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Cases involving libel and/or slander have always
given The Law a bad name (or names).' But the bril-
liant, if litigious, Albert Haddock2-described by his
adversaries as "an author and journalist of loathsome
antecedents and inconsiderable income"-also favored
us with a Novel Point of the Law of Libel in the puzzling
case of The Bishop of Bowl, Earl Rubble, Evadne Lady
Smail, John Lickspittle, General Glue, and Others v.
Haddock.'

Haddock, who was charged with "an ingenious series
of malicious libels of a number of Distinguished Citi-
zens," had selected an unusual "channel for his abuse":
the innocent, yet familiar Crossword Puzzle. Haddock
had composed a set of six puzzles for "The Crossword
Times"-not with normal clues (names of mythical ani-
mals, foreign towns, obscure musical instruments, and
archaic adjectives)-but with descriptions which might
seem to refer to Persons of Position and Distinction. His
first puzzle, for example, included:

"Across
2. Bibulous bishop.
4. Titled lady, banting at Nice.
5. Peer. Powders his face.
6. The favourite indulgence of No. 2(above).
7. No. 4's next husband-if he's not careful.

"Down
4. Political. A time-server. Or so they say.
5. An English humorist. Or so he says.
7. That clever young dramatic critic with the tou-

pee."
Sir Anthony Dewlap. K.C., opened the case for the

distressed plaintiffs, explaining the results of this
"Crossword"' to Mr. Justice Snubb, Presiding: "At first
sight, milord, these 'descriptions'-though deplorable in
tone-are innocent enough so far as any individual is
concerned," since the clues could refer to any bishop,
titled lady, powdered peer, etc. But there were only
three bishops with four-letter names ("the aged Bishop
of Bowl, the Bishop of Moat, and the Bishop Loon of
Huddersfield"). And, there was "only one well-known
and comparatively youthful dramatic critic in eleven

letters namely, milord, Mr. Lickspittle." So, Sir An-
thony painted The Disquieting Consequences:

"... And if, as seems clear, Mr. LICKSPITTLE is the
only solution to No. 7 (down) we are driven reluc-
tantly to the hypothesis that by No. 2 (across) may
be intended the aged Bishop of BOWL. And when we
find that No. 5 (down)-an English humorist. Or so
he says'-is in seven letters, and, if in seven letters,
must almost certainly begin with 'W', for the well-
known Mr. WAGWISE, we are inclined to invest that
hypothesis with the certainty of a scientific proof.
After this ... a plausible solution for No. 6 (across)
is PORT.' [Then] the name of Evadne Lady SMAIL
may be fitted with sinister exactitude into the space
provided for No. 4 (across), and that 'No. 4's next
husband-if he is not careful', in three letters, has
suggested to many competitors the name of Major
BAT.

"But, milord, I will not weary you with the de-
tailed working out of the puzzle. It is enough to say
that a number of citizens have assiduously worked it
out on these lines, and have been forced, however
reluctantly, to fill these scandalous squares with such
honoured names as Bowl, Smail, Lickspittle, Lord
Tiptree, Sir Thomas Tick, the Right Honourable Mr.
James Rusk, Father Mahony, and many others."
Sir Anthony continued, advising Justice Snubb that

nearly all of his clients had appeared "in each of the six
puzzles of the series, though, with different but equally
objectionable 'clues' attached to them."

. . . The Bishop of Bowl, milord, invariably
appears-as 'a prosy humbug', as 'an intolerably
hearty and overpaid clergyman', 'the world's worst
golfer', 'canting Tommy', 'the sniffing parson', and
other vile expressions of the kind. Indeed, milord, I
am informed that to those who followed the whole
series the name of Bowl quickly became a regular
starting-point or foundation from which they would
proceed to build up the whole structure. In the last
two puzzles, milord, this unhappy victim of the de-
fendant's spite had not even the satisfaction of a
principal (and horizontal) place in the puzzle, but
was degraded to the position of a word in four
letters, reading downward, an indignity intolerable,
milord, to a man of his years and sensibility."
In response, Albert Haddock's first defense was

rather mundane: There was merely a coincidence of
coincidences; Haddock made no use of the plaintiffs'
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names; he had merely constructed a series of puzzles
entirely concerned with imaginary historical figures;
and, as evidence of his innocent intentions, Haddock
would produce the correct solutions. At this, Sir An-
thony warmed to his task and Waxed Eloquently:

"These [solutions], milord, consist of colourless
or invented names, such as Otho, Freg, Xerxes,
Smith, Thompson, Brown, and so forth, and need
not, I submit, milord, be taken very seriously. In any
case, milord, it is well settled that the intention of
this class of case is immaterial, that he who publishes
a defamatory statement concerning another person is
liable, milord, though he had no intention of refer-
ring to that other and no knowledge that his state-
ment would be supposed to refer to that other."
It was, of course, precisely at this point that Had-

dock sprung his second defense: the Novel Point of
Law. Since "intention in this class of case is immaterial,"
he argued:
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"... that he has not in fact published any statement
whatever; that the words he has written, '2. Bibulous
bishop', are not, by him at least, connected with the
aged Bishop of Bowl, and that if any persons have
chosen to write down in a space so labelled the word
'Bowl' those persons and not he are the publishers of
the libel, if any, and it is against them that this action
should have been brought. "
Sir Anthony could only reply: "This will show you,

milord, the kind of man we have to deal with." So
Justice Snubb declared: "We will now have lunch."6

1. "Innuendo's insufficient to say... One's a victim of
slander per se ...For while hurtful to some ...
'Bleached blond bum'... Is not tortious; no action
will lay." Notarmuzzi v. Shevack, 108 N.Y'S.2d
172 (1951) (courtesy of Rust E. Reid).

2. The same Albert Haddock-fighting a traffic ticket
in Rex v. Haddock (conducting his defense in that
case in rhymed couplets)-was responsible for the
decision by Mr. Justice Legg that Magna Carta is no
longer law. See "Traffic Tickets, Bulwarks, and the
Magna Carta," Texas Bar Journal (June 1981).

3. Uncommon Law (Being 66 Misleading Cases), by
A. P. Herbert (Methuen & Co. Ltd. 1935).

4. The trial actually began with Mr. Justice Snubb
asking "What is a Crossword?" Sir Anthony Dew-
lap replied: "Forgive me, milord. Milord, with
great respect, milord, a crossword puzzle is a form
of puzzle, milord, in which a number of numbered
squares in a chequered arrangement of-er-
squares, milord, have to be filled in with letters,
milord, these letters forming words, milord, which
words are read both horizontally and vertically,
milord-that is, both across and down, if your
Lordship follows me-and which words may be
deduced from certain descriptions or clues which
are provided with the puzzle, milord, these descrip-
tions having numbers, milord, and these numbers
referring to the squares having the corresponding
numbers, milord, which are to be filled in with the
correct letters and words according to the descrip-
tions which have the corresponding numbers, mi-
lord, whether horizontally or vertically, as the case
may be. Does your Lordship follow me?" Mr. Jus-
tice Snubb: "No."

5. This was deemed of very Small Consequence since
"the majority of bishops take port wine-for their
health-though it is true that [the health of] the
aged Bishop of Bowl is, perhaps, more delicate than
the others."

6. The case was settled during the recess, "the plain-
tiffs accepting the defendant's explanation for his
conduct and the defendant undertaking not to do it
again." The Novel Point of Law, then, remains in
doubt.
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