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EN'GLISH CASES.

ISEBL BY SERVANT 0F CORPORATION - LiAiLiTy 0F COMPAN4Y FOR MALI-
clous LIBEL.

C:izens Lt/e Assurî 'ice Comnpany v. Brown (1904) A.C. 423,
was an action against a limited comp.any to recover damage for a
maliciou-, libel written and publishcd by one of its ofEfcers. The
deferdants contended that malice could flot bc imputed to a
corpora.ticn, relying on the dictum of 'be iate Lord Bramwell in
Abratil v. North Eastern Rv. CW i i App. Cas. 247, 250, but the
Judicial Committee of the Privy Council (Lords Macnaghten,
Davey and Lindley, and Sir A. Wilson) declined to adopt that
view, and held, afirming the judgment of the court below, that,
although the servant may bave had no actuai authority, express
or impE-ed, to write the libel complained of, if he did it in the
course of an authorized emplc';. ment the corporation is liable.

rINAL JUDOMERT -APPRAL - ,)ISSIO.' OF FACT IN4 PETITION FOR PCA

LEAVE TO APPEAL-COSTS.

McDon.-Id v. Be/cher (iQ04i A.C. 429, was an appeal frorn the
Supreme Court of Canada. The action w~as brought by executors
to recovcr monies due to their testator's estate. At the trial the
judge gave judgment ini favour of the plaintiffs for an item of their
dlaim amnounting to $So,ooo, and directed a reference as to the
other items, reserving costs. According to the Yukon Territorial
Act, 1890, s. 8, it was necessary to bring an appeal from a final
judgment within 2o days, and the Supremne Court of liritish
Columbia held that as to the $so,ooo the judgment was final, and
an appeal therefore failed because not brought within 20 days.
The defendants then appealed to the Supreme Court of Canada,
which court, without considering the question of jurisdiction to
entertain the appeal, reversed the judgments of the lower courts
and granted a new trial. From that order the plaintiffs applied
to the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council for special leave
to appeal, alleging that the construction or the Yukon Territotial
Act was a matter of general public importance, but omitted to
state. ai the fact was, that the Act had becti repeaicd. Leave was


