
JudlgeRnisay, then acldressing the defendants, said:
1 arn very sorry te be obliged te pasa sentence in this
case, but my dluty is clear. It is perhaps unnecessary
that I should makce auy sugges3tion as, to the course you
might have adopted. There is a case recently decided lu
England which would suggest to any body the preper
course to persue in such a case as yours. A great deal,
has been said about the verdict of the jur'y, put My ira-
pression is that it ie the only verdict which men under
oath could give. I think the jury could have brought in
noe ther. verdict. There was roiem, then, for you, to
have taken a different course froin -what yen did. IIad
you subrnitted affidavits to the Coui.t, attesting your
good faith and, wand of malice, 1.1 shoufid have been at lib-
erty to accept bail frorn you and dismiss you, but yen
àaw fit to take a different course, and I amn therefore
obliged to pass a sentencé which will net be merely for-
mai. At the saine turne I arn prrfectly uell aware that
the habits of thie country have been to use the press in
the moet racddess -nanner, and, consequently, as yoiXrs
is the firet case that cornes up lu this fori,ý it is neceesary
that I shoiild take iniù consideration the habits of the
country, which aie very unfortu nate. llor, ver 1f wouid
draw your attention to oue fast. An idea lias gone abroad
that the recent changes -in the libel law are of a nature te
render presecutiens of this ind lees likely to succeed. I
entirely differ frein those who think se.' In my judg-
ment, thée changes, render the law muchl more strlngent.

I make a distinction between Johin Redpath T)ougall,
who wrote part of the a-ticle, and Jarnes Duncan Dougalil,
the other defendant.

The sentence of tho Court ie that you4, Jfohn IRedpath
Dougali shall pay a fine of $60, and in det'ault of payment
te reral lu prison tili it is pald; and that yeni, Jaines
Dune.au Dougali, pay a une of $40, under a like alter-
native.")
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