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SELECTIONS. charge made. Generally, more harm is doue
ta character by wbispered than by outspoken

SLANDER AND LIBEL.* malice. It is the baneful effèct of siander, and

A distinguished writer .upon jurisprudence nat of litai, which is depicted by the poat and
bas said, "I will venture to affirm, that no tbe navelist. Again, a public denunciatian by
other body of law, obtaining in a civilized word of mauth may surely have a widar circu-
community, bas so little of consistencv and lation thai an insinuation in a confidentiel
symmetry as our own. ilence its enormous letter sent ty post. Anether reasan given for
bulk, and (what is infinitely worse than is the distinction is, that the tendency of liel ta
mere bulk) the utter impossibility of conceiv- a breacb of the peace is more direct than the
ing it with distinctness and precision. If you tendencyaisiander. But tbsisquastianable.
would know the English law, you must know The tangue, lu matters not of gaverument
ail the details which make up the mess. For conceru, bas caused more bloodsbad than the
it bas none of those large coherent principles peu ever did. Neither can tbe distinction rest
which are a sure index to details; and, since upenethicalgrounds. Awomauschastityor
details are infinite, it is manifest that no man, a man's integrity may be called lu question by
let his industry be what it nay, can compass word aimouth, and the law is wbally suent;
the whole system. Consequently, the know- but printed ridicule of the set ai ber dress, or
ledge of an English lawyer is nothing but a the carnage ai bis persan, lays tbe ground-
beggarly account of scraps and fragments. work net only for vindictive dames, but for
His memory may be stored with numerous setting in motion the criminal law against the
particulars; but of the law as a whole, and of affendar.
the mutual relations of its parts, be bas not a Certain classes oly ai spoken dafamatary
conception." t wrds are actianable. Why are those parti-

The law of slander and libel is beset with culer classes singled out as actionable, whiîe
questions of a perplexing character. It seems other words, equally defamatory, nat amtraced
to have no general principle for its foundation. witbin tbem, vill nat support an action?
Although from the time of the year-books to Oral language is, with seme slight limitation,
the present the reports abound with cases actienable per 8e when it cbarges an indictable
upon this branch of the law, and although affance. Te charge one witb such au offence
text-book after text-book has been written tends ta degrade bim in tbe estimation ai bis
upon the subject, the questions remain as iellows, and aiten ta expose him te tbe peril
perplexing as ever. There is no simple and a public prosecution. Is it the degradatian
general rule for determining what words will t which the slandared persan is subjected, or
and what will not support aun action. While is it the peril ta which he is expesed, or is it
a suit can be brought for any defamatory bath ai these things tagether, wbich furnish
written words, only certain classes of defama- the ground ai action? Baron Parke, inleming
tory spoken words are actionable. Again, v. Poier, 10 M. & W. 564, says, IThe ground
while written defamation is punished by o the matter bcing actionable is, that a charge
indictment, redress for spoken words is given is mad whib if it were true, wuld endanger
only by a civil action. No entirely satisfactory th plaintif in point ai law." But it la

yesnbsee eugvnfrlm xsec actionable te charge the plaintiff with bavingreason has ever been given for the existence
of these distinctions between the law of libel committed a crime, and baving been already
and the law of slander. The reason usually punished for it; fer example, ta say tbat be is
given is, that written defamation has a more a ttrnad eonvict. Yet by snob au accusa-
extended circulation than spoken words. This tien the plaintif is nat cndangered in point
would seem to imply (inasmuch as the grossest ai law. Je it tbe social degradatian te which
slander is net, while the most trivial libel is, t plaintif is exposed whicb canstitutes tbe
indictable) that the injury done te the person ground ai action? Ta cali ane a rogne, a
defamed is rather in proportion ta the extent nascal, a cheat and a swindler, k ta expose
over which the defamatory matter is spread, him ta sacial degradation; but it is seid that
than te the gravity of the charge itself. But sucb an accusation is not actieneble, becanse
the greater part of the injury done by defama- it dees net "endanger the plaintif lu point of
tien is comprised within the narrow circle of
one's associates and acquaintances. The defa- V. ffruood, Miner, 93), tbat te charge ana
mation of an unknown person is as void of with the commission ofe crime against nature
effect as the defamation of a fictitious person is nat actionabla, tecause sncb a thing is nat
would be. Within the circle te which defama- indictable et cemmnn 1cm, and mas not lu thet
tion extends-and in regard to a common Stete a statutery affence. Sometimas it is said
person that circle is more readily reached by
speech than by writing-the extent of the the action, and that the charge ai tbe crime la
injury done depends upon the nature of the
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