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DIARY FOR JULY.

2. Sunda>' ... h Soinday aller Trir.ily.
3. Mfonda>'... Hir and Dcevisee sitt. Co. Ct. sitt. for motions and

Surr. Ct. siîts, except in York.
7. Friday ... Col. Simcne, Lieut. .Gov. of Upper Canada, 1792.
9. Snda .. 61à Suniday aftler Trinity.

13. Thurday. ir John B. Robinson, 7th C.J. of Q. B., 1829.
1 5. Saturday .... Manitoba entered Confederation, 1870,
16. Sunda>'.... 71k Sünday afz.e'. Trrnîùy.
19. Wednesday. . Quebec eapituistes to the British, 1629.
20. Thursday. .... British Columbia entered Confederation, 187 1.
22. Saturday .... W. H. Draper, 9th C.J. of Q.B., 1863. W-. B.

Richards, 3rd J. of C. P., 1863.
23- Sunday .... 8t Siday after Irîîty. Upper and Lower

Canada united, i8,1o.
25. Tuesday .. St. james. Canada dliscovered by Cartier, 1534.
29. Saturday' .... Wm. Osgoodle, Ist C.J. of Q.B., 1792.
30. Sonda>'.... 9 A îuitday afler Trïiiy.

Notes of' fanadiail Cases.
SUPREME COURT 0F JUDICA TUBE FOR ONTARIO.

COURT 0F APPEAL.

[June 21.
BROWN V. MOYER.

,J)efuntion-Libed-Ju,iIïcation--Faiir comment-Peading-Evdence.

Under a defence of 'Ifair comment"I in a libel action. evidence of the exist-
ence of a certain state of facts on wvhich it is alleged the comment was fairly
made is admnissible, but flot evidence of the truth of the statemerit complained
of as a libel,

W ills -v. Carmnait, 17 O.R. 225, discussed.
judgment of the ChanL.ery Division, 23 O.R. 222, reversed.
/o/mi King, Q.C., for the appellant.
E. F. B. joknston, Q.C., for the respondent.

Ejune z1.
WVEEGAR v. GRA~ND TRUNK R.W. Co.

Rizilwaeys-CotiOl;g cirs-S,erior officer- 14olrkmen's Compensation for
Znijuriti Ac.

This was an appeal by the defendants from the judgment of the Common
ltas Division, reported 23 O.R., and was argued before HAGARTry, C.J.O.,

BURTON, OSLER, and MACLENNAN, JJ.A., on the 2nd of June, 1893.
iWcCariliy, Q.C., for the appellants.
W. R. Smryth for the respondent.
june 218t, 1893. The appeal was dismissed with costs; BURTON, J.A., dis-

senîing on the ground that the plaintiff was not actinîg under Garlarnd's orders.


