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that it is, if possible, even more hollow and
falacious than ini our own country. And it

bas been done so. covertly and under the
guise of such fair preterisions, that it bas
misled even the înost wary. It seems
baser, if possible, f.,r one whose reputation
stands at the bighiest point, to abuse this
accumiulated Capital of credit and fair re-
pute to the accompli-bment of some nefa-
nious scheme of iiîiquity, than for one wbo

is newv in thie market, and bas only bis fair
promises to draw up. n, to attempt the samne
thing. Anil it is certain the former %il] be
much mnore sure of succes8 than the latter.
It is this which scems to create such fierce
indignation agairist almost ail the English
railway directors just at the present mo-
nient. For as one after another comes to
be probed, the samne disgusting rottenness
at the core is broughit to light, se that, at

prescrit, there i.-i really no firm ground to
stand upon, so far as the credit of railway
capital is concerned. It is to, be boped we
shall profit by the example of' our English
cousins, and wbile we imitate their excel-
lences, avoid tbeir errors.

Il.-Tbe trial of the case Wason v.
Walter, before the Lord Chef Justice of

England and a speciai jury, at the sittings
after Michaelmas Ternm, was one of consid.
erable interest to the pi-oprietors of the
press. Tbe defendant is the proprietor of.
the Times newspaper, tbe cliief organ of
popular sentiment in Eng!and, w bichà, like
one leading paper in America, is always sure
te echo popular ý-entirîreflL, if sufficiently
developcd to, be coniprehiended. The pl.rin-
tiff is a membeî' of the iErgiish bai, and a

fo.'îîier rrreinber of Pailianient from one of
the country consttuenci s, where the elc-
tion thirty or more yeaî's ago, was contcsted
by Sir Fitzroy Kelly, the pre-ent Chief
Baron of the Court of Exchequer. At tlie
t.mie ùf Ibis promiotioni to tire bcnclh, Iris
former cowîpetitor saw fit te, present a pe-
tition to Parliament against the appoint-
ment, charging that Sir Fitzroy Kelly, in
some trial before a committee of the Ilouse
of Cumrîrons, had been guilty of perjury, in
deny'ng ail knowledge of acquaintance
with one person, who had cativa-ss(.l for i' bru

during the electi n, and in duing so bad
been guilty of bribery-on which ground
the return had been avoided. But the
charge was promptly met by the Lord Chan-
cellor aird Lord St. Leonards, who effect-
ually vindicated the Lord Chief Baron from
ail suspicion of guilt, on account of the
chiarge, showing, beyond ail question, that
the charge had been preferred, and clearly
refuted, au or near the time the offence was
said to, have been committed, and that Mr.
Wa-on had remAncd sueont during ail the
previ, us stages of the learned Baron s pi'
motion to, be solicitur and attorney-gerre al,
until bis caUl to the bench; and that the
charg~e was now brought furward at a time
and under circumstances, as it was claimed
by th(-se noble Lords, clearly indicating
s me wrong motive, and stating many facts
and circumstances in confirmation of their
views, wlricb Mir. Wason niaturally regarded
as libellous.

But as members of th(, Iouse of Lords
were privileged for ail m ords spoken in de-
bate, the aggravated party could obtain no
redress in tlîat quarter. But as the Times
had pubiished detailed reports of the
speeches made by the nuble Lords, and had
inserted ais> leading elitorial articles, ex-
tensivei.y discussing the saine grounds of
defence against Mr. Wason's charges, and
repeating, to a considerable extent, the
charges wbiclr Mr. Wason regarded as lib 'el-
lbus, h e very naturally sought redress
against the proprietor of the Times, to
whom he did flot suppose the privilege of
Parliament cou'id extend; or if by possi-
bility it might be claimed to extend thus
far, for any purpose, lie expected it would,
at ail event-, not be carried beyond that of
givinig a report of the actual proceediîîgs in
that body. What, then niust have been bis
disappointmerrt, flot to say consternation, to,
hear and feel the learnied Chief Justice
hiewing down and cutting away the very last
timber in the platform upon whicli he felt
that he stood so securely. One cannot
belp feeling a certain degree of sympathy,
if not of actual commiseration, for the sad
condition in which the plaintiff thus ui[ex-
pectedly f und ilimselt. And it seems, so
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