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upon a hg ay" but it ia obvicus that in this coute-xt the word.s
were not used withi that significancee, but as a figutrativ-e expres-
sion Wo indicate that the plaintiY iiad availeýd hiaelf of the
necesasities of the municipaiity Wo drive a hiard and perhan
iconscionable bargain, The words, taken in their naturai alg-

nificance, are flot capable of a meianing actionable per se.
The sanie reniarks apply Wo the fifth. courit. What la ther.

coxuplained of is the statement-somewhat mnodified ini the evi-
deuce-that the plaintiff had appealed froin the as eut of
certain property as heing- 4oo high and afterwards sold tii.
property for a mxaehi larger sumn than it had been asesdfor.
Thisa la deseribed as being- "another of his hold-up gaines.~
Clearly thia la flot actionable per se.

What is compiained of lu the sixcth paragraph lsa s state-
ment that the plaintiff desired '- W get back into thie couneil go
that hie couid sell the Wown somne more of his dry goods, as
hie did in the past. Hec sold the town ail the goods they neededJ
for the Eiks' celebration and decorations for the King's funerJ.
at handsomne profita, and now hie wants to ho iniayor."

It mnay well be that this charges the, plaintiff with miisfeas-
ance lu office; but the plaintiff's own evidence discloses ths.t
%what la ih8edl substautially truc. The municipal coneil
voted a certain suni t b. used for the purpose of deoratio.
Tii. plaintiff was in chreon belhaif of fixe municipality. lie
made a eoutract with a third pergon. That third per<ou pur-
chiaaed certain of the, goods uised for the decoration froin the.
plaiutiff. This la the very thing prohibited by sec. 8(0 of the
Municipal Act; and it la quit. immnateril whether the. plaintil«
made a profit or not ; although it appears froni hie4 ownl evld.ee
that he did soll at a profit."

The, truth of the statemnent comiplained of beiug tins estab-
lish.d by the plaintif'. own evidence, thia count ought not to
have been allowed to go to tixe jury,

The. seventh paragraph charges the. making ou aiiotiier
occasion of mubstantilliy tiie saine statemient as that alr.ady re
ferred to witl refereno. Wo tii. street openiug.

For tiieso rsons, w, think that tiie luarned Judge ought
not to have aliowed thie action Wo go to tiie jury except xipon the
tinat slandr êharged-that eontain.d ln the third paragraph-
sud that as t. the. esder charges in paragraphe 4, 5, 6, and
7, tiie action ghould be dlsmissed; aud, as tii, damiages weren o
separately .mmd, tbare imiet b. a niew trial with erec
to tiie remainlng charge.
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