
Rlule absolute. Costs of applicant to be paid by de-.
fendant.

McEvoy, Pope, & Perrin, London, solicitors for thie ap-
plicant.

DuVernet & Jones, Toronto, solicitors for the respond-.
ents.

MEREDITH, C.J. APRIL ilTR, 1902.
TRIAL-

PTJTERBAIIr v. GOLD MEDAL CO.
14 <1P rufof PtblicaUio-LetterI)tedPifg.

Action for libel tricd at the Toronto Winter Aszs
The jury dlisareed, and the defendants moved for jugment
in their favour upon the grounds: (1) that pu1blication cd
'the alleged libel was not proved;, and (2) thiat if there hâtd
been publication, the occasion was p)rivilegcd(. Tl'le alleged
libel was a letter written in the naine of the dlefendaut QiU~
pany by thie defcndant Abra, thie company's manager, i,-
the plaintifl. The letter was dictated by AbaIo the 8teflq..

grapher of the coinpav, who typledl it and copied it in Il,_
cornpany's letter book.

E. E. A. DuVierntt, for plaintifr.
F. C. Cooke, for dlefendants.
MEIRED-iITI, C.J.- arn boud by' P111l11an1 V. 11111, [18911

IQ. lB. 5-241, to) hold thaýt there was evidencee of pubiilicationi
aind that thie occasion of the publication to thie sienographer
was xiot privilcged I shouild have prefcrred, hiad I been
at liberty v do(o so, to hold otewsand ifo appgIlv the prin..
ciple of Lawles v. Anl-gpinCotton andOuC, ..

P. 4 Q. B. 262, and Haprv. Ilamilton ltail Grocers>
Association, 32 0. k1 29, but, in the cicraaeaof thsýý
Case, a(ccordling to the d1cciio]1 ini thle P,11lin1411 c-as, thaât
princip)le is inapplicable. See 7 Lam- Quairterlyv liew
(1891), plp. 101-2.

Motion refuised.
DuVernet & Jones, Toronto, solicitors for plaintiff.
IPinkerton & Cooke, Toronto, solicitor,, for deýfendcanits.

APRIL 1OTH, 1902.

REX v. GODSON.
Criminal Laevo-Ince8t - Evie(e - Contenits of DsrvdLettfer, -

Inference from Non-menxtruation - M[igdirton-ubiitn*hUgi
Miscarriage-Ne<' Trial.

Case reserved by the Chiairman of the General Sessions


