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Recapitulating and dissecting the evidence 

A. came to the conclusion that
“Of the thirteen specific accusations, no proof had been of- 

feted a, to many, and that, of the other., .he proof wa, mad„. 
"ouate and delertive. Lightness, frtvolny. and unpradence 
were one thing,—crime, guilt wi-kedne,..depra»,ty, w,re a. 
nother. The8 lait Had been chided by the defendant, at most 
he had proved only the former. Urn »» no. enough m law, 
a. the law has heretofore been found Hiitheiboofa A party 
who accuses another of crime at the bar of public opinion , 
mutt be held to as strict proof as he Who does the same thing 
at the bar of this conn. Any other rote would break down 
the mounds by which reputation is preserved, and over- 
whelm all that is dear,to us in the unbounded current of cal.

""The Court then adjourned till the follofonng
day. In the charge to the Jury '*uch was
then made, the Court commenced by following 
un the assumption, the erroneous nature of which 
I have in the former parts of this abstract endeav. 
cured to expose, namely that “by ^ 
law of England, the truth is not admissible m jus- 
tification,” and went again over the ground, tup- 
on which, at the commencement of the trial they 
had controverted the propriety, though not the 
existence, of this supposed maxim ot the com
mon law in England. After the able and lumin- 
®us display by Mr. Hooper of what was actually 
the common law of England on the subject, in 
opposition to the arbitrary dicta of a few of the 
judges, it seems to h ive been a perfectly superer
ogatory kind of fighting a windmill to have laid 
•o much fresh stress on the subject. I pass that 
over therefore, as well as the repetition of, and 
animadversion upon, the evidence adduced, and 
proceed to the close of the charge, which was,
in substance, as follows : • , *

-It ba. hero .teted to you, itr substutce that tt wu mcum- 
bent upon thy defendant» utiefy yo« of every, the minutest.
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