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But the goods were supplied ; and a suit next we sec,
i'esting rights of a wife in such cý, .-s.
Per Cur. "The defendant is stirely SEcot't)-free,

"For where is the agency basis?
" The wife can't have credit
"Where husband says not-

" And he's said it 1
So Scotc,
Bic! ye wvot,

"Takes no scath from this plo,"ý
-CHARLES M0lRSIr.

ENGLISH CASES.

-EDlTORLI L RE VIE W OF CURRFiýZV E.AýGLIS .

DECISIONS.

(Registered in accordatice with the Copyright Act)
PikACTJCE-NmEw TItIAL-VERICT.

Iierry, v. Rnig-and (i898) A.C. '42, was ail appeal frorn the
order of the Queen's Bench for Quebec, or Lower Canada, as it isstili styled, granting a niew trial. The action %vas brought by the
îulaintiff personally, and also as tutur for his ininor son, to recoverdamages for the defendant having negligently caused or accelerated
tIle dteatl of the plaintiff's wife. The jury fàund that the death(,f the %vife hiad been accelerated, but flot to any appreciable
cxtetnt, by ber taking a dose of tartar cr-netic negligently su ppliedby the def.ndant, and also that the plaintiff had incurred no
damage thereby, but that his niinor child had incurred damnage
to the extent of $i,ooo. The Court below granted a nev trialon the assumrption that the findings were illogical and contra-dictory ; but the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council (Lords1Herschel!, Watson. Hobhouse, Davey and Sir H. Strong) he]d thatthis order was erroneous, and that on the findings the action must

*bte dismissed, on the ground that the damages attributable to thedefendants were on these findings inappreciable and irrecoverable.* icir Lordships disagreed with the Court below as to the finding
in favour of the son. They were of opinion that it rnerely
amounted. to a finding that lie had sustained damage to thee-xtent of $i,ooo by the death of his mother, but flot that the


