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kt 1ff " coutd 1nlot go ta the Smitbs,' friends of ours, on accounit
,iis sc~andai.- It was flot said that her friends would flot,
ve bier or that she lost their hospitality by reason of the
1er. For ail that appeared, it miglit have been ber oik
lence in visiting bier friends, and not their refuisi to receive
thiat caused the loss of bospitality. The evidenice feul short
lat definite proof necessary to support an allegatian ofspca
age. A persan is responsible offiy for thie utterance by bimi-
of a s1ander, and not for its repetition; special damnage frami
~repetition is too remote. Each publication is a distinct tort,
every person repeating it becornes an independent slinderer
is alonie responsible for his m-ilawful act: Odgers on Libel and
Lder, 5th ed, (Cari, notes), p. 177. The exceptions to thev rule,
Snet applicable here.
rhere was no evidence te justify the outrageous conduct of
defendant in attacking, without a shadow of a cause, the
ntiff's moral character. The da3nages musit be reduced te
iinal damnages, $1; but that -was suflicient to rehabilitaite thev
atiff ini the good opinion of the publie. The defendant was
tled to lier costs, without set-off, in the Court below;, and
>e Should be ne costs of the appeai.

LMULO0CK, C-J. Ex., and SUTHERLAND, J., agreed with CLJJJ.

EEurY, J., reluctantly concurred, briefly stating is: reas;olïs

Appeal allowedl.
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nicipal Corporatioii8-Moriey By-lauj-Siubmii&,;ion Io Elect ors
-M(unicipal Act, secs. 2~ (o), 263 (5)-Neiesary Publication
of J3yja-Imperative Du y-No-cumplïance writh Direction
of Siatute-Disregard of Principl-e, of AcI-App1icatioin of
8ec. 1450.

Appeal by B. R. Foulin froin the order Of MFsRuErTH, C.J .0,?.,
J...374, disrnissing an application ta qusa i .oney by-law.

The appeal was heard by MULOCK, C.J. Ex., CLUTE, RwnuDjaL,
MRAND, and KELY JJ.

MeGregor Young, X.C., for tihe appellant.


