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P'ull Court. J [Nov. 6, 1911.
REX t'. MUCOLL.

Ticket of Leave Act-Forfelr of licernse to be at large by sub-
seque-t conviction-Place Wkere Prisoner Must serve balance
of term of firat sen~tence - Prisoner arrested in province
otlwr th4n that in whic/ê firat sentmne irnposed.

Under es. 7 and 8 of the Ticket of Leave Act, R.S.C. 1906, c150, when a prisoner, who bas obtained a license to be at large
after undergoing part of a gaoi sentence in one province andwho bas afterwards been confined in a penitentiary in anotherprovince for a subsequent offence, thus forfeiting his licenue, isarrested upon the expiration of sucb later sentence for the pur-pose of bis coinplating the term of bie first sentence, he should,rnotwithstanding sub-s. 3, of s. 8, be confined in a gaol in sucbother province and not in the penitentiary where lie was Iast
conflned.

WI&hitla and Phillipps, for prisoner. Anderson, K.C., for theMinister of Justice. Graham, D.A.-G., for Attorney-General of
Manitoba.

Full Court.] fDec. 1, 1911.
SmrrRî v. DuN.

Libel-Mercantile agency reports to subscribers-Privilege-
Publication of true extracts from a public record-Innuendo
-Words not libellous per se-àqpecial dana ges.

Appeal froni judgment Of MATHRS, C.J., u0ted ante, vol. 47,p. 624, dismised witb, coats on the following grounda:
1. To say that a man bas given a chattel. mortgage is flotlibellous per se without an innueudo shewing that the words weredefamatory by reason of their having to certain persona a dé-famatory meaning, settiug out sucli defamatory meaning: Odger,pp. 110, 123.
2. The statement of claim continued no allegation of anyspecial damnage suffered by the plaintilr and noue was proved:Ratclsffe v. Evans, L1892] 2 Q.B. 527, followed.
The court refrained from expressing an opinion on the ques-tion of privilege deait with by the judgment appeale3 from.
Hugg, for plaintiff. Coyîsr, for defendants.


