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the throat of tlio lefalfitnuit juryman. lie does not

make the law. he will te!l you, he merely adminis-

ters it. In the .same way Hill Sykes does not make
his jemmy an<l other hui-glarious implements, he

meiely administers th«'m. This is the sort of oil he

pours on his uneasy eonseience when he has one.

The juryman disapj/rwir.g of capital punishment

objects to convicting a murderer. lie is told he has

nothintr to do with the sentence, hut only with the

evidence; in other words, that the fact that the vei-

<lict he f;i\es will hav«' for its direct consecjuence a

result he rejrards M'ith ahhoi-rence. is to count for

nothiufT with hiiri, M«'n who can willint,'ly pretend

—I say pretend, since it must he rememhered wc are

dcaHnj; with men of ability and culture, ca'>able of

exposing; many a subtler fallacy when it suits them

—men who can pretend to accept such flimsy trash

as coffcnt ary:ument must surely be dead to all re-

spect for hor?sty.

But the festerinitr mass of hypocri.sy of whicli

benchdom consists is only too evident at every turn.

There is, of course, the hypocrisy which is racy of

the judicial ail, just as there is the hypocrisy

which is rat of the clerical soil. To this belonjjs

the professed deep reverence for the "law of Eng-

land," when no one knows better than the r)ench-

man who has studied it, that well nigl. one-half of

JCnglish law is based on effete superstition, of y^i^b

it presents in r any cases the most grotesque in-

stances—interesting and instructive from a histor-

ical point of view, do btless, but not in themselves

calculated to awak'^n feelings of reverence in the

modern mind—and that the other half is founded on


