
W. E. Middleton, for defendant.
W. M. D>ouglas, K.O., and A. Il. F~. Lfroy, l'or plaintiffs.

TUEl C2uls'I (lBOYýD, C., MAGLE, J., MABIiE-, J.), dilS-

D1V1S1ONAýL (.o( 'r.

WOODS v. IL'MB

Jý,frf mw eionJn'l~e OcIrn, Eidci l-e ufM eCom-,
Iradiciorij1ý -SI1nni 'cidenceý for jury $eItiug ayid

Nown-NewTriai.

NIiotin byý pIlaintill ta sot a'.iide 11on~i nee

\Gw ANLN, J, _at 1 io t rial of a i aci on for- ýl;ander, al]d
fo a 1wtial. The plaint if wacr %vxamineril' 1 ul, :1 mi th
allege 1anderolns statexnliît M-as to theq e-ffet thi lui ]wadI

lir-okeu the Ilweali off a;ia imi taikun ouit aLiidcnvlda
hundie1P or hand11les.

T111 iloltioni wal eard hy. Uon C., MAGE J., MARJ.

fi. S. Rtobertson, Strat1forýd, for pliniIJ.

P1. T. Hlardling. Stratford. for' defendant.

BovuC.: he tial udgerighly r ledlat thef state-
monts onpandof werre made upo ail occasion of qulali-

lied privilege. Hle rihl held that it iten laY ulpon flie

plintiff to dIjsplaxce thev proteution afddbY thle occasion
liv sme ev\idence of, i11ii juent or malice, and thlat thevreini

hio Iiwd faiIled, and(I so ismissed the adtion.
To she(w bad( failli or iii int,,nt it is not inoug,,h for the(

plaintiff te prove that theo stateinents were untrueif; l(,iemist

go fuirthe(r and shewv that t'hey were untrue in thep knowledge,
of tlie person who utti're thpmfi. Souleeidcemsli
glven wh ici refleets uipon thie dfnatscandi(our or lion-
est>', proper ta) lie subxnitted ta thet jury.

-Nowv bere the plaintiff swore, that tlip charge made 'hy
defendant to bis uauperiors wîas not triie in faet, qnd lie aisen

swore that alniost eontexnporaineoiislyý with the occasion when

11*00DS v. PLUIDIER.


