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COUR SUPÉRIEURE. Montréal, 2,1 Mai 1871

Coraiit:-M,%cKAY, ..

J. A. ?d0USSEAU vs. JOIIN I)OUGALL et ai.

*IUGf. :-Qin'un défendeur poursuivi eni dommzages pour libelle petit pli.,
excu.se. etc., sinion comme fins de nion-recevoirdui loinscfemmnin
rnitig2ltion (des dommi ages.

In~ tis case, IMr. J ustice Mlackay dehivered judgnjent. oi,
plaintifl's (lernuryrer to deferidants' plea. Th"Ie groumds 0J
the deniurrer; were:

lst. iat wlîether the writer of the articlescomlie
of believed thiem to be true, was no ansiver or delènce il.
law to this action.

2nd. i3ecause that plaintiff was wholly unknown te.
defendants as alleged, was no nnswver, etc.

3rd. ]3ecause the existence (if a, wide spread rtumiour. :i
alle-Md, that plkaintiff wzis connerted ivith thie causes mvbiel:
lîad ]cd the said Loriniier bo atteîmpt !suicide. afiords ii.
j ustification in law foi. the plîllation of said l :mtie-c*s
coxnipluiled of.

4th. Because tlie cireuistances allI ced, that idalmbif;
was a ien-iber of* the Blouse of (Counions. anid ihial th(
sai(l ruinour Nvas l'elie.ved in. affordis no justification il,
law for the publication of the article coinplainied of.

oth. l3ecause tie alleged retractations, s:t;ated t<) liav*
been pubiïish)ed on the lSth and 20th of llravlast.
were no answer or defence to, this act.ion.

6thi. l3ecause the institution of a, criminal 1)rocedifiL,
l'or lilmel l'y plaintif. is mîo bar or answer in law to p.mhirs-
tiff's civil renîedy. his H-on-or's judgnieiit is as.z folluws:-

Plaintiff sucs for daînages, S40,000, for libel, and lic
conchîdes for conti-ainIe par- corps, against t'le defeiidaniit>.
jointly and necrally. Tlîe libel is charge(] to have beca
cont.iimcd in two articles in the J'tcss followiiag an
atteîpt ai. sucide miade by a young Frenchnian namcdi
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