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]PHASES 0F THE LIBEL LAW.
A Cuizuou Lîmu i. St-iîr.-Thc Belleville newspipers of

Septeniber 27 iast contain reports of a curious libel suit
agaimst The 'Marmora i-lerald, which was tried at the
Hastings .Xssizes before Hon. Sir John A. Boyd, Chancellor
of Ontario. The plaintiffs, a fariner and bis wife named
B3ooth, sued MNr. Rendol Snell, the publisher of T'he
Iilerald, for $u,ooo daniages for pubhishing the foilowving
paragraphi

1*ie iIcilvalle sun List %%,s îeek a e&c as tried in thbis poIiRe
court aliiicliaas nol ,ihen forili to the prcs'. but like niurder it caille out.
Some uînie ago a milan naîîsed 1>oughly %%ho lives ne.ir Robbs Corner, hâd
borne grain tlen front hiîn. and a countv çonstablt! to hold of the
caw.. bui lefore lie lîad trace of the good'. t)oughty ment t0oue. John
leç,ooli. tef 1-ai4dol. %Ir,. 110011, i' reiiicd t0 have à nmagie cry'.tât or
rairror. andl by ilue .îîd of tii andl lier wondlerful oi ite f( bcniled
ibe place %%hee te cgrinf .%a.Ssl tî.he nian alio tool, it. and the kind
or men w bu siqle as. '1 li#> exlittiion of w utclicr-it ctitte Io il,, eàr' of
the tutlioritie,. aînd %Ir,. liooih and lier lîu'.t'nd %%ere broîighi beforc
Niagisîr.iie linit. accu>ed of mw îrali anid the .îiding and .dbeîling ini
theç s.aie. 'Fi c.iençe a. idiittrd aînd a tine andt co.sîs; ainounting 10

$31. a%.î' îunpo>ed. Ti i is ihe '.'cond oifrnec for the lioollà'. Mr. 1'.
.1. NI. Ander'ori pro'vcute-1 the case.

TI)his was ai ieged to bc a I aise and malicious libel,"
The defendent was asked by the plaintiffs' solicitors to
retract and apologize, but he pluckily refused, and foughit
the case out and won easily hands down. The defence
ivas that the statements complained of were substantially
truc ; that they were fair comments on a matter of public
interest ; that they were a fair report, copied from The Sun,
of proceedings in the Police Magistrate's court at Belleville,
and were privileged ; and thar, iii ail these respects, they
were published in good faith and without malice towards
the plaintiffs. The only witness sworii for the plaintiffs was
the female plaintiff lerself, a very respectable and intelligent.
looking woman, whose cross examination by Mr. John
King, Q.C , counsel for the defence, was ducidediy enter-
taiming. In answer to bis questions it appearcd that she and
hier husband had been cliargted, before the Police Mlagistrate
at Belleville, with pretending, from skill or knowledge
-in some occuit science, to discover where or in whiat
manner certain goods and chattels, supposed to have been
btoien, might be tound. Both defendants were convicted,
and the sum of $3 1, the joint fine and costs, was paid by
the husband. The wife r~as not present before the
magistrale, but the husband, who pleaded guiiîy, signed a
palier in which lie stated that he was authorized to plead
guilty for hier aiso. The wonîan swore that she had the
power, which was "a gift fromn God," to tel], by lookimg
into a Ildiamomd" cîystai, where lost or stolen goods
couid bu found ».that she liadt done this for Ilseverai parties"
before ; and that she hiad been flned on a former occasion
for doing it. She hadt by that means given Mr. Doughty,
named in the paragraph, a "description " of the men who
hadt stolen bis goods. She was aslced if site could tell in
that way what damages the jury wvould give ber in this
action, and wherc the stolen momey, picked from Mr.
King's pockct a few ronilhs ago in Toronto, couid be fourid.
Her answer was, Ilnot to.day, because it would be against
the law." Rer conviction had evidentiy given ber mewv
light on the subject. The rmagic Ildianiond " was produced
by the witness, and is said to resemble the cut glass
pendant of a chandelier. Thle cross.examinatiom of the

woman showed that the statements in The H-erald were
substantialiy truc, and the judge thcreupon stopped the
case and nonsuited the piaintifis with costs. Or. as
pointedly aninounced in large beadlines by orie of the local
papers-" Tlhe 'BIlack Art ' Libel Case was stopped by the
judge, and thrown out of court."

This curious case is a pretty good tesson in newspaper
libel for both iawyers and iaymen. There are evidently
sonie intelligent people who stili believe tn a very question.
able sort of supernaturai wisdom, and il is just as well for
ail such to know that the anctent law against that pretended
knowiedge, cal]iut Ilwitch)craft," Iloccult science," or what
you will, is stili in good working order. The Herald
publisher and his solicitor, Mr. S. J. Cooley, are to be con-
gratuiated ori the resuit. The Sun, in which the paragraphi
originally appeared, escaped proceedings by the publication
of an 'lexpianatory item." if it had joined hands with
The l-lerald, it would have gained a share of the special
credit whuch is rightly due Trhe Herald for having the
courage of its convictions, and of bemng promptiy sustained
by the court. The action wvas a very frivolous and vexatious
one, and security for the defendait's costs sbouid have
been comipelled. The summary disposition of it by the
court shouid prove a warmimg Io ail persons hunting for
libel suits agaiuist newspapert.

LtIuîMw vs. TUiiL ('ITIZ/EN.-Thie Otta%'a. Citizen ivili
appeal against the verdict for $Soo found for Mer. James
Lindsay of the city hall by the jury at h alc assizes. In
referring to the case, The Citizen points oct that rifter the
appearance of the item compiained of the paper twice
printed explanations and apologies. Ir continues : IlThese
we deemed ample. MNr. Lindsay, when on the stand under
oath, was unable to say wherein the apology could have
been more fullI; he coutl mot suggest any change except
1hat The Citizen shouid have said i was Ilsorry"I where il
employed the word Ilregret." The def.-ndant did not cati
amy witness, but reiied upon the case as it was presented
by the plaintif's own evidence. The judge refused to
aliow evidence to show the irregularities which existed in
city hall, and ruied thai Mr. Lindsay was mot responsible
for the practices v7hich prevaiied under the system of
adminisfering the civic finances."

A Poi.iTic.%U. Dîsî'ýuTF.-At the St. Thomas assizes
before Chancellor Boyd, Henry C. Cusack sued The St.
Thomas journal for damages for alleged libel, the paper
having stated that $îo he subscribed to the Conservative
election fund was loaned him by T. W. Crothers. The
case was tried at the last Spring assizeF, the jury disagree-
ing, standing seven for plaintiff and fiye for defendant.
The jury were oct over three hours September 21, and
again disagreed, standing four for plaintiff and eight for
defendant.

M.'AVOR Nf.%Cli(bN.LD vs. ToR0NTO 'MAIL ANI)' ENIPIRI..
-This case was t ried before Mr. justice Meredith and a
jury. The Mail and Empire defended the case on the
groumd that the charge against Mýayor M\acdomald respecting
the Mâayorality was not libeilous, and that the charge of
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