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Held, that the ou.felt witbthe prvone cf 0.16)
aboya mentioned, anId thatth Crown wulable i damafes.

w Hed (following Miller v. Glrand 2'runk Ru. Co., (1906) A.
L1-87, the.-noil -otwh i lUtoverxù -The-4u*v.GeMr
30 . C. B. 42), that the right of action conferred. by art. 1056

Of the CJivil Code of (Qnebea on the widow and relatives cf a
4 deceased employee whose death has been caused by negligence

for whioh the =mployer fa responsible, is an independent and
persona1 right of action; and ie not, au in the English Act,
known as Lord Campbells Act, conferred on the representa-
tives of the deceaaed only; and that a provision in a by-law of
a Society to whioh the deceaaed belonged, and to the funde of
which the Crown subscribed, that in considoration of such sub-
seription no niember of the society or his representatives should
have any claim againet the Crown for compensation on account
of injury or death froni accident, did flot constitute a good de-
fence to the widow 's action.

La/tamme, and Mitcelel, for suppliant. Newoombe, K.O., for
respondezit.
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