
bring a man into public disgracc. A man may often say or write a thing which,
although imputing a crime or a misdemeanor, or something to another, yet will not
submit him to any liability, because it may be spoken on an occasion which justifies,
and if there bad been nothing further here than the publications of tl cuo issue'd
on the 1lth and 19th November, probably the plaintifi could not have :,ued you w
say that the defendants had been guilty of any wrong. In other words, was an
occasion in which circumstances were mentioned which called for grave public dis-
approbation on the part of anyone following the employment of a public journalist.
It was his privilege and bis duty to stigmatize the facts which aprear to n"le been
brought to him in the strongest manner. I should have had no hesitation in ruling
that if the libels were only those contained in the newspapers of' th h lui anid lâth,
there was no libel at all, because there was a perfectly just reason for the discussion,
for it was not shown that the articles were not honestly wei- . * I ndnt.
Plaintiff complains that after the charge was made, the defendints were not willing
to accept the denial of the plaintiff. Plaintiff denied the charge, a. ho plaintiff
suggested that he wouid have been satisfied with it, and the oily thinig which justifies
his appearance in Court to-day is the publications of the 25th and 26th.

It is for you to say what those publications mean. I shall not trouble you with
repeating ail those publications; but I will read one or two for you, in order to illus-
trate what I mean to refer to as to the way in which the plaintiff sets out his case.
He sets out two counts, in one of which ho sets out the libel, what ho cats libels,
interspersing them at suitable places with inuerdos, which ho sayo thee liIl1s bear.
(Reads.) Plaintiff says that these libels mean that he simply tendered f,', the pur-
pose of inducing some other tenderer who had command of greater means, and
would be more likely to be able to command the tender, for the corcupt purpose of'
beg Louh off. When > u come tu look at the libels, it will te fi , , ; .j what
they are. You will say whether that is the fair meaning to be deduced fromi the
language which has been used; Y hether the plaintiff is right in that, or whether the
view which the defendants put forward with considerable ingenuity is correct, in
which they say that they do not mean to charge him with receiving the money, but
that the moLey was paid foi the withdrawal of his tender. In a'. .. of
the charge the plaintiff says, 4 I do not care what the libels mean, as I have tet them
out; I simply copy them ail out, and lay them before the jury, and ask tlem to say
what they mean, apart from any pense I put upon them ;" and ho asks you to say
that they aie iin tLcmselves libele.

It is for you to say whether, looking at the publications alone, or with the mean-
ings which the plaintiff attaches to them, whether they are libels. 1D.ondants dony
publication; deny that they were actuated by any malice in publishing these state-
ments; abu, iin tLe ecoid pica, aetendants say that the libeis, apait rrom the mean-
ings whicL -he ¡1nintiff bas choser to attach to them, are tiuc.

I have held that there is evidence before you of malice. There are two things
which you have to be satisfied of in a case of this kind; first, that there is malice;-
and, tecuidily, of publication. The publication of these ducuments is amn, cd. I
bave told you that there is evidence of malice aiising flon the fUt i àa.. *or the
denials wi iikcn L> Mr. Boyle were sent to the defendants, they tonuuu publieh
charges retpecting him; that is, if they bear the meaning the plaintiff says they
mean. You may attach what weight yon like to that; you may say that it is not
malice at ail; µ,u nmy i ay these articles do not conLain auy enaige wtion is in-
jurious or de;arn±atoiy to Mr. Boyle. The defendants unudertako to estabiîsh the
second ples, ard 1hat is the c.no in respect of which aIl the evidenme -as oVLI given ;
that is, ih. the meaning given to the libels which are charged were and are true in
subetanc. ;in&d in tact. I think it is botter for a judge not to express auny opinion as
to whet Let- e -ns been a libel or not; but I think I ought to 4.' ,, 1 ,.ow Of
the con1 1 wilbch the defendant's counsel had urged to you so ,t . that the,
meaning 0. o e articles as we have them is plainly te charge Mr. B j- wjth hav-
inp co .',,, ,pîion }owever, you may ont. pgv th e1 -,on to
that. X m m in y ltid tuat it was paid to Cotton in the manne iir 1ùed, and
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