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l4e SidJaron fluddleston, in our view, made one clear mnisstatemnent of the law.
4)tter1 'fl effect that the Act did not proteCt a paewhcpblsd sianderOLis

It hug Uttered at a public meeting. He was uildoubtedly wrong here.
ý Sianerous matter was repoi ted, there Would be no need for protection, and

1 44is"'1 0bjeCt of the Act was to protect a flCwspaper which, for thte public benefit,
is th sed r'fltter to which exception might be takeii as being sianderous. This
there iSl reason for the existence of the Act. No protection is needed when

rro Hudes seems to have thought that the Act only protected

Sro Speeches made at public meetings by the, so to say, officiai speakers,
4% 5 rePorts of remarks made by members of the audience. He said "If a

ttPer a hooses to publish defamatory mnatter about anybody, though actually
atl t tPublic etig but which~ ha nohigtodowthth bjct f h

\ýO th en it cannot shield itself behind the Act." W/e submit that this is a
(dirto as to the law. The Act pro tects fair and accurate reports of the

Pris e
te 'at a public meeting, and surely the proceedings at a meeting cont-

wh~~rthing that takes place and everything that is said there, no matter by
Ot lnOu Opi ni1on he ought to have directed the jury that if the reirnarkS

er ot of public concern, and if the publication of the remarks was4Or th Public benefit, then the newspaper would not be protected by the At.
ct Opinion Baron Huddleston has altogether failed to comprehend the Libel

ehi.88 Ver if the " Star"' does not take proceedings to obtain a new trial, we
~ rnuchsurprised.

Cneland judge seem to have treated the expressions "iof public
U Ji nýd" for the public benefit " as if they were both equivalent to "O

t% "atte Now the Act does not use the word interest. Lt provides that
,t olr rPorted must be of public corlcern, and that the publication of it

Ste be ortePub lic benefit. There is surely a distinction between the words
'lleneit, and interest: the public May be interested in a matter which

fa r-oncerfi it, and the knowledge of which cannot benefit it ; the public is
r.lteresed in s-andalous matter which affects only the parties immediatelY

anete With it
%ý 9%. , and the knowledge of which is calculated to do more harmn

A4nnst '1d we do not think that it absolutelY follow,%s that because a matter

b "tl ' - Public, it is necessary for the Public benefit that it should be made
iked Wher is such a thing as secret service. The first question that should

a,' sit for te cosdering whether a report is protected under the Act of 1888
I? t, th'Public benefit that a report of the rnatter should be published at

~e ~ Sans wered in the negative, the Case is at an end. If it is answered

1% If ? hen follows the question : W/as the 'natter published of public
St1 If . lay, there is no protection. If yea, then inquirv must be made

P4' ires and accuracy of the rptand as to whthr'h metn was

q ci et'1 wi thin the Act. eotwhhr mein
qle'ra ur t S'Tlall damages were awarded against the " Star," the case is one

a1n'Potlce. The style of the "Inew journalism " is spreading t o thePesar<j everywhere there is a disposition to thrôw the light of publicity


