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2. Under the circumtances of the case, the vagueness in the
natice in referenee to the precise locality on the highway where
the accident oecurred was not material inasmnuch as the Council
from its knowledge of the culverts, hollows and places iwhere
protection was needed, was given sufficient information to make
investigation in view of the threatened action; and the maxim
id certum est wau applicable to eke out the apparent insufficiency
of the notice. O'Coi!n.oi- v. City of Harnilton, 10 O.L.R. 529,
distinguislied.

'aqhiingtoni, K.C., for pliintiff. i<ilmner,. K.C., for defend-
an ts.

J.ivisional Court, K.Ii.D.] WARD V. MOIBRIDE. [Oct. 12.
Slander-Word-s imlputi-,,g a felon y--" Robbery> -in ucndo a

le gal im.possibility-E.?7plcatioîb by~ othe- ?a-ard-light of
deJenda-nt to sflcu facts.

Appeal by defendant fromi the judgment Of LULOCK, C.J.
1Ex.D., upon the verdict of a jury, in favour of the plaintiff,
ian action for siander. The defendant, who was an aider.

mins of the city of Toronto, at a meeting of the City Council
referred to an action brought by the city corporation against
the present plaintiff, (Cit y Qf Tronto v. Ward, 18 O.L.R. 214),
and said that the plaintiff had <'robbed the eity." This was
thr slander charged. The defendant w'as at the tinie urging
that as a reason why no consideration should be shewn ta the
plaintiff in a niatter titen bpfore the couneil. H1e exp]aiued
that what he meant by nabbing the city, etc., was that the plain-
tiff had withheld znon-,y whieh had been recovered in the action.
The plaintiff alleged that this weq the chargc of a crime.

Ield, 1. The Common law does flot permit any one ta lay
hold of a single word in a staternent, and assert that as such
word, in its strict legal --ensc, is the naine of a crime, therefore
a crime is imputed by thte speaker using the word. The whole
of the circuinstances under whiých the word is used and the whole
of the context miust be considered. If it appear either fromn the
utterances as set out in the claimi or in the innuendo, or in the
evidence given, that in truth and in fact there was no charge
or imputation of crime, the jury sloould not tlnd the defendant
lhable, thougli le had in words imputed a Crime.

2, As the words alleged in the statenient of dlaim were "Mr.
Ward has robbed the city of $25 a year," and as it eould flot
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