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expressed his tipprovel of the verdict. Nie then read a list of former coiwvictlons
of the prisoner for offences of a similar character.. and sentericei him ta thre
mxonths imprisonment with hard labor. PirUriîunmt wot*s nascoin ridiautuss iemus.
A murderer with a long list of convictions against him gets three iaonths. impris-
onrnent 1

WIDows IN I Nxxý.-A nlost arnusing lettér, dated as of the 3id of August,
and printeci in the Aladra, Stündard. above the signature "A Sytipathirer," vividly
ctescribes the sufferings of a Brahman widow. -thich inicluded the shaving of lier
head. The writer states, "Ail hier entreait:es Nverlý in vain. At the fixed hour,
wheri she resisted ai-id refu.ed to undergo this cere.mony, her hands and legs were
tied wvith a rope, some persons caught htiid of hier and the crown of lier head wvas
reinoved. then she fainted and feul seiiseiess, and wvas ill for soine days after that
eveilt." H e theu goes on to observe~ 1 know that people are punlished for
cruielt 'v ta animais, and 1 leave the rcad'ýrs of vour journal to judge wvhether this
act can be e1assified as critelty to a huinaî being, althotigh it is a privileged --us-
tom,".* If, indeed, it is a privilegud custom in the benighite< presidcncy tu remnove
the crown of the Brahiman widow, thf, societv for the suppression of cruelty to
animais certain] % shouid look to it. A nother stateinenit of this agreeable writer
is verv puzzling. I-le says thidw Il cam-e away to Mfadras witlhout the,
knowlýedge of ber parents, with lier attendant, a Suidra Nvonîun, wvearing the oiiiv
cloth she had on hier body lit the tinte she left hûr house and wvent directIv to
Miss l3randlon.' No\v-.%hich of th-, two wore the oniy cloth *, And whose wva.

EVIDîENCI' or Accusiîit Piý.soNs.-HoNv oftrcn do we find counscl emlployed
to defénd persans accused of crimes poînting out to the juiry that IIthe prisoner's
lips are scaled 1" The incompetence of a prisoner as a witness lit his own trial
is, as Sir James Stephens bas renîarked, Ilone of the niost -characteristic features
of Englisli crim-inal procedure.'* It %vould seein that, down to the period of the
Civil \Var, prisoners wvere urmiliv in errogated. on being arraigned. Under the
Stuartcs, questions Nvere stili asked of the ;îccus-ed, tholngh, owiiig principally to
the unpopularity of the Star Charaber procedure, the maxim " No one is bound
to accuse himself " began to be recognized as one of the first principles of jus-
tice. The practice of qoestioriing the prisoner died out soon after the Revolu-
tion of 1688; and, as the rul.es of evidence passed fro, !lhe civil to the crinîinal
courts, the ruie that an iinterested party w'as inconipetent as a witness, which
prevailed in civil cases up to 1853, wvas extended to criminal cases. It should,
howev'er, be observed that forrnerly a prisoner accused of felony cr'uld îîot be
defended by counsel, andi had, therefore, to speak for hiinself. Moreover, by
certain statutes of Philip and Mary, the conmîtting magistrate was authorized
ta IItake the examination of the pet-son suspected." In 1848 the Fresent systeni
%vas established by the II & 12 Vict., c. 42, under which the prisoner is asked
whether he wishes to say anything, and is warned that, if hie chooses ta do s0,
what hie says wviil be taken do%ïn, and may be given in evidence at his, trial. It


