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JUUICIÂL ERRORS.

SELEOTIONS.

JUDICIAL RRRORS.
What bone8t man, asks George Eliot,

-does not feel rather tickled than otherwise
,on being taken for a housebreaker?1 Nay,
how innocent soever hie be, let him trem-
ble. IFor, in the words of Chief Baron Pol-
lock) " The annals of our criminal courts,
unhappily, record many various instances
where, by peijury or mistake (especially
as Vo identity>, hy blunder or misappre-
bension, and sometinmes by the miscon-
duct and fatal indiscretion of the accused
himself, a conviction bas taken place
whicli bas been considered, upon further
investigation, to be arroneous." One is
panic-strieken, and takesl to liglt-
Ris fliglit was madness :when our actions do flot,
Our fears do inake us traitors.

Another, overwhelmied by the insensate
impulse of somne strange mnischance, con-
fesses. Fatal error !lI vain would lie

Unspeak his own detraction, here abjure
The taints and Mlaine he laid upon himself.

Aiîd liow many, paralysed in the coils of
immiitigable circuinstance, have perislied
the victims of judicial errors !1V may,
indeed, be hoped that now-a-days instan-
-ces of such fatal mnisprisions of justice are
extremely rare. The reaction produced
ini the public inid, in the early part of
the present century, by the occurrence of
cases of wrongful conviction, sucli as that
of 1,'liza Feniiing, aind by the increased
sense of the value of human life, stili
operates beneficially. And not only is
the lawv more humnane, but those wlio , ad-
nîuîiister it are now more cautious. Yet
are %ve warned from time Vo time, by
startling exceptions, that no precaution
eau be too great, aud that wvhatever pro-
tection agcainst'error is afforded by the
law of evidence canniot be too unswerv-
ingly sustained. IV is not very long
sînce that two brothers were sentenced Vo
deatli in the county of Limerick-and
one of themi hanged-for a murder which
.was afterwards, in time to save the other
brother, confesscd by another crirninal,
wlio was hutuseîf under sentence of de&th
for a difi'ereut murder. We have 'not
yet forgotten how Pelizzioni was senten-
ced Vo be hanged for a. murder of which
lie was guiltless, aud for which he would
have been lianged but for the persever-
iug exertionis of Mr. Negretti. And it
was but ini 1869 that Bisgrove and Sweet
were convicted, wlien, lad it noV been

for the timely compunction of Bisgrove,
Sweet, thougli wholly innocent, would
have been hanged. In the sanie year an
extraordinary case of a judicial error was
brought Vo liglit by an appeal before the
Imperial Court of Nancy. Adèle Ber-
nard, a girl twenty-two years of age, had
been brouglit Vo, trial, in 1868, on a
charge of infanticide. The prosecution
alleged that in OcVober, 1868, she clan-
destinely gave birth Vo a dhild and threw
it into a pigstye, where it wss eaten. This
allegation wvas confirmed by ber own con-
fession both before the Judge of Instruc-
tion and in open court. Moreover, a
midwife and a parochial surgeon certified
that tliey examined her immediately after
lier arrest, and found traces of recent de-
livery. On Vhs evidence Vhe correctional
tribunal sentenced lier Vo six rnontlis' im-
prisoriment for tlie concealmeut of Vhe
birtli of a child wlio was noV proved Vo
have been born alive. She went Vo prison
accordingly, and about a month laVer, on
Decenîibeiî 24, sIe was delîvered of a fine
liealtliy dhild, perfectly fornied, and born
in alVogether normal conditions. Thie
time, allowed for lier appeal against a sen-
tence wbich. circumstances appeared Vo,
show was manifestly unjustifiable liad
thon expired, but tlie public prosecutor
lodged an appeal iii lier izterest. Wlien
interrogated by Vhe president of tlie Ap-
peal Court, she said that she liad been in-
dueed Vo make a false confession by her
mother sud Vhe midwife, who told lier
that if alie confessed the crime she would
geV off easily, wliereas if she peraisted in
denying VIe accusation she would cer-
tainly be condernned Vo fifteen or twenty
years' imprisoniment witi liard labour.
Some medical evidence ivas produced be-
fore the Court of Appeal Vo show tIe bare
possibility of a superfetation. But the,3
Court rejeûted this hypothesis; lield that
sIe lied been impelled by intimidation VO
make a confession for whicli there WUs no
foundation;- and rever-sed the verdict
against, ler. One is reminded of VIe sil"i-
ilar case of Madame Doize, an innocelit
womau wlio had been driven Vo conféss
herdl, guilty of a murder in order Vo geV
released from VIe torture of solitary col'-
finement.

0 w4Uieinnocence,
That thqu shouldst wear thÉe gmask of giitto

hide
IThiné &*ful iand suriie ctntenanèt
IFrom those wlho kniowi thee not j


