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The Legislature of California has passed an
Act compelling persons who commence suits
for libel to give security for costs.

In Virginia, whipping is said to be the
favourite mode of punishing petty convicts.
An exchange reports that * Every county and
city has its post, its thongs, and its whipper.”
No rogue there goes ‘‘unwhipt of justice.”

A bill has been introduced into the Legisla-
ture of Illinois, with reference to the manage-
ment of railway trains. It provides that an
engineer or conductor who is found drunk
while on duty, shall be fined $100; and if, by
his negligence, any injury occurs to person or
property, he may be imprisoned, and fined
$1,000.

An Act has been passed by the Pennsyl-
vania Legislature, extending the competency
of persons to be witnesses in criminal cases.
It provides that in proceedings where the
crime is not above the grade of misdemeanor,
the person charged shall, at his own request,
but not otherwise, be deemed a competent
witness ; but his neglect or refusal to testify
shall not create any presumption against him,
por shall any reference be made to, or com-
ment made upon, such neglect or refusal,
by the counsel in the case, during the trial.
Proceedings in forgery and perjury are ex-
cepted from the operation of the Act.

Statutes similar to this are already in force
in some of the other States; for example,
New York and Maine. Attempts have been
made, chiefly by Lord Brougham, to introduce
such & law into the English system, but
hitherto in vain. We should like to know
how the clause which lays it down that “no
presumption shall be created against any
person withholding his testimony,” is to be
carried out practically. It would puzzlé even
the traditional * Philadelphia lawyer” to pre-
vent such a course of conduct from raising &
prejudice in the mind of the jury against the
person incriminated. We apprehend, how-
ever, that no serious ipjury will result in such
a case, as almost every innocent person will



