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Judgment of MEREDITH, J., reversed.
A4. G. Browning, for the plaintiff.
Watson, Q.C., and Latc/kford, for the defeadant.

ROSI [Aug. 26, 1895.
NzwsomE v. COUNTY OF' OXFORD).

Munici,*al rporation-Equijbment of Courts of Iustia-O»Ices-I'Furni-
turc »-Staionery-Liability-Authorty-County Couïnff .-R.S.O,, c. z84,
ss. 466, 47o.

BY s. 466 of the Municipal Act, R.S.O., c. 184 it was enacted that the
county couaicil shall Ilprovide proper offices, together with fuel, light and
furniture, for ail officers connected witb the Courts of justice, etc.»

Held, that Ilfurniture" »must include everytbing necessary for the furnish-
ing of the offices referred ta in the enactrnent, for the purpose of transacting
such business as inight properly be done in such offices ; and the word there-
fore included stationery and printed formis ia use la the Courts.

Ex Parte Turguand, 14 Q.B.D. 643, fOllowed.
lIeld, also, upon the facts of this case, that a local officer of the Courts,

wbo had ordered supplies of statianeri and forais from the plaintiffs for his
office, was duly authorized by tht defendants' counsel ta do so, pursuant to tht
provisions Of S. 470 of R.S.O., c. 184.

Fuiterion, Q.C., for tht plaintiffs.
Osier, Q.C., for tht defendants.
[In tht Consolidated MCunicipal Act, 1892, s. 466 has been ameaded by

iasertiag the word Ilstatienery " before Ilfuraiture " la an carier part of tht
section; but tht part above quoted has aot been altered.]

MEREDITH, C.J.] [Feb. i i.
ROBINSON V. SUGARMAN.

A c. ron-D<famation-Tra de libl-Action on IA» case-Pleadûsg-Particu-
lars-.S andr-Examinatîon of >éarty.

The plaintiff, a tradesnan, claimed damnages for injury ta his credit ;ind
business by reason of the defeadant having sent certain baad-bills issued by
tht . aantiff, advertiuing bis business ta various wholesale creditors of the
plaintfi aad having written and published letters ta such creditors falsely and
malicinusly charging that the plaintiff was advertising bis business and unduly
forcing saler., with the view of selling and disposing of bis goods ta defeat and
defraud bis creditors.

Hold, that the action was for libel, and flot ln case for disturbing tht
plaintiff in bis calling, and the defendant was entitled ta have the words of tht
alleged libel set out la the pleading.

.Flooa v. Jackson, (1895) 2 Q.L. 2 11 and Riding v. Smith, i Ex. D. 9 1,
specially referred ta.


