan to ran from ihe vscirrenso of the accident,

nat from the desth.
{Q- B, ). T, 15653
Appeal frona the County Court of Lennox and
Addington.
Tiis action was brought on the §th of May,
1863, against the Manicipality of North Fre-
dericksburgh, for theloss of the plaintiff ’s mare,

which fell through a hole in a bridge on the
Mobawk Bay road, ou the 27th of November,
18G4, and died on the 23rd of March, 18635,
from the injuries received.

It was objected at the trial that theaction wag
not brought within three months after the da.
mages bad been sustained, according to sectioa
337 of the Municipal Act, Con. Stats. U. C.
ch. 54.

The learned judge beld at the trial, and after-
wards in term, that the threz monihs began o
ren from the death of the mare and no¢ frim
the occurrence of the injury, and that her value
was to be considercd at the timne of her death,
horees haviug rizen considerubly in market valu:
in the interval; and a rule ais? obtxinad to enter
4 nonsuit was discharged.

On these points the defendants eppealed.

Moss. fer the appellants, cited Datterson v. Tie
Great Western R. W. C0.8 U.C. C.D. 89; Furne:
v The Corporation of Branitfurd, 13 G.C,C.P. 104;
Snure v. T'he Great Western B W. Co. 13 U.C.Q.
B. 376 ; Moison v. The Great Weslern K. W. (o.
14 U.C.Q.B. 109; Vunhorn v. The Grand Trunt
R.W. Co. 184.C Q B. 356 ; Brown~. I%he Brock-
ville and Ottawa R. W. €o.20 U. C. Q. B. 202;
Whitehouse v. Fellowes, 10 C. B. N. 8. 784;
Con. Stats. C. ch. 66, sec. S3.

Guwynne, Q.C., contra.-—The statute expressiy
makes defendants responsibie for ** all dumages”
sustained, and this is not carried into effect, if
the astion 1wust be brought before the whole
extent of the injury is known or has been sul-
fered, as the appellants contend for. He cited
Roberts v. Read, 16 Bast. 215; Gillon v. Bod-
dington, Ry. & Moo. 161, S. C. 1 C. & P. 541;
Muyne on Damages, 37.

Hagarty, J., delivered the judgmeat of the
court.

The words of the section are. *and the cor-
poration shall be civilly respensible for all
danages sustained by any person by reason ol
such defanlt,” (4. e., default ia repairing), *but
the action must be brought within three monthe
after the damages bave been susiained.”

The case of Bonomi v. Dackhouse, E. B. & E.
622, relied on in the court below, estabiished,
in the words of the judgmeet of the Exchequer
Chamber, that “no cause of action accrned
from the mere excavation by the defendant in
kis own land, so long as it caused no damage o
the plaintiff; aund that the cause of action did
accrue when the actual damage first occurred.”
E. B. & E. 659; and in the House of Lords,
1B. & S. Am. Ed. 970, 9 H. L. Cas. 503.

In such & case we think the same rule would
apoly, whether the words creating the lumitation
were “ from the accruing of the action,” or. as
in the case in appeal, * after the damages hase
been sustainel.”  No wrongful act was in faci
dane till the damage accrued.

In the case before us, defendants were answar-
able in damages to parties injured by their
neglect to perform a statutadble duty, namely,
the keeping in repair of o bridge. No cnuse of

fAction vests in any person against them for .

damages till an injury is susteined by their de-
fault.  As soon &s the mare was injured by fall-

ing or stepping into the hole in the bridge, the !

plaintiff’s cause of action was complete.

His |



