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REGINA v. CREIGHTON.
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C., C. 174, S. 2, S-S. (c); S. I1t3.

To an indictment for libel the defendant

pleaded that tbe words and statements com-

plained of in the indictmneft were true in sub-

stance and in fact, and that it was for the public

benefit that the matters charged in the alleged

libel sbould be publisbed by him. t eas
He/d, that tbe plea was insufficieni eas

it did not set out the particular facts upon wbîch

tbe defendant intended to rely ; and that the

omission from 37 Vlct., c. 38, s. 5 (R.S.C., C.

163, s. 4), of the words Ilin the manner required

in pleadîng a justification in an action for

defamation,"' wbicb were contained in C.S.U.C.

103, s. 9, bad not the effect of altering the rule.


