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tation te fiaud and collusion ini tire way indicateti.

But what is to becomne of the honest creditor whlo
fairly ciitcrs bis suit and receivcs judgmnent iii the
Division Court before any aitachmnent is e:ucd onte
What is bis proper course in order to obtain the
benefit of bis judgmnent? Tite only methiod,%we can
porceive open te )aim is to sue out an attachînent
in lte Division Court, and rnake dlaimn for a distri-
butive sitare of the procceds of the goods seized.

TRIAL BY JURY.

As we survcy uhe niachinery useti in tire Courts
for the dispensation of Justice, no part is more cort-
spicuous than, thatof Trial by Jury. Its importance
as only equalied by it-e antiqu;ty. Long before man
had correct notions of Jurisprudence, including the
formula of ait action, lie was wont te refer ques-
tions in dispute te the arbitramnent of disintcresteti
parties. Is there anything more natural? In lte
case of a. dispute betwcen two parties, an appeal
to a thirti is both rational andi natural. Wlîat arm
Jurors but arbitralors calicti together to pronounâce
upon factes disputed? WVlîat is lte Judge but an
superier arbitrator, wvhose duty il shall be te, direct
the Jury la matters of law? Tite trial cf a man
by bis peers, is ini Britain the sacred rigit, of every
subject, lie lie lord or peasant. It has existed lime
out of mind, and is supposed to bic coeval wiîh civil
government itself. The number of Jutrr varies in
different counitries, but te principle is everywhere
the saine. lu Englanti the number bas ever been
twelve at least. Originally called together le tes-
tify, but latterly te, judge between the parties, ilicir
verdict mnust lie unanimous. Why the number
should lie twelve, and neither more uer less, lias
never been satisfactorily explaineti. Titere is noth-
ing but conjecture te supply tihe place of auîhoriîy
upon titis point. Wby the verdict sbould lie unani-
mous, snd net that of the majurity, we are left te,
decide for ourselves. lia lez scrnpta es-let the
jreasons lie ever se frail or so, forcible.

Here a vexeti question in jurisprudence prescrits
lIsef-it is one of ne corumon difficuly-ShaIl the
verdict lie that of thre mu.jority or that of the îwelve.;
Muet bas been said andi can lie saiti upon lioth
iides. Perhaps when Jurots were in olden tintes
aummnoned from the vicinage or localiîy Nvhcre the

cause cf action arose, having cf thieniscives know-
l edge cf thc facts in dispute, the reasons for an
unanîmous verdict Nvere unqutestionable. 'We do
not Qay tliat they arc less seo to-day. To pronounce
an opinion upon a topic se momentous requires at
our hands more trne for deliberation than at pre.
sent wve are able le, give. But wve have every
confidence in Englisir legîsiation. The marcir cf
Eng-lishimen in lawv reformn is slow but sure. Little
by little te greal fabiocf Law is repaired,
arnended, simplified and beautified. The process
is se graduai, se, easy, anti se even, Iliat cvcr
cbanging, lte body cf the law appears le be un-
changeti. lu thise respect it is net unlike oee
human body. Take two periotis cf English history
remote froin ecd other: let a cemparîson cf the
Iaws cf thre two periotis lie matie, and the result
will flot a little astortist te credulous. The tran-
sition front youth le olti age may flot lie feit or
seen-but the man of eighly is eusily distinguish-
abile frin the chilti cf four. Great changes in the
English laws are wrougbî by slow degrees; there
18 in censcquence no retregressîon. Steady and
perscvening as are lte people, lte lawvs are matie
te keep pace w~ith the spread cf civilization anti cf
commerce, anti thc consequent diffusion of wvealth.
In titis, perhaps more titan in any other aspect, we
beholti our laws with pride. Other States nray
tear dewn iii a day, but not builti for ages. Eng-
land liuildspcau a pete for ages, but neyer tears doewn.
To ibis national trait of Englisir character tire Jury
laws are ne exception. They have been mnder-
going a gratiuai referai. Andi who knowswv lat an
age may liring forth ? Juries, flot long since, were
loeket up "4wiîhiout mneat, drink or fire."l They
Nvcre cocrccd iet a verdict, andti hat nothing lese
titan an unanimous one. Tbey were depriveti cf ail
nccessary cemforts, and dcprivcd of libecrty îscif,
umml forcec i jut unisen. Twclve men oi divers
mintis, lirougbt togetber liy chance, wcre compelctil
by tiuress to arrive at one anti te saine conclusion.
No meat, ne drink, no foodi cf any kinti Io assist
nature, sinkîng under tc pains cf hunger and thte
fatigues cf close confinement. These men, t00,
from the country, liciter accusteme I tec braciug
air cf the fields titan lte fluxions miasma of the
Jaror's rom ; liciter accustoinet te ploughing anti
other out-door exercise titan the solution cf abstract
question of facîs and the application cf icnotty points
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