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for the Court; and, if capable of such meaning, it then be-
cornes a question of fact for the jury whether they did bear
that nieaning. It niay be that they are capable of such a wide
inuning, but it seenis to nme that they must needs be very
elastie if they cun be stretched sufficiently te cover it ail;
and it is clearer, in my opinion, that they are also, capable
(if a very inuch narrower meaning, that they eau be se, con-
tracted, without doing any greater violence to theni, so that
the.y xnay contain nothing libellous, in the sense attributed to
theni.

Thiere is no direct and positive charge, in the words pub-
hashed, of falsehood iu obtaining cither letter; it would not
ba difficuit te find that the meaning eonveyed by thema wa5thiat decep)tIon and falsehood bail been eniployed; but, ou the
othier baud, it would be diflijeut to say that reasonable men
could not fibd that such a meaning was not conveyed, and
much more than that must needs be found te, support the
laim, naniely, that the letters were obtained to, be used for

dishonest purpeses; aud in regard to the other îunueudoes it
wuuld bc by ne mneans difficuit te agree with the jury if ýthey
foujnd thiat the words used conveyed ne such nieaning, indeed
it miglit be difilcuit t6 agree with them if they found other-
wise in ail respects.

Whatever ether cause of action, if auy, plaintiff may have
had, it is imiposýsible, 1 think, for the!se( resoens, without con-
aideririg an >Y others, te say that no reasonable mien could in
tis casýe have honestly fouud for defendants un any grouud
disclosed in the alad ngs d evidence.

Motion diSmiEsed wvith costs.

MfACMAR1ON, J., gave reasons in writing for the saine
conclusion.

J3oYD, 0., concurred.
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