
ý,su s o die rinustry. It was represented as being published,
though it was dehvered ti the kîngam private,'and it met with
as uhngracioUis an answer as-ever a peluxon or remonstrauice ev-
er could Ali publications in the saine stiain, met irith the
same censure The flood gates of the law were opened agaiust
publi.hers; and Scrocg, %ho favoured tie views of the court
as nuch as Jetreties, lits predecessor, cariled the ngour of puu-
sbhment as far as it could be stretzchd * The pool as weil sa

of/Mr. !iler for rc publeshng Junmus's Ictier to the king, he c-
v-n iment so far, an his charge to the jury, as ta tell than, that
"the epithets, malcious, seditious, etc. used en the anfornation,
were merdly inferencs in lan, and thai t imas needless to gîve
any proof about theim," becaus, forsooth. the defendant ni. hIt,
after convititon, be heard in extenuairon of his ofence. AUl
thai was required ta be proved an order to brin. i a verdict oj
guslty, as the simple fact o] pubihslhng. Let hibs prnciple bc
applhed to any other indictnent, and set how il ti stand. In
case of an ntcimneaf.1 or perjury, ihere a persan is chargedinnth
having sworn iwhat i; not true. wifully and corruptly, if a jury
wvere ta find ic person Io have sworn falsely, but not wilfuily
and coi ruptly, such a verdict woidd be an acquitlal. In every
case of theft or robbery, tie ammus furandi must be clearly
made oui. In murder, if not proved to have bcen committed
witlh malice aforetlhought, it es no murder, L. L .

Homever much in those ties the arm ofarbitrary powes
was stretched oui to overnhelm and crush, not only the bodies
but also'the minds of the people, yct the doctrine reprobated sa
hic preceding note mas ·ot then broached; and thoth the pub-
lhcation of the pelttion i ihich mas called a lsbel) jor whch the
seven bishops were prosccuted, mas undeniably proved, the court
explained to the jury the nature of a libel, as wcll as thle argu.
mente ofered by lhe Eing's counsel ta prove this petflion such,
Ieaving il in conclusion enticly to the jury Io judge both of the
ncris4 and the act, bath of the law and tise tici, and they ac-
quitted tse btshops of the wholc information because ileir pett-
lion mas iol a lebel Since the promulgation of the abominable
maxim o' Lord Mansfeid aga nst mwhich T am contendng, sorne
jur es have endeavoured to salve their consciences be brmg.ng tn
the r verdicts en thes manner, I guily o publishing the paper
called the frecholder"-qLaw.repors, 1769.) But juryznen
shoidd comder the absurdty o' such a verdict., for if nothing
but publication be proved, noth7ng is proved but what as inno-
cent, aud to say that a main as guilty of au innocent action us
absurd; besidee, if such a verdict bc taken and allowed ise
accused is sulject Io the same pains and penalties as !f the jury
had brought an their erdiet sunpiy 'gudly." But says an


