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: : of the law.
J ow Baron Huddleston, in our view, made one clear r-mSStaLel?;liz; slanderous
20 i gy that the Act did not protect a paper which pu dly wrong here.
m?ute ough uttered at a public meeting. He was undoul;te iotection, and
rougs matter was repoited, there would be no peed Orﬂ[l)e public benefit,
bject of the Act was to protect a tewspaper Wth.h, fmimderous- This
Matter to which exception might be taken as belgg sle o oded when
:i]t ° Sole Teason for“’;he existence of the Act.  No protection is

Cre Is s ’ cted

Ag "nnoBlzblhty' leston seems to have thought that the Act on'l'yl ];r(:gt:kers,
“Port S onhHudd . Otn ublic meetings by the, so to say, oﬂicld.d? “Ifa
N repziic o ks made by members of the audience. He sgh actually
eng Aper Ch's y remdrljish defamatory matter about an.Vl_)Ody’ thc:)t}gcts of the
e at g loxi)j'es y ptl’]n but which has nothing to do with thfi Ohji this is a
:‘eetin ’ theg it z:((:l:;l](:)et lshg;rt’ald itself behind the Act.” We submit teaorts of the
e irection as to the law. The Act protects fair and‘accurater e}:)eting com-
pf’ocee ings” at a public meeting, and surely the proceedl.ngs at a mo matter by
W}I]se ever)fthing th[z)tt takes place and everything that is said therezf"the remarks
T on? ! 0ur opinion he ought to have directed th.e o that hl remarks was
n(iorte "eTe not of public concern, and if the publication of t fed by the Act.
Iy 0f0r the Public benefit, then the newspaper Woulfi not be PrOt:echcnd the Libel
Ay N “Piniop Baron Huddleston has altogether fa}led to CCI;'t“Ii)n a new trial, we
shal’l IbS 8, ang if the « Star™ does not take Proceedings to obta .
: Bote "El(‘)y much surprised. to have treated the expressions *of pu‘l:l:;
on%rnh unsel and Judge.seem ‘0” s if they were both equivalent' to bt
p“blic- aAnd “for the public benefit” as o YY d interest. It providestha
the m Mterest » Now the Act does not use the wor hat the publication of it
Mgy Atter fePorted must be of public concern, ar‘ld-t al between the words
Q‘)ncebe Or the Public benefit. There i§ surely d1§t1nct12nd ii S tter whic.h
Qanngrt“, “hefit, and interest : the public }I:;}l’ be mief:nfaﬁt it ; the public is
%:Klinte:ncem it, and the knowledge of w canno

ies immediately
“sted iy scandalous matter which affects only the parties imm
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harm
it, and the knowledge of which is calculated to do m(;r(:natter
N . And ’\:en(io not think that it absolutely follows that belc]aui(;: S ade
. i it shou
tn()w;ns' © Public, it is necessary for the public benefit that it s
L

; hould

i ing et service. The first question that s .

is:aSkEd W :;eclos Sf‘;h a ft'hxlhg,et'clhseie:rreport is protected under the Actt)lizflefit

1 Jor € Pgillifrl::r{:eﬁt that a report of the matter should bt? pu S vered

N this i aﬂSWered in the negative, the case is at an end. If‘l;l?j of public
Ative, then follows the question : Was the matter publishe

; ; be made
i 1 If ye: hen inquiry must
.t hay, there is no protection. yea, t q
alrneSS a
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Seting withi Act. . S is one
t an‘:lllﬂ;l;nmt:ees were awarded against the * Star,” the (':aseto the
Poftance, - The style of the “new journaliom ~ 1 ey publicity
» and ev.erywhere);here is a disposition to throw the light of p

ing was-
nd accuracy of the report, and as to whether the meeting




