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sutes ol the mumstry. It was represented as beiog published,
though it was delivercd to the kg in private, and it met with
45 UBZracious Al dUSWEr 3s-ever 4 pelitlon or remounstrauce ey-
er could  All publications o the same stisin, met with the
same censure  ‘I'he flood gates of the law were opened agaiust
publishers; and Scroggs, who favoured the views of the court
as much as Jefleries, hus predecessor, caniied the rigour of pun-
ishment as fur as it counld be stretched®  The poor as weil as
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of Mr. Llller for e publishing Jumus's Ictler to the kg, he ¢-
ven wenl so far, in his chavgelo thejury, asio tell them, that
“the epithets, mahcious, seditious, efc. wsed wm the wformation,
were merely mferences an law, and that it was necdless to groe
any proof about thon,” becauss, forsooth. the defendant mzht,
aficr connchion, be heard m cxlenuation of s offence.  All
: that was required to be proved an order o brin: 1 a verdict of
guilty, nas the simple fact of publisleng. Let thas principle be
applied to any other indictment, and see how ot 2ull stand.  In
case of an mdichmat for pevjury, where a person s charged mith
Raving sworn what 1s not trus. wilfully and corrptly, 17 ¢ jury
were to find the person to have sworn fulsely, but not willuily
and coiruptly, such a verdict would be an acquital. In cvery
case of theft or robbery, the ammus furandy must be cleurly
madc out. In murder, if not proved to have been commtted
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' !; " with malice aforethought, 1 15 no murder, L. L M.
;
o * However much in those Limes the arm of arbilrary powo
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was stretched out to overnhelm and crush, not only the bodies
. but also'the minds of the people, yct the doctrine reprobated 1n
the preceding note was not then droacked ; and thouwh the pub-
Lication of the petation | which was called a hbel) for which the
' seven bisheps were prosceuled, was undemably proved, the court
P explained to the jury the nuture of a libel, as well as the argu-
r ments offered by the Kng’s counsel to prove this petetron such,
‘ leaving it n conclusion enticely 1o the yury to yudge both of the
% merils and the act, both of the law and the fuct, and they ac-
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quitted the bishops of the whole wiformation becausc thewr pela-

tion nvas not @ Lbel _ Since the promulgat.on of the abomsnable
N mazan o© Lord Mansfield aga nst which I am contending, some
_jur es have cndeavoured to salve ther conscences by bringang m
the r verdicts w thrs manner, * guilly o! publishing the paper
called the frecholder’—¢ Law-reports, 1760.)  Bul jurymen
should consrder the absurdity o' such a verdiet, jor 1f nothing
but publicatron be proved, nothang is proved but what s mno-
cent, aud to say that a man 1s gty of au mnocent action 15
absurd ; besudes, 1f such a verdict be taken and allowed the
accused s sulject Lo the snme pamns and penalties as if the jury
had brought wn thar  crdict sunply “ gwilty.,”  But says an
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