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James Barneg Cordle, ticket collector at Tyup.

Defendant.—I have a lettar from a party at
byidge Wells station, deposed that op the 16th | Rye where you tried the case before. I.f' you
he was on duty on the arrival of the train from | will not eat your own words you must abide by
Loudon, and saw defendant in g third-class cqp. | it. [Defendant here produced a letter, which
riage. He asked him to Pay the difference from | he said was from Mr. Vidler, of Rye.

third to second class, 1s. 10d,, and told him it His Hoxour —Do you suppose that I am to
Was only a third class train from London, De- | be bound by that ?

fendant refused, and was allowed to go on because Defendant —Excuse me for being plain, I con-
the train should not be detained, He saw do- | sider I have a right to be s0. You said, ““If you

fendant in & similar traig on the 4th April, and | bave a third-class ticket and see g third-class
i gave him notice that it w.

A8 not a third glpge carriage, get into it.” Those are your own
38 train from Tunbridge Wei}

s. words.
n Cross-examined. —] cautioned

him on the 443, His Hoxour,—Who says that I said that? It
April, a8 well ag My, Hughes, the station Mmagter. | is not true.
He then refused to Pay, and referred to 4 case Defendant.—I can prove it is true.
which he said haq been

i previously decideq. | His HoNouR. —It is very impertinent of ou to
did not show him the time-table, 18 S very impertin y

g X stand there and say mo. If you do not sit down
: Re-examined.—The time-tables were Publicly | I will commit you  for insult, and gend you to
. Posted on the platform. Lewes; that is tho way I shall treat you. = 1 say

Alfred Penfold, assistant ticket collector ag the it is not true. Every case must stand upon its
vi;;:nbndge Wells station, was about to be called, own merits. I do not know what Mr. Vidler's

en. 4 in your case I am perfectly satis-
Philbrick said he would save the time of ¢he E:Zefzzwbu%‘,:ei periectly
Court by admitting that he travelled by the trgin '
anillbnﬁi a 1f;hird class ticket, =

r. Hughes, station-master gt Tunbridge w ls, .

: produced a tima-table, and stated that tghe ue-;isn UNITED STATES REPORT
i in questjon was only & first and secong class train
’ from Tunbridge Wells,

Philbrick, for the defence, submitteq that bis
cli‘?nt Yas perfectly justified ip travelling by the | JOBN CampBrLL ET AL, v. Tue CoMMoNWEALTE,
tm]n m ques.tlon, DOththstanding the Caution | 4 disturbance or interruption of a meeting of school diree-
Wwhich he received. He apprehended that by the tors assembled in discharge of their public duties is
! contract, Mr. Harwood was entitled to Téturn by indictable at common law, although not punished by
j the class for which his ticket WAs issued g¢ py | ANV 4t of Assembly.
! onour decided Certiorari to Court of Quarter Sessions of
ver be gafe jn | Westmoreland County.

> Laird & Hunter for complainants.

1 e €re issued, and A. A Stewart contra

thatif they did that they would not wapy any- The opinion of the Court was delivered at
thing else to do.

SUPERIOR COURT OF PENNSYLVANIA.

3 ittsb h, Nov. 16, 1868, b
His HoNour ruled that the time.tyh]eq were Pittsburgh, Nov , by o
part of the contract, and thag defenday s Reap, J.—The second count of the_mdnctment
bound by them. wa charges that the defendant did wilfully . and
Philbrick said big

contract wa, . maliciously disturb and interrupt a certain meet-
¢lass ticket and ride by a thirds z?a;:k:a:rgslf ing of the School Directors of St. Clair township,
and he submitted that defendant haq ari ht.gu; in said county—they, the said school directorg—
ride by the train in question, & being then ";“(ii, “;]‘"'e _""Wft‘;“:" gsiemhledhfoxl-
. . . . N the purpose of disc arging their do Y a8 school
wf;s?f;ogn::;du?t’?}‘;.ng’ “lot, if the time-tgple direStorg for the said towuship of 8t. Clair, and
: . ¢ class from thyy PR | the question is whether the offence 8o charged
ticular station, 4 complaint was magg to him | o 0 %
ig & misdemeanor at commop law.
emanded, and he had pre- ¢ The onl} remaining breach of public order
and tranquility,” says Mr. Bishop in his Com-
Verdics L mentaries on the Criminal Law, Vol. 1, p. 982,
A Jor Uleplamlrﬁa ‘“to be here pointed out, is the disturbance of
When the judge was 8bout to retire, g¢ the | public meetings. When people rightfully as-
close of the business, ' semble for worship, or assemble in their town
Defenda.n.t ctme forward, gapq addressing His meetings and the like, and probably in all cages,
onour, said he should b much obligedg;r he | where they came together in an orderly way for
o for a Superior Court, a lawful object ; those who unlawfully interrupt
His Honour saiq he could not do it wh h them are indictable at the common law. 1t has
claim was only 15, 104, e | been said that in England the statutes which
Defendant then went on tg say Hig Hong had | Were there passed were necessary to protect dis-
previously decidegq sontrary to hig decigiourgha‘ senters, on account of an assembly by them not
day, and that it was the Previous decisio.,sn h'&h being lawful, while it is equally admitted that
induced him to defend the ggge. ® de“t }cn in this country, where all forms of worship are
Was given in this locality, ang was dead ac“'“o, favored, they are not required
» the one given that day. galos

In Respublica v. Teischer, 1 Dall. 838, Chief
His .Houou.n.—No 8uch thing, 8ir; and you | Justice McKeen snys: “But it seems to be agreed
re an impertinent fellow to stang ’
88y 80,

up th that whatever amounts to_n,Public wrong may
P there and e made the suhjeo: of an indictment.”




