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i here vas some evidence to sbew that at thse Lime D. received the
iioonev an'J securities plaintiff vas advanced in years, partially blind and

icaiaîtaedas to business, but the evidence as a wieole shewed that
.e noncy and securities were received by D. vriti thse knowledge andi con-

se~nt of plaintiff, and it vas not until afterwards that plaintiff, becoming
di"ratisfied wnth the maniner ini which 1) was conducting her business, took

Sto enforce a seulement. D. died -ddenly without having accoated
'C' piaintiff and leaving bis estate in ai insolven- condition.

I-e~,that the other parties ta the administration, the co-administrator
and sureties werc~ entitied to bie d;scharged ini respect to the muney andi
>ecur:ties receiveti by D.. on behalf of piaintiff.

Il. -lidiih, for appellant. I. B. .4. Ritkkie, K C., andi H. Vclnnes,

lrLi: Ccurt.] MILLER 1'. GREEN. [Feb. 22.

i z~' D r.tios f Trial _Image as to-.Ifalice - Ta kinzg a zvar priz'ileg'e
skutained--.4mbijuous or ezpar'ocalzt-ords-Reception of evidenz« to

't-vplii -- ubstantial wrozig or .ni.carriage - 0. 37, r. Ô.
I etendant who occupied the position vf generai manager of a I.fe

.:i irance company vrote a letter ta F.. a palicyhalder in the company, ir
wh:h he stated that plaintiff had been removed from his office as loca'
agent of the company and assigreti as the reason for such remavai that they
:ad trid for a considerable timne past ta get plaintiff to attend properly ta

thcîr business andi that it was anly because it vas clearly necessary that the
wzn~ as matie. He stated further that ta give plaintiff the opportunity

of -.ettîîîg the benefit of commissions on outstanding business the attention
of certain matters hiad leen left in his hantis, but that he (defendant) nov
found that he hati cullected money which, up ta thr present time, they
had i een unable ta get him to i 'ort.

This letter vas handed by F. ta plaintiff who in addition ta acting as
the local agent of the company was a solicitor, andi acteti as her legal
adviser. In an acticýn by plaintiff against defendant claiming damages for
iibe.

Hddi, Y. The trial jutige carrectly dîrocted the jury that if the state-
inents matie by defendant in the letter in question as ta the reasons for dis-
missing plaintiff were madie by hirmi, knoving then ta he false, this vas
malice heyonti ail daubt anti his privilege was whally gone.

2. 'l'lie rereption of evidencc af F~. as to the meaning which she
attacheti to the words of the Ictter was nat under 0. 37, r. 6, a substantial
wrong or miscarriage in the trial and was not therefore grounti for a new
trial.

3. P>er (;RAHAM, E.J.-As in thi.s case plaintiff was dealir.g with w'ords
which hadti iot a plain andi abvious meanitig. but were ambiguaus or


