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Diviuional Court,] DoUGLAU V. HUTCHINSON. [Aug. i.
Lïkl-~/y dlldor-N'wsjaperCom n , on conduci of-Boelkf in

~~~ irtpw of samf *blhdErnuschargà-Nef trial.

The discussion of the conduct of a solic~itor of a municipal corporation in
that capacity, is a mnatter of public interest, and a newspaper is entitled to
criticise or make fair commi-enta thereoin, but the statements on which the

r'critici,;m or commrrents are based must be true, and flot irely believed to be
true.

Where, therefore, in an action for libel for statements published in a news-
ý%Mpaper on which comments were made criticising the plaintiff's concluct as

such solicitor, the jury, althougý they were told th.at any citiimo
plaintiff's conduct imust be based on thie truth, were, at the sanie timie tnld that
it was sufficient if the statements on which the criticisn %vas founded wvere
believed to be true, on which there was a finding for the defendant, such tind-
ing wvas set aside and a new trial denied.

MAÇM'AHoN, J., dissented,
She01ey, QC., for plaintiff. lJohn King, Q.C., foi defendant.

Province of 1ROV'a %cotta.
SUPREME COURT.

4HENRY', J]IN RE LAWRENCE Il. MLEP.

C'ollkctiOn Aci Pf lS94, c. 4 if4trrant /o)r cOMMnilliétt (r' ,ai/-111fhere bail,
n-.,wa.*,reint ca't -,t be' szubstilivtcd rt/tir iiiir's r'turn undt'r R.SC. 11r7.

Application for discharge of prisoner under R.S., c. i117. l>ris0ner was
confined in jail under the warrant of a Commissioner under the IlCollection
Acî," .S. Acts 1894, c. 4.. The warrant wks in the forin scledule. H te the
Act, and recited Ilthat the said debtor obtained credit for the àaid debi. with-
out having aI the time anv reasonable expe.ctation of being able t0 pay the
samne, and oltaining credît for the said debt by false pretensions or relire-
sentalions." The warrant had previously recited the recovery of the judgmient,
but did not specilically state lIraI the judgmet wa rccnvered for a debt.

,à- The jailor having returned the warrant, Harris, Q C,, mnoved for his discharge,
ciîing the decision of RICI~ .in Re'M>r'

1?ilhir', Q.C., adrnitted the warrant was had. andi asked for an adjourn.
ment to file a new warrant, citing Rt'x v. Roge'rs, i D. & K. 156, Rc.r. v.
Taylor. ) R. 622, Reg- V.-avn 12 P. R n.62

H EN RV, J., adjourned tht hearing, reserving the question as io whether
that course was ni -iper, and aIho as to whether a new warrant coulti be substi-t tuîedThe inatter coming on for further hearîng, andi a good warrant having
been filed in the meantime,

Harr*, Q C..2rhe Jutige shouli nlot have adjourned the proceedings
In re Timsan, 5 L.R. Exch. 257 laley on Convictions, 347; Short & 1Mellor,


