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stead of amending the false foundation, we
cobble the superstructure, and enforce a nomi-
nal uniformity of twelve, when common sense
would dictate, either the abolition of unanimi-
ty, or the reduction of the jury to such a
number 28 would make real unanimity more
easy of attainment.

We have been surprised to see a Canadian
judge reviving the obsolete endeavor to compel
a pretended unanimity in a jury by a species
of moral torture. Some persons were indicted
at Montreal for an attempt to kidnap one Mr.
Sanders. The trial was very protracted, and
on the 20th October the jury retired to con-

- sider their verdict. Tt was soon apparent to
themselves that they were not likely to agree, .
and they sent to the Judge to say so, and held
frequent conferences with him, hoping that he
might convince the doubting, The day passed,
the night came, and again morning; but no
unanimity. 'The Judge then directed that the
jury should be treated with food and fire.
Day after day passed, and still no verdict. At
length, on the 30th October, after being locked
up ten days and nights, and all this moral
torture fuiling to force them to violate their
oaths and give a verdict contrary to their con-
victions, they were discharged, and the pri-
soners were remanded for another trial at the
next sessions.

It would be impossible to find a stronger
proof than this of the defects of the jury sys-
tem as at present practised. It must be as-
sumed that the difference of opinion was con-
scientious. Sav that seven were for a convic-
tion and five for an acquittal, or whatever
might have been the actual proportions. Let
us see what it was that the Judge sought to
effect by torturing them. That might produce
unanimity of verdict, but not unanimity of
opinion. No man is master of his convictions.
What the Judge wanted to effect by the pun-
ishment he inflicted was, that some of them
should give a verdict contrary to their convic-
tions, which means, that they should commit
perjury. But say that the difference was not
real, that it was obstinacy or partiality, and
not conscience; can it be just to panish the
just men of the twelve equally with the unjust?
Look at the question in any light, there are
overwhelming arguments against the requisi-
tion of unanimity of juries in criminal cases,
save upon the one principle, that no man
should be convicted of crime unless the evi-
dence suffices to convince twelve other men
chosen by lot.  But, according to this princi-
ple, if the jury is divided in opinion, the pri-
soner would be entitled to an acquittal ; and
moreover, it raises the further question, whe-.
ther twelve is the precise number whose si-
multaneous judgment is desirable, or if the
ends of justice might not be better accom-
plished by the unanimity of a lesser number ?
—Law Times.

Sz C. O'LoarLex’s Bill to amend the law
relating to juries in criminal cases, proposes
to give power toAhe judge to allow food and

refreshment to the jury while considering their
verdict; to discharge the jury if they cannot
agree to a verdict within a reasonable time
to authorise the beginuing of the trial again if
a juror be taken ill ; and to sanction a verdict
being taken or a juror discharged on a Sunday.
The judge is to be empowered, if he think fit,
to discharge the jury on account of the vudden
illness of a juror, or a witness, or the accused,
and that when a jury has been discharged the
accused may be tried again.— Law Times.

CATTLE PLAGUE LEGISLATION.

The Cattle Plague Bill (No. 1) has become
law. It is but a fragment of the original
Bill, the omitted parts of it Leing transterred
to Mr. Hunt’s supplementary scheme. Its
ontline may be stated in few words. Tt con-
firms all the questionable Orders of the Privy
Council, and the still move guestionable Or-
ders made by the quarter sessions in pursu-
ance of them, and continues them until alter-
ed or revoked. 1t constitutes as the local
authorities, in counties, the general or quar-
ter sessions: in the metronolis, the BDoard of
Works ; in horonghs, the town councils. The
local authorities are empowered to form com-
mittees of their own members, or others, and
dclegate to them all the powers of the Act,
except the making of a rate. They are to
appoint inspectors and such other officers as
may be necessary, with such payment by sal-
ary or otherwise as they may think fit, which
officers are authorised by the Act to enter all
premises where they have reasonable grounds
for supposing that cattle are diseased.

1t is then made compulsory upon the local
authority to cause all diseased animals to be
slaughtered and buried, and the sheds ete., in
which they were to be purified, and their dung
ete., to be destroyed. And at their discretion
they may direct the slaughter of cattle that
have been herded with diseased animals.

The local authority is to cause cattle so
slaughtered to be valued, and to pay to the
owner, in the cases of diseased cattle, compen-
sation not exceeding £20, and not exceeding
one-half the value; and for cattle slaughtered
not being then diseased, a sum not exceeding
£95, and not excceding three-fourths of the
value of such cattle.

The exceptions from the provisions of this
Act, and the further regulations relating to
the removal of cattle, and the Orders to be
made by the local aunthorities, will be con-
tained in the Bill intro.luced by Mr. Hunt.—
Law Times.

But what shall we say to America, who per-
mits a conspiracy againsta friendly country to
be openly organised, soldiers enlisted, funds
collected, and the forms of a government to
be conducted, in its principal city? What
would she have said if we had so done? The
lives and property of British subjects are im-
perilled by an organised party in another




