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arie is rcbutted, and it tecomes necessary te
give proof cf actuel malice, or of corne indirect
miotive, or cf a wist to gratify private spite.
Everythiag tas teen urged on behaîf of Mr.
Odger thet cr'uld priesibly be urged, tut I see
no ground wliatever for disturting the verdict
of the jury.

Gnovx, J.-! amn of the samne opinion. If
there te a ground of action witt whiet the
court sliould tesitate te interfère witli a jury
more then any other, ttat grounid of action is
libel. If is now the la fliaf litel or no libel
la for the jury, and thc court sliould not inter-
fere, unlees thc grouud for interference te over-
whelrningly sfrong. Ifilucre ridicuilecfa public
imer wcre cnungli f0 support an action for litel,
cvcry public newepaper epccially every cornic
rcewspaper-wcultt te perpetuially suliject; to
have an action breuglit egainst it. Thc tact is,
that public mer nmust put csp witt leughing,
cericaturing, and snccring. Now flic questionI
here vas flua :-vas the alleged lîbel reelly a
indignent atteclr on Mir. Odgcr's private charc-
ter, or vas it a holding up cf lus prirciples te
derision ? This question lias beer put te and
ensvcred by a jury, and thc court could neyer
say that a seccud jury is bound te entertain if
again. tuless every electioneering suil is to
tie made the subjeet cf an action, 1 de rot sec
tow ve ean posedbly iuterfere, the defendant
teing entitied te thc verdict upon the flnding
cf the jury thaf the pica cf justification vas
prcvcd.

IDENMANK, J. -I ar cf the Saine Opinion, ou1
thc grounfi that the. court weuld te intcrfcring
lu a very mischievouis way vifli the functicus
of tte jury by grarting the rule. Gcnerelly
spcalcing, the court eau ouly say cf a document,
whetter it can te a litel, and it is then fcr flic
jury to say w;vter if te se or rot ; fcr the
jury arc guardianis cf freedoni cf Public commuent
as weil as cf private cliaracter. Thec plaintiff
here is ernpbatically a public man, and as sucli
is yrlmdfccie flic proper subjeet cf public comi-
ment. It a as fer the jury to aay wvtetter flic
comment vent licyoid aliat vas fair aud riglit.
If I tadl teen on ttc jury, I migtit pertaps
have erterteirefi the questi on wtetter a verdict
lu thc plaiitiff's faveur fer a small ameunt
would have becui riglit ; tut, et ttc camne time,
1 stould have teen quite dîsposcd te listen te
arytliag my felîca-jurymen rnîght say on tte
ether side. Miy jndgmert la fcunded on flic
assuimption tliat the jury fcuudl tlieir verdict
npon fhe plea of rot guilty.

RoNYMiN, .- I amn of the samne opinion,
and enly vieli te say fIat 1 do net vist it in

any vay te tec uuderstood fluet a nevîpaper
aoay mate ifs public commente a veticle for
attack on private cliaracter. Hovever, liere wu
have a epecial jury cf the City cf Loudon ftnd-
ing, after great dellberatien (ou what plea Ait l
imnuaferial), e verdict fer ttc defendent lu an
action fer litel, and I flink that ve carrnof
interfere.
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Whers one havtng an intercît iu land ist induced te con-

fide je the verbal premise et anether that hie wttt
purthais fer the beniefit cf the fermer at a ,hertff ,.
sale, and ln pursuance cf thiH allons him te hecemual
the helder et thc legal tille, an attemptefi denial liy
thé latter of thc confidence, je seeh a transi as wi13
couvert the perchaser biite a trustte ex mclcfiolo.
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Errer te flic Cemmiron Picîs of Carncrorý
Ueuuty.

Meneur,, J. Ttc plaintiff daims te re-
coter flic lendi under thc title acquiref1
et e eieriffes sale, abher If vas seki as,
the propcrty cf the estae cf Merriclé
Ileusler, deceaed. Ttc defendent, wte je flie
wvidew et the îeid Iloueler, mede defence te a
portion cf said land called "lTtc Homeeteafi,"
ceutaiuiug atout ciglitecu acres. Prier te, auf
et the tirne cf, the steriff e sale, the defendant
and lier miner chludrer wcre lu the actuel pos-
session cf flic vtele proerty. Ste lied crtercd
ito a contreet te purcliase if frein. Aden

Iloueler, uvte held e dced for if subject te the,
payrnent eofflic plaintiffs. Wtile flics holding
aliatever intereet passcd te lier under flua con-
tract, as xcli as bier riglit cf duvet, she made
ttc arrangement vifli Simpson, under wticliea
puirdlasefi et steriff'e sale.

Thc evideuce given by thc defendauts, wticli
thc jury fourid to te truc, vas substautially ttis,
te wit: Prier tc flic steriff's sale thc defendant
ted agrced wift Ader Heusler te bld off fthe
wboie laud, providcd if vas net mun cp tiguer
fluer $1,200 or $1,250, whicu vas the value cf
,tte property, andi if tie tecame thc purcheser ha
vas te deed II Ttc Homesfeed " te te-. Upon
ttc day next preccding ttc sale Simpson, vho,
vas ttc plaintif lu flic executicu, vas iufermed
ef this arrangement btec Aden Houisler andi
flic defendant. Hie flien saisi te fIers if tliey
voulsi nef iuterfère or titi at the sale, aud. havae
If bld off as 1ev as possible, that ste sbocsld,
have the bomestead ; ste stculd net get cry
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