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In case for where the words in their commonslander, laid, acceptation, import
chargethe of a the declaration is sufficient awithout orcrime, colloquium

inuendo.
“The allegeddeclaration that the of the he is adefendant said thiefplaintiff,

and a and can it.” of inI that the theirliar, themselves,Held, words,prove
chargecbmmon a and that the declarationofacceptation, larceny,imported

was sufficient that if the words werewithout a orcolloquium inuendo; spoken
in a amounting chargedifferent tonot the whichsense, they usually import,
and were inunderstood in sense those whose werethat by presence they

the as a to the action.might trial,defendant show this on defencespoken,

for thatslanderous The declaration allegedwords.Case,

“on the inWendell,29th of at saidD., 1850,A.day June,
in State,”citizens of thisCounty, the of persons,diverspresence

“the defendant did theof,and andspeak publish concerning
the and malicious toplaintiff, false, scandalous, words following,

is awit, the a thief andhe, said and(meaning liar,Bobinson,)
I, the it.”can(meaning defendant,) prove

The declaration contained no other than is abovecolloquium
norstated, of To this decla-any allegation damage.any special

ration there a demurer andgeneral joinder.was

for theUdes, plaintiff.

M. an, for the defendant.W- Tapp

J. In an the for ifwords,action on case slanderousPereey,

the do of inwords to not themselves,have beenalleged spoken,
their usual butsense, an slander,actionable were spokenimport
in reference transaction,to some orother conversation con-by
nection with it is ne-which a slanderous meaning,they acquired

to set inout, the in reference tomattercessary whichdeclaring,
the words were spoken.

But where the their usualwords, toaccording acceptation,
of themselves the of a nocrime,plainly import charge colloquium

or inuendo is It is sufficient if arethey tonecessary. alleged
have been of thespoken plaintiff.
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be takenAnd are to to tbeir commonaccordingwords import
156;N.9 H.and v.acceptation. Buffum, Rep.Butterfield

;248 613 Mass. Demarest v. Haring,Chaddock Briggs,v.
76.Cowen,

“ in inis a their usualwords, thief,” themselves,The he import
D. 4.Defamation,a' of Com.sense, charge larceny. Dig.

2;3 515 Grier,McKennon v.v.Bornman Boyer, Binney,
239;12 Johns. v.352; Dexter v. Taber,Watts, Rep. Phillips

439.Wendell,7Barber,
not amount­transaction,in fact related ato knownwordsIf the

and thisimport,the which otherwisecharge theyto woulding
in the were spoken,the hearingto whose wordspersonsknownwas

of the action.trial, in defencethis onshowmightthe defendant
7 Pick.;N. H. Marsh,203 v.5Ladd, Sibleyv. Rep.Norton

7 439.Wendell,Barber,v.38; Phillips
thedemurrer,on the plaintiff.Judgment, for


