
REPORTS AND NOTES 0F CASES.

default in payment of the fine, and does flot; shew on its face
either a return of the distress warrant and that no0 sufficient dis-
tress was found or that a distress was dispensed with under Code
s. 875 upon an adjudication thereunder.

2. An affidavit of the gaoler verifying a copy of the warrant
claimed as the cause of d-etention may be accepted as a return
to a writ or order of habeas corpus.

J. B. Kennay,. for~ the prisoner. J. J. Pou<c r, for the Crown.

p~rovince of MUanitoba.

KING'S BENCII.

Full Court.] C.IMERON V. OVERENO. [July 14.

8ia ndei-Usc of u'ords capable of t u'o const riiclions-Province
of .judge and jitry.

Held, in an action for siander, that if the words proved to
have been made use of by defendant are capable of being rea-
sonably understood in a sianderous sense, it should be left to the
jury to say if they were used in that sense, and that it is not
proper to nonsuit the plaintiff on the ground that the words did
not necessarily impute the commission of a crime.

Bitchie v. Sexton. 64 L.T. 210, and Simmons v. Mitchell, 6
A.C. 156, fpllowed.

Potts. for plaintiff. Ellioti and Dca con. for defendant.

Full Court.] [July 14.

WINNIPEG LAND CORPORATION V. WITCIIER.

Landiord and tenant-Tenancy froin year Io year-Contraet to
be implied when1 tenant holds over after expiration of term
under lease.

Defendant was tenant to plaintiffs under a lease for a year,
which expired on March 1, the rent being $25 per month. After
the expiration of the lease nothing was done about the future
holding until March 29, when the plaintiffs' agent notified the
defendant in writing that after the May 1 following the rent of
the bouse' would be $30 per month. Defendant made no0 objection~


