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DIARY FOR OCTOBER.
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Monday ......Wm. D. Powell, §th C.J. of Q.B., 1887, Meredith, J,,
.. Chy. D, 18g0.. . o o o

Tuesday ......Supreme Court of Canada sits,

Sundny .. ....2004 geﬁﬂays afier Trindty. Henty Alcock, 3rd C.J. of
Q.13,, 1802,

Monday ..... .Cm\mg Court sitts, for motions, and sitts. , Surrogate Court in
York. Sir W.B. Rickards, C.]J. of S.C., 1875; R. A.
Farrdson, 11th C.J., Q.B., 1873,

Tuesday..,...De la Barre, Governor, 1682,

Thursday. .. ...Guy Carleton Governor,1774.

Friday........America discovered. Battle of Quecnson Heights, 1812

Saturday......W. R, Meredith, C [. of C.P.D., 1804.

Sunday.......22s¢ Sunday after Tyinity,

Monday......,County Court non.jury sitts. in York., English law in.
troduced into U. C., 1791,

Wednesday. . . Burgoyne’s surrender, 1777.

Thursday.....St. Luke, .

Sunday ......280d Sunday after T¥insty. Battle of Trafalgar, 1805,

Tuesday......Supreme Co\érst of Canada sits, Lord Lansdowne, Gov..
Gen., 1883,

Wednesday. . ., Sir J.sﬂ. Craig, Gov.-Gen,, 1807. Battle of Balaclava,
1854.

Saturday.....C.8. Patterson, J. of 8.C., 1888, Jas. Maclennan, J., Court
of Appenl, 1888,

Sunday ......290d Sunday after Trinity. St Simon and St. Jude.

Monday. ....., Battle of 7" ¢t irle.

Woednesday. ... Al Hallow’s Eve,

Notes of Canadian Cases.

SUPREME COURT OF CANADA,

Ontario.] [May 31
TowN OF WALKERTON ». ERDMAN.

Evidence—Action for personal inpuries cansed by negligence—Evamination of
plaintiff de bene esse—Dealh of plaintiff—Action by widow under Lovd
Campbell's Act—Admissibility of evidence taken in first action—Rights of
third party.

Though the cause of action given by Lord Campbell's Act for the benefit
of the widow and children of a person whose death results from injuries
received through negligence is different from that which the deceased had in
his lifetime, yet the material issues are substantially the same in both actions,
and the widow and children claim, in effect, under the deceased ; therefore,
where an action is commenced by a person so injured in which his evidence is
taken de bese esse, wad the defendant has a right to cross-examine, such evi-
‘dence is admissible in a subsequent action taken after his death under the Act.
TASCHRREAU and GWYNNE, J]., dissen.ng.




