
CRITICIStNG jUtDoz&-LtEEL-.%ivtVLaGzD COM~UNCATIxONS.

a judge upon the bench took exceptions
to the conduct of a solicitor, lost his pati.
ence, which seemas however to have Miln
no very great lrt.and féeU te scoldîing
like a very Biliingjgate fishwoinan. The
principal legal journals of London coin.
mented ini unîneasured terrms on the scan-
dalous scene, and in the namne of the pro-
fession, tendered their syrnpathy to the
aggrieved solicitor. Upon faults sucli as
thejsu. and* they are flot ticoinnion, the

public n îd should comment freely,
butlifc judga2e hionestly and faithfully strive

diligently to do lits whole dutx', lie is tei.
titled to the comniendation of the coin-
munitv, however distasteful to the' feeling
or advers tu the inturests of the people
his rulings nmay 1w, The recent proceed.
ings in California against the judges of
the Stipreme Court of that Sttîte, uponi
which wu cotnîmeîîted soute weeks. àgo. is

a striking illustration of the extreines to
which a people may be carried liy anad
Verse ruling on a point cf grea: public Ii

t'.rfest. Noýt (3111y' was the legislaîîure coil-
vened iu extra ses,.ion for the avowed
Mirpou of reptaling out of office the

Î uilqge' who inie the nhin xicus dIeehdoll,
but charges of inl)iClit. I phvsie.al and
muental, were Preferred igainsi two of the

ju'.~tiii aud tif thu netariotis project of
retxî~front office, juulges confesisedly

apright heawte they expcuundî4e the law

to l'e e'ul)jeét to faiîr criticisti; of the, r Liffi-
cial ai-tâ. blit suirelv they .ihould h10li their
offiret; ftefe frorn such perdls as thitse which
eliv'riîed the Catiforniia jttiges-. Ce.'n/ra?

'lhIE f.ellowing ar~e the heail !1teý; of two
ca~srqi>crtKd in thïe Ai>sricaie Law~
lugiterw August last --

t~ttiikmal ngh: Pliîbly te i'nt artil~w
tI~'.palktisof taîdefor publite-.

ad infor"aioa bon&wl,. eine by Ee.
cititpa to otb«#n ai au Pllw~ic iunatîig, to th~e f4vme
that a muixidte for &=ch htelad t>w-tn ubiuged
by n gtt~t iiai ll w'mv MWndattt à a
pftvileged eenm wt0n sud4 the p@n Matuenii
atcadniiM 1iit4»inw îy âtt Il" tUwnt au acfliez

1 for libel therefor, although the charge was faiBe ini
Ifact and lt falsity could have been discoi'ered bY
inquiry.

Such commnunication being privilogod, legal
malice is not inferrible, and on tic trial of a eivil
action for libel iigainst the party who, made the
communication the court is justified, il% the absence
o f preof of ictual malice, ini entering a nolisait.
* The fact thuit reporters of the publie press vere
prescrnt at the meeting au which such privilegerl
communication was mnade is immnaîcrial.

At a meeting of a boýdycf citizenq of Philadeiphia.
styled the ý1Cotmîtee cf One 4nde assem.
bled for the purpoge of cn4idering the merius of
candidites for pulie office, a lètîuîr reflerting
severoly tapon tlw chnrncter of one cf the judges of
the Common Pleas, whiu was a candidate fur re.
elecuion, by stutenteni îtiNbsequientlv acl<nowledged
tu be wholly untrue, witii, b>' ordor of the chairman
rund by the seccrettary, and appeutred it length tho

folttcwitng day ini the daily pitirr lield; ihat thv
îcimunîication beint- hae pn1 rhnl .uu
MiA.S proper for ili>-uioin nt stieh a niveîin4,. and
the court wili nlt~- a jutdgmiiîi of timiuit
cntenu.'l in an ac;tion for libel trooîlit atinit i.w
chai r înil ofth i mceii e.

lI;r.ii, i i' o if crmw v hiui art
jimatlv in a esp r agtiuî ithI foi
C,îngre--i thtiugh miaId- w iti h. tit tri a.nid iii :m

Iîcne.t bel îef tif t hic i trot h are îlot prtî ti i~

înoni':ntions ,; but if tîiey were puîîhi.hed in i'

thi4 fart ia>- go to iniimion oif dai~nagLn,

l'le ediior tht'n i î u;l len i
fullows:

'l'lie alib'ue~ forit' an imîportantî ad
dît toit to the! lîtturîit tn I tlle îîîtereitîtig

iiutNt ic.i t hz.reiti disi*iiv,,i In the cO'î:t-
cf E.xprcs l'r>isîiigN C-. v. Coîpelatid. te.
cenî ly d'eidLlu b tic stqr.'mrv Court cf
Texas. ani remttl ilt 24 \îî -V.l '

'N. S-) t40- t hu t uit' y'.t laid dt.»'. .huai
whre,~ er.t ~'u~,to 1 bto;îîe a
candlidate for public 'fhtuv cunferrted hy a.
popular election, fie 4101ild be cnnîlerel
as purting hb I4ftfàter it issu-Le " far -">

hi'..qui :t~iîsfo~r the" offie,.
-n htwhùitcvs'-r t'î uîî t î quaLi-

cationt cftho- candîlatc to i ofc oul.
ia legttirnte sttbject, for discus.tîuuît and

wwimnt .bat stât'rn1ntic and -IomËunt
mack Mttst lin confined wo the truth4 or
w~hat ini god faqih and tupen Pnkambl
camS i$ d to be tü And i-Tuit
ter intm reliat toe mnîîbn or un-
(ttnmt-% of the ce-tuttidate for t he WfJlce.
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