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RAILWAY INSPEGTOR'S
SLANDER ACTION,

Joctor Sued at Kerry Assizes

THE RESULT.

At the Reric Spiing Assizes on Taesluv,
brfcre Loid Justice Moloney, '

Jereminh O'Dwyer, Inspector, in the em-
ployment of the G. 8 and W. Raillway at
Lamerick, oppealed against the decisio: of
the Connty Court Judge in disnussing en
action for siander against Timothy Weulfe.
M.D Tarbert. The slander was allegsd to
he contaned in a notice publish«J in the
“Laberator”” that the Tuspector’s conduct was
not all that it should be

Setjeant Sullvan, K C, and Mr. D
McC Downing (nstructed by My, P J.
O'Donrcll soh.), appeared for the * ppelant

My E J McElhgott, h.C. anl Mes. B.
Roche fHinstructed by Mi. 7. Woulfe, anir ),
for the r1espondent.

The defendant. in his ¢vidence, stat § that
the paragiaph whieh was pubhshed m the
CLincratry’  nst was  altorwards @ut  te
cvery nmewspaper chienlating between Iimer.
ik and Tralee

Swojeant Sullnan-—I  believe  that  (the
“Libeitor’™) enjoys vmmumty. They were
stfc *n publshing it.

After hearmng further ewdence, his Lord-
ship deferred judgment.

On Wednesday morming, his Towdshiy in

civing Judgment, said the case was ot somne
public importance. The plaintff was o wman
whe liad 3isen an the service of the 131t
Sovthein and Westein Rarlway Coup ny
from the position of porter to that of n-
epecton at Lumerick, and for 25 years lie nad
Lorne an excellent character in the ser. oo of
*he Company The defendant was a yo.0g
Medical Officer in Tarbert in ihis counts, who
Liad perhaps an eanggerated view of ws own
*mj ortance, and who perhaps did not Lousider
that there was a duty also enst upon a8 pro-
fesstonal gentleman of kindness ami con-
sidcration for thase with whom he cume in
cet tack. He referied to the lettors written
by defendant to tho railway autho:ties n
1 | 'ch he acensed plaintiff of being . mi«nners
snc¢ conduct insolent, impertinent aai mavil
ant espressed the hope that his norh.erizies
would deal with nim. He camo to the con-
clus-on that Dr. Woulfe was not 'jnsb-‘ied in
the language he used against plaintf. The
watter was fully investigated by tho Super-
mtcndont at Limerick, who camé *o tne con-
clusion that Dwyer had not been lacking in
his duty and thai the case wns a n.ost ex-
aggerated onc. His Lordship fully agreed
witi. that view. He had no difficulty in de-
ciding that Dr. Woulfe's Jetter of cor.plaint
to the railway company was n libel en 1ic
pla:ntiff, but after reviewing the evidan 2 At
grent length he came to the condlusi m “with
every desire possible to givo relief 1o the
plantiff,” that ho would not be jussified 'n
holding, that defendont was actiwied iy
n:Lee and consequently affirmed the digmiss.
Replving to Serjeant Suilivan,
His 'E:%ship said he held the puhiiention
of Dr. Woulfe'’s letter in the nowspas 18 wos
no libel. Ho deferred the comsidiration of
the guesbion of costs.



