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interpret the opinion of the twelve “‘gentlemen
in the box.” The learned Recorder at once pro-
ceeded to sentence the prisoner. With a suave
approval of the judgment arrived at, he re-
marked that *‘ the jury had found the prisoner
guilty of the offence, and, sn far as he (the Re-
corder) could see, very properly so.” At this
point, however, the unfortunate spokesman of
the twelve became uueasy. The compliments
of the Bench seemed to arouse him to an under-
standing of the situation, and he ventured to
inquire whether the Recorder’s kindly com-
ments referred to the case just tried. ~ The Re-
corder repliel in the atlirmative, and the luck-
less juryman could no longer conceal the fact
that the verdict of himself and his brethren had
heen an acquittal. We think, on the whole,
the conduct of the foreman is to he eommended.
By thus reverting to the actual verdi-t he lost,
it is true, the approval of the DBench, but he
might possibly have felt some little remorse if
the prisoner had been condemued to a long term
of imprisonment after the jury had taken pains
to find him innovent.— London Globe.

Holding the opinion that the cultivation of
a flower garden is one of the hest of recreations
for those professional men who cannot or do not
care to indulge in more exciting or more athletic
amusements, and that it is an employment very
prcifying to a distracted brain, we make no
inserting the advertisement of a

apology for
We can well imagine

Floral Guide for 1875.

" that ahout this time it is being sought for by
" <ome we could name, whose opininns are as sound

on the subject of floriculture as are their
judgments on points of luw in the Courts of
Error and Appeal, Queenw’s Bench, or Common
Pleas.

ANSWER TO CORRESPONDENTS.
|We omitted to append the following answer o the
letter of J. R., published in our Jast number, p. 354.]

We assume that the facts are correctly stated. It would
seem that sec. 220, of the C. L. P. Act does not warrant
any such amendment at the trial as adding a plea.
That amendment may be made under the 222nd sec.

220 appliesonly to dments of “‘variances”’

and is one of & group of sections extending from sec.

216 to 221, all limited to such cases of amendments.

We think the application to review the amendinent
should be made in Court, not in Chambers. 1t would
be very snomalous in itself, as well as a “ variance "’
from the expressed provisions of the gection. to move
against the deeisions of a judge at Nisi Prius before
a judicial officer holding pro kac vice an inferior
position in Chambers. A judge in Chambers has no
power to stay the entry of judgment on the verdict
nor to set it aside if entered up, pending an application
to strike out a plea added at the trial. See an an-@
alegous point Ross v. Grange, 27 U. C.Q.B. 308. We
are almost inclined to doubt whether the matter was
properly brought before the learned County Judge, 8
his decisions on points of law are not often questioned.
Eos. L. J.
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