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New Jersey:

C. Parker, Esq.—^No code of criminal procedure has been
adopted; the common law practice in the main prevails.

Pennsylvania:

J. J. Barclay, Esq.—Yea, the present ci'iminal code, already

referred to, was adopted in 1860.

Maryland:

A. Sterling jr., Esq.—^We have no codification of criminal law.

Our code is a mere digest of statute law.

' Kentucky:

E. S. Van Winkle, Esq.—We have an entire new system of

criminal procedure, known as the criminal code; nevertheless, we
preserve the substance of the old in all its essential features, with*

out its useless formalities.

Indiana:

Hon. Conrad Baker,—^Ve have a practice act, but the common
law in the main prevails.

Michigan

:

H. K. Clarke, Esq.—The common law practice remains in full

force, with hut two exceptions, as I now remember, viz., the accu*

satiou by information instead of by indictment, as specified in

answer to interrogatory No. 27, and the change \vhich permits a

prisoner to make an unsworn statement of facts, which the jury

are allowed to consider in making up their verdict.

Question XXXIII.

What, in your judgment, if any, are the defects in the existing

system of criminal procedure, and what suggestions can you offer

on the subject of improvements to be made tnerein ?

Answers.
Massachusetts:

Geo. W. Searle, Esq.—For my ideas on the defects of our sys-

tem of criminal procedure, and for some suggestions on the subject

of improvements to be made, see my article on the Penal System

of Masaachuaetta, in the annual report of the Prison Association

iov 1864.

Now Hampshire:

Hon. S. D. Bell.—I am not prepared to suggest defects or im-

provements iu our system.


