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dlifference Whether you say, ciBebold alsothe gallows which Haman bas made," or,

()n n accOunt look at the gallows which
.1Ianlan hs Inade."l It is sometimes saidthat, as a man maust be held te intend theinatural con1sequences of bis acts, and as theniatur 1l 'consequenc0 of the censure of a dead
Ian 'a to exaSperate bis living friends andrelations and so, to cause breaches of the

Pec, attacks onl the dead muet be punisb-able as ]ibelsp because they tend te, a breach
Ofld th ec, whetber tbey are or are notitelided as an indirect way of reflecting on

th"lng, uless, indeed, tbey are privi-1leged as fair comaments on matters of public
'interest or the like. My brother Wills, incharging th, grand jury in this case, seemed.tO t»ke this View. I have the most unfeign-ed respect for whatever falls from bum, but Ieanfnot agree to, thi& in its full extent. It
eoer's tO me tbat if it were correct, Lord'4' view Would be correct. But the caseOf Re V. Tapham distinctly holde that it is
not, for in that case judgment was arrested,
because no0 intention to injure the family

88 all,8ed. Tbis shows that the intent to1"jure the farnily was a fact requiring proof
anid 1I6ecessary te be, found by the jury, and
"ot ar'lllference by which eywrbon
fror1 the terrms of the wrthey reln ondh

ofdInn t h to add that I regard thesilnceof heauthorities and tbe general
practîoce of the profession as a more weighty
authoritY on this point than the isolated

fato ord Coke and the few unsatis-
f ar Y cases referred te, in Rex v. *Topham.
tend Yluctant in the highest degree te, ex-

tedthe criminal law. T. speak broadly,
t'O li4l the dead in not an offenoe known te
'Ou law. If an extension of it is required, itls for Parliamnent and not for the judges te,
eltend it. 1 tbink it lis a fatal objection to
aeveral Of the count8 of the indictment that
.hyaver Only a tendency and flot an'fitention te injure and te, excite a breach oftePeace. To define the crime of libel with
M!ferenoe8 te tbe tendency of the matters

Wrteand flot by the intention of the
""ter, Inight or rnigbt not be, an improve-
'1nent of the law;- but, if it is, it must ho1 ù eCted by the Legislature and not byte
j dge& For ths reasons, I tbink that, as it

is flot and cannot be suggested, that the
observations made on the late Mr. Batchelor
were intended to injure and bring contempt
on hie family, but only to injure the charac-
ter of the late Mr. Batchelor himself, the
defendant must be, acquitted.

The jury returned a verdict of not guilty.'
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Tuesda1j, Match 15.
The Queen v. Cole or Bowen.-Two reserved

cases; continued to, 23rd inst
Bondy v. Valois; and Falardeau v. Valis.-

Motion for appeal from interlocutory judg-
ment C. A. V.

Laurier v. Legris.-Motion for leave t ap-
peal from interlocutory judgment, rej cted
with costs.

C'ie Minière de Colraine & McGauvro.-
Ileard de novo on merits. C. A. V.

Lebeau & Poitras.-Heard on interlocutory
appeal. C. A. V.

Canadian Pacifie Railuuy Co. & McRa.-
Ileard. C. A. V.

Garth et al. & La Banque d'Hochelaga, &
Taillon, & Merier.-Petition for reprise a 'in-
stance; granted by consent

Wednesday, March 16.
Lanctot & Ryan.-Heard on motion for

leave to appeal from interlocutory judgment.
C. A. V.

La Cie. de Natigation de Longueuil & Les
Commissaires d'Ecale de la Ville de Longueui-
Ileard on motion for appeal from interlocu-
tory judgment. C. A. V.

Fellawvs Medical Go. & Lambe.-Motion that
Mr. Beausoleil ho substituted for Messrs.
Lacoste & Cie. Mr. Brosseau aïsks for pro-
duction of authority for substitution. C.A.

Lapaîrne & Barré.-Heard on motion te
quash writ. C. A. V.

Juah & Boxer et al.-Heard on motion te,
quash writ. C. A. V.

Goodall & Exchange Banlc.-Heard on
nierits. C. A. V.

Bryson & Cannavon.-Part heard on merits.

Thursday, Match 17.
Bryson & Cannavon.-Hearing concluded.

c.- A. V.
Renoit & Benoit.-Heard. C. A. V.
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