CTRE GOUECIL OF THE SRIRE OF BULLL .V -Dﬁﬁ R

JUDGHENT . L . KNOE C.J. ISAACS J,
GAVAN DUFFY & STARKE JJ)
We ars of oplinion that there was idenee fit to he left to

the jurv on the guestion whether Fewwon in/ giving th2 notice contai
ed in the letter cf the 27th tuly 1925 was acting within the goope
his employment and on the question whether Vewuman was actuated Dy

mallice, VW¢”are‘further.of-opiniﬁn that 1f Newmen in writing the

L . .

L. oletter ab ovemantlon d was meting within the scope of Tis empl yren:

‘gnd wes actutted by malice the aprellant Council ie rasponsible'té
' the respendent.  We express no opinion cn ths cother qwnsticns ral,

’ 1n-th$'3uﬁr3ma Covirt or oth vie mﬂ,,ai;
& . . } & )

‘The appesal is djsmissed with coste.



THRE COUN OF THE 8 OF ‘ DAWSON.

JUDCHE 3: HIGGINS,

h§ éeneur, with my learned brothers in the opinion that
this case ocught to have gone to the .’ﬂzry,j; and ought new to 89 to
®m jurys There was seme aﬁdenc? fit to bs ft to the jury,, .
and the Full Court of N, 5{ w.'f'wu' justified in ordering ;
new triglfi{ But I desire net 1o coumit myself to the proposi-
—tion contained in the sesond sentan?». vof.tho sta‘homen't‘.
just handed down by the Chief Justice, in its present abéomtg
formy The less I say on :{_t._ho ﬁattor ‘hho better, as my remarks
may pro’#ndieo ony. pariy er the othoi;i;n the new trial.!
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