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A ÉLLL AND ACCURATE REPORT

OF THE

CELEBRATED SLANDER CASE

OF

FERGUSON vs. GILMOUi.

%Io E ntelgente.

f Morning Chronide.

PER1 ~ COURT, 'QUÉEC

Wxtozer 30th November, 1853.

ore the flan. Mr. Justice CARoN, andI
Speciàl Jury.)

1554.

CARoLINE J. F ERGusoN, Plaintiff,
Ivs

JOHN GILMOUR, Defendant.

ON OF DAMAGES FOR SLANDER

is was an action brought to recove
ges for ceitain slanderous words al

dto have beeu spoken by the defend

oicerning the plaintiff. The damage

laid at £10,d00.
esars. Holt & Irvine appeared as coun

r the plaintiff, and Mr. G. Okill Stua
e defendant.

list of Special Jurors (speaking th
h language) having been called ove

lowing gentlemen answered to the

and, having been sworn, compose
-gry:-

E HAL,,, HENRyBENJAMIN,
FRY, S. LE

BRIEN,. MouNTAIN
WMG. G. ARDOUIN,

Wx. RANssAZ.

Mr. lLr opened.the case on the parti

He stated that the Plaintiff,' Miss Fergu.
son was lie belic.vcd a lady almost wholly un-
known ta the ju ry, inasmuch as she haLl Ueert
for several years absent from Quebec ; the
Defendant was well known throughout the
Province as a member cf anc cf the largyest
commercial ho'uses in this city sud as a
man at great -wealth and influence. The

a offence with wbich Mr. Gilmaur nGw Etood
charged before t 'hem was one of the mean-e
est social vices, and it was 50 d ificuit ta
believe that a mnan in.bis position should use.
language of lhe characer cf ithat imputed
ta him, that he (Mr. H.) did net couceive'

Shimself justifisd,.at that stage cf the pro-
ceed*ings, in stating ta the Jury wiîh any

r degrecf positivenees the na ture cf his in-
1-structionis or the guilt cf Mr" G. He (Mr.
[-H.) wauld merely observe ta thcm that if it

sa wcre truc that the Defendant had in fact
permitted himself ta asperse- the. characier

- of the Plaintifl; it wauld be bis duty lu pint
rt ont ta thema in tihe strongeet way, the serocun

effeot which slander utîsrsd by Mr. G. was

e lik ely ta produce upon the name sud' re-

r, putatiar. cf the lady. Wiîh refererce to the
irnature of the charge brauglit against Mr.
îdG. he infumred-themn that the Plaintiff al-

legcd tisat about the let M/ay, 1852,, at
Quebcc, Mr. Gilmour, had said, in tise pree
sence cf third parties, that $11she wae a
111 w-, sud that sise had.been hept by 4;
Cegentleman in Montreai ;"1 that. n couse-
quence cf tisis statemnent by Mr. Gil-
matir, one Mr. James Pattan,,,ta whomib te
wais engaged, refused tao marry'ber,, tsd

cf that she was othsrwisc grcatly ýJpjurod-in
ber reputation. Bcing unwiILi t'a tdotsin
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