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CONTEMPT 0F COUiRT.

for it, and it has therefore become a purely 2, needs no more than a passing notice. Whcn
arbitrary ruie; if disappoints intentions, it wc read that in WillUam8 v. Jo~hns, 12 Feb.,
icads to litigation, and has no counteracting 1773, the defendant, on being served with the
advantage,-and Mr. Wiley is quite riglit in subpoeaa, compeiled the person who served it
saying that it should be abolished. As te the te et the parchraent and wax of the process,
mode in which the abolition shou]d be effectefi, andi then beat and kicked him, and lcft him for
we differ frorn hin again. lIc enumerates dead, with orders to his servants to throw tlic
seven mules by whici lie desires that the pro- body into the river, one is flot surprised to find
perty shouid bc preserved for the descendants, that the defendant was sent to the Fleet for
allowing the ancestor to take a lifè estate only. contempt, under the above-înentionied order.
Six of tiiese are derived froni the five instances But we pass on te the comimoner fornis off
abeve-mentioned ; the seventh is designed to contempt at the present day, which consist in
assist the practical working of the alteration, words rather than in deefis. 0f these, accord-
by providing that wherc disýributive intercsts in- to Lord Ilardwicke, there are tlirec sorts,
are given Ilthe tenant f'or life sbould have the The first consists in scandalising the court
power of selling the fee under proper restric- itself; the second in libelling parties who are
tion, the rnoney to be produced, deducting the concerned in proceedings before tlic court; and
value of bis life interest, te be settled on fthc the third in prejudicing mankind against per-
trusts of the will." A botter plan wouid bc sons concernedi b proccedings before thc Court,
simpiy in a short Act to aboiish the Rlule in whcther parties or not, at any time before the
,Shelleiy's case at once, cither by name or dcs- proceedings are finally disposefi of.
cription. The testator's indications of inten- Witb reference to the flrst sort of contempt,
tien would then have free scope for operation, if is ecear that anything that scandalises the
witbout the confusion and difficulty of inter- Court itself, whcther in the nature of personal
pretation wbicb -woulfi inevifabiy arise from insuit, or of retiection upon the cours-, of
substituting six or scven benevolent miles for procedure,' or the administration of justice,
one liarsh one. But if even if this werc done must lie a contempt of the grossest character,
there would lie this cvii, thaf the autherities Lechrnere Chrtescase, 2 My. & Cr. 316,
wouid lie fhrown into a far more troublesome whcre the contempt was in writing athreaten-
state than at present. '[home would be 'nun- ieg letter to the master to influence bis judg-
dreds of decided cases of whicli it wvould be mient in the mnatter of the Ludlow charities,
almost impossible to say wbetlier thcy had and 3fartin's case,' 9 R. & M. 674 D, iliherc
any effct left tbcm or not. the conternipt xvas in writing a letter te the

Wc are flrmlv convinced in our own mird Lordi Chancellor enclosingmioley, arc the first
that flic time has now arrivcd wbeu a carefül inistances wbicli occur to ns. But cases like
lianf sbould reinodel our xvbolc meal properfy fliese are net common.
iaw by aboiishing ail that lias become pr rely Tb eond ani-i third sorts may be taken
arbitrary. In cifeet this wvouid probably be togýether, aýnd stated te consisf in publisbing
to remove almnost cvery trace off feudalismn. written or printed matter coueerming pendîrîg
Sncbi a change zefli be made, and oie should prcedns cither with the intention of vili-
prefer te sec it made once for ail, rather than fying thc parties concernefi, or of prejudicing
piecemeai. sehicetors' Joeeu-ia. ieankind againist tbem. It is obvions that

______ ________ îany cases off this character are cases off libel
dealt with in a particular way becauise they

CON[EIIPT O F COURT. ameunt te a contempt off court ; wvbile, ou the
'This is a subjeet fo whicb attention must other baud, there are many cases wherc semae-

have been drawn by several cases which have tbing bas been doue, sud the Court is movefi
beenilafely reported. Wbetber the occurrence te commit the party doing it f'or contempt, in-
of conduct xvbicb the Court deemis contemptu- stead off te restrain him by injoucition froni
ons lias been more frequeut, or the reporters doing se again.
have been more diligent in reperting such cases '[ho reason off this is thaf flic Court is boundc
as bave occurrcd, oie know net. te, assert ifs dignity and protect parties before

It oi be conceived tbat every court of jus- it ne iess than itscl£t lu order te securo the due
fiee possesses an inherent riglbt, whicli it is in administration off justice. IlNotbing is more
duty bounfi te exercise, et' punishing fliose incumbent uipon courts of justicc," Lord liard-
who contenin its dignity; and if is quite clear w ickc said, in Boeh v. Garvan, Iltban te
that if flic rigbt difi net axist, the course of preserve tbese proceedings frem lieing iuisre-
justice wonld lie seriously interfered witb. presented; nor is there arîything of more per-
'[bis being se, the question follows, wbat are nicieus consequeuce than te prejudice the
the acts w bicb courts of justice, and cspecially minus off tbe public against persons.concernefi,
tlic court of Cbanccry, are wonit te consider wbef ber parties or net, in causes, beforo the
as contemptuons ? cause is finally heard."

'[he sort of contempf which consists ini using Thle casc syliiel led to these remnarks off Lord
violence or abusive language tea person serving Hardwicke is better known as flie St. Jltïess'
flic process or orders off the Court, or nsing Chroyticea case, (2 t.tk. 470). It was a motion
scandalous or contemptueus words against the in the cause cf Itoaeh v. aarvaaz te commit
Court or the process thereof, Cons. ord. xlii. the printers off that journal and the Champ ionu,


