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own use and benefit, to the great PerTwJr ? 
detriment of the Province "6 Tn TjféiZ. 1 y\mr c; J-< and Bain, J. 
this the defendants pleaded not when the P ^ °f fair c°mment, 
guilty, and fair comment on mat- don on .he ’S noP,ea of Jusiifica- 
ters of great public interest on the record, the. defendant

At the trial the jury brought in a ed on "Åre »*“' ‘T faC,ts 
general verdict for the defendants addnre t *LUe’ but he may not 
When the verdict was announcedj charges of sDerifi f°- Shc\v that 
the learned Judge, who had u l t g »* specific misconduct or 
certain questlonftö fte jury satd % troe'

Have you anything to sav as tneith».-™-VLjR’ Cp J' The jury 
any of the questions? D0 von , l ef misu"derstood or disregarded 

find whetherq,he ^bHcatfo°n Z "Äthe meanmg ascribe'd, to it bv theouvhlV2 ’ ,The, WT thor- 
plaintiff ? ”* To this the foreman Tudgé^s H,W d Tt learncd 
replied, “ We did not rnnsirW I a • S, dlrectlons and had a per- 
at all. We found the artide conf S h® '1 ‘° dlsre«aid thequestions 
plained of, was a fdr Zment n ThJplfindff,.

. atter of public interest, but the proved the Case \n chl'f
jury while giving the verdict dpsir#» a •* P^hcation, and called 
to State thagt it would håvé b en nla,n‘,T* Wh° Pf°ved that the 

better if more temperate language Cornmb *WaS as Railway
had been used.” Tl,e Sed . Åo„T= \T! and ,is sig"ature to 
Judgethen said, “ If it imputed a and NnOWee ndl^3ovemmem 
specificact of misconduct to him toba R,ii°r le™ Pacific and Mani- 
(the plaintiflf) it could not be (TrX said Z. n a"d he

comment, you understand that, do over thU contrarMedV d'scussio"

replied, “Uhink* we^vnderetood a p 'a"g?ge,of tl,e allcged bbeUo

*.,..ji k sr.säsirir. „ in.,, Äirs. t&s&b
Th^, DU™C' I’’ dlssenting). wtnesses to prove the truth of the 
That if the pubhcation charged thecharges. The plaintiff then tender- 
plaintiff Wtth what the innuendo ed m rebuttal the evidence of two 
alleged it did, viz : a specific act witnesses to disprove the truth of 
of misconduct, it could not be fairthese charges and the evidence was 
comment unless the jury found the rejected. 
charges to be true, and as from the Per Tavlor fl Tl-

sider whether or /ot The Äch7e? an/0"' mt° ln case in 
complained of had the meaningevidence, an7 th^YhoutT
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