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RIGI- COURT 0F JUSTICE.

Qween's Boisth Division.

Div'1 Court.] [Jiane 8.
JOURNAL PRINTING COMPANY OF OTTAWA V. MCLEAN.

idbet-ncoi,6orated coiepany-Publish.-r o ~saesCu~ ~rtto
-Znjupy to busînt3-Spoedaldag.

The plaintiff i vere a company incorporated for the purpose of publishing a
newspaper. The defendant %,rote and published staternents that the plaintiffs'
newspaper reported favourably or adversely at ten cents a line, an~d that it was
corrupt and pr<ustitute.

Hdld, that a jury niight weil find that these statements imported the charge
that the plaintiffs were in the habit of selling the advocacy of their newspaper,
and that such a charge tended ta bring thein ino contempt and ta injure their
business, and was therefore a libel.

A corporation such as the plaintifis' can maintain an action of libel in
respect of a charge af corruption affecting their business without alleging
special damage.

Metro»olitan Saloon Omnibus Co. v. Hawkins, 4 H. & N. 87, commnented
on and distinguished.

South Hattan Coal Co. v. North-Eastern News Association, (1894) 1 Q.B.
133, followed.

Nonsuit by FALCONBRIXIGE, J., Set aside,
Siueply, Q.C., for the plaintiffs.
MVcCarthy, Q.C., and Siuart Hendoi son for the de.fendant.

Pracice.

Q.B. Div'l Court.] [May as.
IN RIZ WILSON AND COUNTY 0F ELGIN.

Courts-A/4ieal from judge in court-Divisianal Caurt-Cansént-Rule .fl9.

The words Ilother cases where ail parties agrpe that the marne Mnay t.e
heard before a Diviuional Court," in Rule 219, do not include appeals from a
judge in court;, and the consent of ail parties cannot gîve a Divisional Court
jurisdiction ta hear such an appeal.

Beatty v. O'Connor, g 0.R. 731, 737, tiat followmd.
N. McDonald and James A. MtcUean for the applicant.
f. M. Gltenn for the township.


