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1. Intent cf the publication in libel-Its threefold distinction.

One of the *principal distinctions between civil and eriminal

liability for libel consiists in the intention of the publication.
This intention, in reference to both kinds of liability, is

said to be capable ni a threehold distinction. The publiahler may
(1) be actiiated by a malignant intention to effect the particular
mischief to which the weans ivhich he uses tend; or, (2) his object
may be benevolent and laudable; or, (3) he may be indifferent as
to consequences, and act purely from some collateral motive.
But mere intention in the abstract, and a'ithout reference to
circumatances which supply a justification reeognized by the
law, canuot aupply a test of exemption from criminal, any more


