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could a man, once acqultted after a hearing on' the menits,
-' agaîn be trieKt top the saine offene. Mr. Justice Soratton «a-. a

as the «round of bis deelsion that he did not wikh te prevent thé
defendants frein pleading autrefois acquit, in eaue a fr.esum-
mons- were issued ïgainst them, his judgment apparently ini.
volving a petitio pnziipli; whîle Mr. Justice Bailhache seems
to have been iuipruused ehiefiy by the atixenoe of any Englieh
authority for the proposition put -forward hi faveur of the
rule. It i. te be regretted that no more authoÂitative decisiou
in available, for the case cannot, of course, go to a higiier court,
being a criminal matter.-Law Times.

PRZNTERS' PR? VILEGE.

Ail who aid or counsel, direct or join in, the commission of
a tort are .foint tertfeascre. Hence a person who is injured by
a printed libel sues the author, if ho can discover hum, and
the printer jointly. If, as between t he author aud the peroon
defamed, the libel is published on a privileged occasion, eau
the printer avail himself of the pnivilege? If he can, does
express malice of the author expose the printer to liability t

*These questions were disoussed and decided by Mr. Justice
}3ankes. in the case of S9mith v, Streatfeild anêd others (109 L.T.
Rep. 173; (1913), W.N 263). The rector of a parish corn-
plained of the negligent performance by the plaintiff of hits
duties ad oue of the survoyors of ecelesiastical dilapidations of~
the diocese-a matter in which, if established, the rector and
the rural deans of the diocese had a genuine intereat. The
rector wrote a letter on the subjeot, employed a firin cf printerx
te rn tadsn a printed copy te each cf -terural deans.
ln getting the. letter printed he teck a natural and proper meanr,
cf cireulating the letter among those who were interested in
its cotns h etrenandstatements ea toy f
the surveyor in the way cf his business, and he brought an
action against the rector and the printers. As between the

x


