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Clzancery Division.

Ftull Court.r [Jan. 16.

Jft'XA< vau lt offce-Pub//c publiar- u'in a/c *'ccouns-crim.e

* tipecial case reserved.
'l'le diefendant, an aticcr in te public service of Canada, having charge of

* public dredgiug ini Quebec aod Uintaria,in respect ta the expenditure and audit af
public mnnys for such puiposes, aised Ilis awn suaat yacht foc the purpase of
towing the dredges fromn place ta place, and cf furnishing themi with supplies,
etc. Ile registercdl thte steani yacht front linme ta tinie ir dlie name of ane or
ot-lier of bis friend!s, iii wlîase naine hie made aut the accounts for the use af the
yachit in crier ta avoîd newvspaper tiltorietx' ini the malter, but flot with the view
oif nîaking any dishnocst Mains ont of UIl departient, and, ini fact, fia undue
gailib acere made by limi. Ili bis caplacitv as suich public afficer lie then certi-
iied tii thîe iustness anti accuracy of the accaunts respecîing the use of the
ileiwm yacht, as *tliotîgli foîr services rentlet d by tcnîractors wiîlî the ýgovero-
miii, and rhcreby, rcceivcd for hiînsclf pavmienî for those services.

//t'/d. that tie ilefetîdant liktd been guilty cf mniablcaviaur in office, whlich is
aniiiuodi'îtable nttenx'e at coininlon liaN andI t is îlot essenitial tîtat pecunîary
vItliîge sltmiuld itavc reiulted tii the publie îîy reasuîn cf thîe irregular conduet
tif tîteir. tiîficer. 'l'le graviîv of tlhe aclaîinistîative transi4ression was flot ta lie
;i c:itaitied b)' inee pccuoîary results. 'l'lie defendant %vas tempted ta do

ixutlit' il i Ille prtospect tif gain -lic prnsîwred b>', Uic dercliction cf duîy.
:Mdii.t ac'oîiolislî bis o)urpose it n'as necessary to cunceal the actuzal trantsaction'

(. 't: />/it 'i' for the tlefeîîdaît.l
/L Sk,; , and "4.Q.C.. (tor thle Crîien,

* Nîtîtion for oea' mal iii action for libel.
* ho lîlaintîi'f bruugbt Ibis action against the etîltor U, the lierfin Pialr

X. inî respect ta -i alleged libel cootaincd iii an article ii Ili', icwspapeî, 1
'iîienhîng 'ipoti the conduct cf the plaiînîziT as a municipal counicillrr in con-

liFution a ith file refusaI of the cauncil ta exemîpt a certain niianufactary froni
* îî.uîtiî.Juistilicatian as fot pleaded, bunt tîte defendant claiîîîed the right i

Ua.' trial, antI wts perîîîtted ta give evitieuce under the idea of faîr contient tii
Shov lion thc plaitiff had ar-ted in the coilirîiittce af Ille caunicîl uipi Uic con.

irlnocf Uic application for exeemption.
M/44/ thal thle evidence was praperty ajîîîlitteci.

1' ltc C, :' justification technicall' is nat pertinent in auch a case
* i;îi¶e, tatentciits of facia as publishcd are ilienselves libellons<% but if the com.

i''iîi-v oni certain facts is copaie f, then under fair ccnmownî may Sýe
pr'î% etl the actuiality of te occurrences allege'd in order that îlie jury mlay ps


