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cIy to such difficulties: but, as the case, as it seems to me,
m plainly within the provisions of sec. 158 (f)-under which

: ndictment, judging from its language, seerns to have been
dferred-those diffieulties become imniaterial; the case should
dealt with under the provisions of the last-mentioned section;
ich, in so far as they are applicable to this case, are as fol-
's: "Every one is guilty of an indictable offence . . . who

1.offers . . . to sucli person, under the circunistances
1[for the causes aforesaid, or any of theni, any such ..
r-ard:" thé circunistances and causes, as far as applicable,
mig: Every person who, by reason of possessing influence witli

Government, or any Minister or officiai thereof, is offered
h a reward for procuring or furthering the appointment of
bri ber, or of any other person, to any office, place, or appoint-

2t.
Section 158(f) being exactly in point, and the indictment
uing quite under its provisions, there is no good reason
r the trial Judge, or this Court, should be troubled with any
stion as to the effeet of sec. 162.
GAuWowv, MUcLARffl, and MxOJEn, JJ.A., concurred.
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iding-Staticiiet of Ckzim Disclosing no Reasonable Cause
o>f .Acion-Sit-king9 oi-Con. RuWe 61 lction for'Dam-
ages for Bringinq Former Action Maliciottsly and u4thout
Recasonable aWd Probable Cause.

ý4otion1 by the dlefendaxiat to strike out the statement of dlaim
liiuclosiing no reasoilable cause of action.

[t. M Kay K ., for the defendant.
r. Il. Wilson1, for the plaintiff. -w

MEKLED1T11, C.J. :-I think it is quite clear that the statement
:laim discloses no cause of action. It lias long been settled
the bringing of an action, even although it is brouglit inalici-

y and without reasonable and probable cause, is not the
idation for an action to recover damages for the wrong doue.


