plication; tuntless matter in avold- | other times Zoth, for o]
y It is not sufficlent | clause it is pro\ri:lml. “ﬁ' :léor;l;f({
in the repli- | and petit jury are
nt with those :

‘What Is the scope of th
Congress? It is not a g:lml re-
I the laws relatin
It it were, all other

erged in or su-

uent statule revisi
thd whoele ject matter of o torlnl!
evidently intended as|imoum
r it, although it con-
tains no express words to
effect, must, on principles of law,
name, the jury or|as well ason reason and common | eresuch
rawn, as a matter of | sense, operate to repeal the former.”
Bartlebt ss. King, 12 Mags,, 545;| ¢
S8mith’ Com., Sec. 3787; Goodman | s, that if
vs. Bostwick, 7 Mass., 142,

It does ot cover the whole sub-
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ance be set up.
that the facts a
cation be inco
stated in the plea; an isspe must be
mate~ial allegations |[of the

to ba draw he
grand jury shall be rawg_ﬁr;:';v'v' -
The notice required to
Ary d:;:};wing.of n "
ury,” as expressed
vof the time and
ing such jury.”
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AT FOUR O'CLOCK.

en uld be
mmeded wy it.
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of the plea.”

None of Lhesé replications has
done either—no ma
eilher plea has been either tra-
versed or confessed and avoided.

Al the facts staled in the
They state ce
as grounds for quashin
The replications state
either all of the same facts, or a
part—not ans ihe rest, as
reasons why the indictment should
not be quashed.

Buch facts, stated in the plea, as
the replications,
are of course admitted; and those
not answered at all, passed over in
gilence, are fur that reason ad-
1 Chitty’s Plead., 611, 623;
Carpenter vs. H
Briggs vs. Dorr,
vs. Wheeltr, 9 Cow., 205; 3
Cailaes, 164; Tolland vs. Sprague, 1

en “both
to bé drawn, of conrse the nou:{g 21'-!,::,
of the time and place of drawing
such juries. The notice must there-
fore specifly b
juries to be
rouline, in order to comply with
that clause of the Poland
It is to be observed that this
notice, as provided for, iIf given in
the terms of the statutes, will im-|ject matter of the former law.
rt no icfermation in respect to
w many jurors shall be drawn
for either i:talrs', ‘;:C"jlt"- lﬁ'l rtj-:nrenco
to the existing teriilori; AWS on | when a
If those territorial|mor whotiln'
n mind, as they are sup-| direct the manper of summoning
ree, nam+{ them (3ec. 8, Act of Jan. 21, 1859),
as oue to draw | how to cnerce their attendance, nor|f
the mode of dealing with delin-
same uct).
e practice on chal-
thing [ lenges for cause, or even mention
ng the | them, nor the oath to be adminis- |teen
nctice is not at liberty to state any | tered (Sec. 17, Aet of Jan 21, 18533),
other number than those terms, | nor rezulate the
“grand jury,” and “petit jury,” | their
would im

rial fact in

Wednesday, Feb. 10, 1575,

NEWS OF THE DAY.

——The Institution for the Blind
at New York, bhas been dam
by fire to the amount of $25,000.
of sixteen
ed Churchill, 1f
fatally shot his fa

-—A bill
branches of the Arizona Legis
ture, making Phenix the capital
of the Territery.

——The strike is ended on Lhe
Canadian Grand Trunk Railroad.

——QGeneral Moriones has
pointed Commander in Chief of
e Spanish army of the north.

—The Catholic diocese of Bos-
, Milwaukee and
Santa Fe are’to be archdioceses, and
their bishops archbishops.

——In a speech at Milwaukee, by
Senator Carpenter, lust n
ascribed his regent defeat p
ly to the epposition of the mil-

ds.

dictment.

ther, and we
New York,

does pat_specify the number of
, last night.

Jurorsy it "dees not specify when a
grand jury shall be drawn,
ury shall be drawn,
shall be; it does not

are resiated

? ) to be
c'sw.tutoa‘, being f‘:l ;:‘ri mamrm re “.:
given sub_iegf. not repealing an ...pu'
to be, If still in
!FGMi jury,
r, would be cq“ivm‘ to
8 jurors foragrand j
~|and so of a’petit jury.- This
not requiring an

Co not prescr
more explicit, the judge giv

In Raymond vs. Wheeler the
court decided expressly, ‘‘that a
fact asserted on one side (in
ing) and not denied on the other is
The other authorities

wint are equally clear,

ton, Philadel
formance of
Act Jan. 21,
port, though he might|1859, L. Utah, p. 70) afier being
ly state the number, explic- | sworn.

at they do impo

admitted.” uties (Sec.

cited to this

Bee. 7 of the Poland bill disap-
ith the At the time stated in Lhe no-| proves of the entire terriforial *Act
in relation to marshals and attor-
ballots have been properly mixed | neys,”’ and if the Intention had
and mingled, the Poland bill di-|been to disa
rects Lthat the marshal or his de-|eatirc Act, it
ty, “shadl proceed o jairly draw | would have been doae in like direct

either of the prov just stated, of the
rritoriai aet. xr%mmw_
g 'I:‘becourt is by law required to reeog-

nize both as ia force. "

f on comparison of th
ment of facts in the pleas w
jestatement of the same in the re-
plications, there is found any dis-
erepancy, and the restatement ac-
cepted as true where it differs,
from the plea, would tend to su

the drawing, after the

——The ¢elebration of Bhrove
Tuesday wason a
in several southein cities yesterday;
his it was the finest show

rove of any other

ificent scale fair to =u

Iatter was drawy
od < wi firat;
._uto ml‘bﬁ{‘.‘ was l;'t‘: 11 o mm:mq?‘
only within a remoﬁnl;‘le ’u&‘:ﬂurﬂ ar

c hllna was either .
ll'lmi‘fnry sworn, Accepted or gt
lien{ “This objection depends on -

non 4
' than | Sonstruotion of the Poland by °fStabis

In o8 Dig. of Cr. L, 478, is th's nete
oRse— 3

= found the

“ an uggm-t is e by e
- may be w by

1 1thtve. Cherry, .

te, 23 Miss., 578, Iﬂer&

teut. | ged, no other jurorcan be
samo ex-|  Uhder the Substi cuted)
t jury. 1} jet; when so jt:ll.:.aymzh‘l’ 3

general a ki
"Ww Flfw instances, i | half to be relje {‘rom o oOWn be

organized
_ from wthe.'\fll;gg ‘:S“"MIMI, find indictments for | eation. I{ug 1 " ’k.lf(}t “DI;"“ lzn: .Wl?
H substitution vitiated orime W the hment might be | tions, but against any not eg e ubstity
The Court says farther— death. [rs le, 2 Black{.. 475; | exercise of ?:dic al dlie ti olected by the
Rym ﬂw $ ! of the court had ‘m&m., 329. Eec Btate vs.| The m:lm'- w’;’ergg.u-“rn
e %tt'wueﬂtm a con e '::I-u'u ‘weil as authority t'e| tore hlsa;tteMoe w:: d‘:::;;)ma" 35&’:
will mmmhr." right of chal ought to be conflaed t0 | that summons McLaughlin Bccording |,
e > n ra
struction as e Am jurors are sclected in the | when be drawn, aelecu‘;:' drawy
Chiet Justico Shaw said, in Goddard interest of the government, and the state | phy had not been recalled. of My,
Boston, 20 Pick., 410— can t cases at its option ere are provisions of

presen . L, e

mmonwealth vs. Barrell, 16 Pick. Oland Bn

nc:uvng:ﬂm for svsou in burning & %""m‘:‘u lmmrt?.n% g._a,;m' - atL

h, it was held that ovenlg ﬁﬁm %t t.g;:w no neceasity fof"::mu
er oL

ﬁ forth in the indictment was of | cjent number o ?umﬂ‘l;‘:fg wag .:E:_

c

il
g
g
:
i
1

the

unless embraces racts ht not tobe | 1 donot ndance,

the whole such & et I e R uaht LS DOW repeat that argument
mubject matter.” Bavis ve. Fairbairn, 3 How. the - h‘ww, esoribod by faw was unnt ﬁ‘m‘“ﬁnﬁ' no ::!s-ﬁl et B em"“ﬂh‘tnl
P foe the effeoted witha less numbor. o ioh SOuM |
The Territorial Act of Feb. 8, 1870 con- In ail'cases, less than capita' the govern- | the trd rjurer, aud his atienge 77 wy
req ‘r'tgtmdxhﬂmnmmt‘ ment is to lﬂ% ﬂ%fm prceured lwitb.lna reasonable umwh
e ool iyt o0 £ esuls | e 1t T o TR O | e s R S e e Sy e
Ehat RS ‘const Jurors £eteen oligi- to : petit Jo- | guthority 1o draw McLs %
onel & "“s.m Jary ich the circuit courts asare ; - was drawn. 1 repeat tbe"‘m;"“ "‘hen be
b}gvmentmno?sl N ard ‘and clause o cause othor grand Eom heso erroncous | of the Poland Bi tutauthoﬂalh?ﬁ
ott:er’ul.llld Blilo_o:vnaﬁo:m-n-h ) during a term— .

by t
mm%m enges were at once filled by drawing | i 0 of
thoge some | other jurors from the box. The discharg =
- hl.hru ’;um o question was there- | *‘If during any term of the Djs

step the process of chavging | any additional grand "rhiCuan
- pd jury. The | necessary the same w;&“mﬂluh

one

membership he i
among the bystand- | jury was comstituted on the theory that | said box, . » %, Urawn froy,
5

g
3

ty-three jurors became tho legal com- | the attendance of those drawn m.'but it
v rand jury,under the jud:e's | obtalned in & reasonable not by
D e tortn: that ‘bis order made It | may be drawn in the same maq 2t My

Butovon if a contrary view be 5 Bmg- (Ark.), 78, it | oo gor before term;-that bis m
been referred to cmn abatement | o emsary to jmpanel and maintain that ;
e e s s tham Shot the - : the grand jury, by | gefinite Upon_that tbeory, of | It was Judiclally & termined thy y,,
Iag At e Y o  indiotamont was touad, vas ol s | coufee, he Teragular fisch rwe of omo orl Frad dcomod posibie 1o ohiaid ¥ Uik, |
3':3;’?:’;}:2";3“ of jury was not a householder or free- | gupe at the October term,in an illegal sub- lo and singe l;.“,m p

lot such number of names asmay |and explicit terms. It does by
have previously boen directed by|nmanifest repugnancy repeal Lhe
whole of the territorial Act of Fel.
firms the correctness of the exposi- | 18, 1570, amending the jury law of
tion that has been given eof the|Jan, 21, 1859, except the provisions | T
One clause isto|which T now contend are still in
be interpreted by another in the|force, namely, 1st, the provision
fixing the number of grand and
petit jurors that shall be summon-
mends itself and meeds uo sup-|ed forany given term; and 2d, the
port from authority, but it is sup-
the very highest author-
universally acknowledg-
. In this last clause the Poland
licitly treats a notice
“grand” or “petit” jury will
as a notice stating the
mmder of jurors to be drawn.
Strode vs. the Staflford Justice, (2
Marshail, C. J., said--

1wut reasening upon this
subjeet, the bouks aboun
II. As there is no sufficient re-|thorities which seem to be conclu-
lication there must be judgment |sive. In 1 Inst, 581, Lord Coke
or the defendant on the pleas In|says—‘It is the most natural and
are defec- | genuine exposition of a statute, to
tive in substance. 1Chitty's Plead., | construe one part by another of

port the indictment, it must
remembered that there is no tra-
verse of the pleas, nor of any fact
slated in them, except such as can
be implied from suc
heuce, if there is any such traverse
it is argumentative,
sufficient, demu :
. W'illlaml,in note (2) to Ben-
net vs. Filkins, 1 Baund, 21., says—
“Whenever any material fact is
in any pleading which, if
denled, will, upon issue joined, de-
cide the cause one way or other
the adverse party
inconsistent with and contrary
such allegation, he musé traverse |
1 Chitty’s Pl., 643, 648, 539,
An Issue can not be made b
affirmative statements. Van Santo,
Pl., 785; Steph. Pl., 335,

nd ever held there.
—~—Heventy-five thousand dol-

judge shail impanol out of the
lars damage by fire at Pittsburg,

such judge.” This provision con-} moned 15 10 seroe

No provision
tho‘}otm of that com It

that Governor discrepancy;

Campbell of Wyomiog will shortly
be nominated for third assistant
secretary of Biate.

——The funeral of the late Sena-
Buckingham
Norwich, Conn.,
was very largely attended.

—The first railway train passed
through the Hoosac tunnel yester-

—It is said foregoing clause.

therefore in-

same statute. 'Thii is a cardinal
rule of interpretation.
jurors a petit jury.
number of grand jurors that shall fcal
be impanelled to make a grand fury.
If the Poland bill intended to abro
gate these provisionsalso, it intend-
ed to expurge the whele Act, and
would have said so. Had that been
the intention, it would have boen
manifested in the same manner, as
in disapproving of the other Act.
It would have been named b
title and expressly disapproved
This Section

urors did not jddleton Po;'ur. 474 (Ala). See| the judge

bill itself ex
;‘a.f that a
t.”? be drawn,

plead & mat

@ ——The text of the
revenue bill will be
day’s telegrams,

The C. P. Kimball carriage
at Portland, Me.,

tless are confined to the traverse

Court has not, T
self bound to retain all the
monoed

intimates that
there is Serritorial legislation which
is contrary to its provisions; but no
It expressly disa

ves of “All laws of said Terri-
tory inconsistent with the provi-

company,

——According to a Washington
dispatch to the Chiecago
Ocean trouble for Arkansas is very
probable, as, unless Con

enlire acts.
abatement, unless they

Chan. Walworth, in

Tor

: moned to r oa the Tth sum.
11 Ala., 57, it was stitution of jurors. ooadl:sm . “M’:

be
jury must | - 3., The jury was vitiated by three jurors | sonable time. But Mu
the term | bei d;wg without ::IJ’ nocessity to fill | ally in Court & few E.?.E"“‘“
mand. 'ound. And in tho.&mhot' these drawn,
M'W 474, it was of.the United States was | able
shall eo a grand | extended : wam
't‘i:'h-: can only be 02:' “t't b’o’h‘x upon present mpm mmb““b Provisian
: 4 accordic - | mus were
and summoned ¥ inder a p ln.b'..tmm. mgto{.mﬂ:%mnﬁrqmmqw :hn., ¥ drawing y
he grand Ju Biiss! » when a grand is not | the Constitution grand jary of the | McLaughlin because the complemes
% pandiled statute | commmon law, and this I8 the grand jury | jurors been drawn; 1o other name
lid_indict- | provided for In the ‘‘ Poland bill uthorized
I concede that the ‘‘direction”
is suthorized by that get to give

2

of the Poland bill breaks

to be drawn in Hurlphﬂ p;:;

al
because, in fact and by , jodiclal inferenc
M hy's attendance could be Procured

g
grand jury that was Is., 348. in respect to the number of jurors to be | within a reasonable time, and it
tober term. A part of’ -'-ﬁ"‘" Pr, and Pl.,by Waterman, 33 | drawn, impliss the exercise of a discretion | tained assoon a8 8nd even mmﬁ
ehn:md. ‘This provision itls - the comstituency of the was expeoted er required® Thers j p,
by this Court to govern 3u juroes s such a discretion as is | t | more to chango one juror thap g
juries, but t‘l-:a ﬁml:;:a; be with the territorial sot fixing the number | gnd tn,::'aquome of irregularly chang-
-*-m" e » sting lowias Pvetoro aipanind by Implioation. WhAt | the oholo nanall > W8 thal of Changie
“‘“m'&‘m' oty D SR . 15’ | then? Does it follow ihat the number| In ¥ o o bkt

jered to be drawn is to govern through| that I have convinced w.':lmﬂ:nhu
thé term, by a like Procrustean rule? | points are well taken; and if either one

Will that order have the eRfect of a | good it is fatal to the indictment.

The subject of tho last plea I submit sty
out argument.

statute fixing the mmborwmmutge
ed and

or

‘His, « v le.
tajaing a1 a0 1ho idontonl perscneegwn: | Yition mgum“".ﬁ%t Our Gountry Contemporaries.
e .

sions of this act,” not all laws relat

for that best
ing to the subjects mentioned in

action to reinstate Brooks, it is the
the meaning

449; Rex. vs Knollys, 28alk., 500.
opinion that Grant will take simi-

the same statate;
Of course if the facts stated in|expresseth

' Wi ve had jurisdiction, not
f”f:;ﬁ::’- eaid s g [ _ by statute, toem-|  Ogden Junetion, Feb, 0— .
legislative will, where s statute was four, and to em-| The Pioche Journal of the i{ih

in regard to Arkansas as

na case, and will use
whatever means may be necessary
to overturn Garland and reinstate

leas make out no objection to | makers.’

He aflterwards adds—
ndictment,

they are of no|‘And this exposition is ¢x viscore-
avall, and defendant could get no | dus actus. The instances which illu-
from an admission of|strate thisaxiom, in the construc-
them or verdict establishing them. | tion of statutes, are numerous.” ”?

leas allege five sufll-
cient objections to entitle the de-
fendant to have Lhe

the act, but only inconsistent laws.
What is disapproved, therefore, is
displaced by repugnaney; in other
words, there is no repeal of territo-
rial legislation, except by implica-
Such 1epeal resulls solely
from the incompatibility of the
ater and older statutes.

I now invite attention to the
principles that are app
construction of statutes which are
¢latmed to repeal earlier ones by
implication.

k va. Commonwealth, 10

cussed:On the lIst of April, 1835.
a general law was iri
the several banks of the Btale o} .y,

tended to remedy the operation of | L - vs. State, 12| pagel In his discretion twelve, or any | {net
a previous ru - AD i =

wrislature ;hloh passed : tit. Juries, A, “If one of

The two clauses quoted from the
Poland bill expoundeach other;read
together,they givedirectionsin res-
pect totwo things which are com-
nents of one proceedin
wing a jury. Whatis*
to be done at the dratwing is simply
what was required by the
*lelause to be stated in the notice.
That this exposition is the true
ene is so obvious, that the rule
from which it results is declared to
be an griom by the most eminent

~——0One hundred thousand dol-
at Farming-
« last night.
Ex-sepator Thayer, of Neb-|q
raska, has besn nominated G

nor of Wyoming Territory.

L —— - > —

JUDGE SUTHERLAND'S ARGU-

indietment

lied to the

grand jury was constituted
members.

2. The grand jury was villated
a of Neff, Wilson
discharge of Neff,

8. It was vilialed by drawing,
during the term, without any necces-
. and putling in the panel, four

THE elaborate and able argument

leor » 7 Yerg., fhruter number, not cxceeding twenly-
itself in the $e0. ¥

“At the sessions, it is not an unusual Riley met hisideath in the Newark
ractice, after Mfieen or sxteen names | mine.  He went down the shaft tp
ve been called, to consider the inquest as | fill tubes, and it seems that in run.

sad mot to insist Spen the service Ling the car loaded with rock from

bo find an indictmenut, be
% in the statute,

tend.noe.'- ’1'5511:;‘:’0.-. .y 311, :lhtzfutm ion to t',l’;: "“Q' and

3ish. Ce. Proc., s2¢ 49, Isa summary | Mr. Bishop says— rap ) s wn, he man

uwﬂmlhﬁ subject of theso Pless 18 | wrpnere nesd mot bs more than twelve, g:;ie-r li.nl.;loltlihe!:i ﬁll.nd the Em.m.
or preaont, or even hav- nw an to the

t to serve as such, as, for | Bish. Cr. Pr., SBeec. 725
D B ho not 8| e alsy Porter va State, 23 Miss., 3'8, | 8180 shogkingly musilated.

al l to. ceased was a native of Irelap
P m%“ﬁ’&u' e . tmm- about 30 years. He leaves

. rors 8o drawn and sum- | bhe reputation of an uprig g

ither cono
ope of the grand jury is porson- i'iu  nominal existence on  the pane.” 1|tom, a distance of sevem hundmnd
I

ditional jurors.

State treasurer a tax on

duated in regu-
from 8 to 11 per
cent., Lie'amount being determin-|so
ed by the rate per cent. of profils
.. Before the
act the Eastpn Barik;!
common with other
the State, was subjected
ment of 8 per

lared the pre-

of Judge Sutherland, in his plea of
abatement, in the Third District
Court, as our readers will perceive,
crowds out our usual variety of
matter to-day, The Judge quoles
a large number of authorities in {
support of the position he assumes,
and the argument is considered a
very masterly presentation. It was
not answered in court,/Chief Justice
MecKean contenting himself with
merely overraling it, briefly and

4. It wasvitiated by the presence
on the jury of William
who did not own taxable
and pay taxes in this terrilory

5. It was vitiated by the presence

place of Jesse E. M
first dmawn an

e having appeared
ursuant to the summons, and be-

a qualified juror. .
shall ofler some remarks and
some authorities on these several

po

1. The grand jury that found the
indictment contained too many ju-

re; 15 was the complement fixed
w; and that
perly taken b

A common la
consist of 12 or 23 jurors or any
termediate number. 4 Black. Com.
302-3; Bunill.’f, L. Dic.

‘Grand Jury;
. King vs
7?3’238; 2'(‘«1.

jurist-our country has ever produg- L{:}‘l
e

The direclivn suppoused in the
ause relating to the drawing to
have heen given, requires no fur-
ther comment than that the notice
required of a drawing is not direct-
be given uniformiy the same,
itively for either onc or for
both juries,

property ol

the latter bei

lawsa.
summoned, and In what semse does the Poland Bill direct

The language presn

poses, as has been before said, that
sometimes one jury would be drawn
and sometimes Soth.
to be drawn is treated in the law,
therefore, as contingent, uncertain,
until made definite and
the notice,

that the persons | construction
. hall constitute these sin-
wdiﬂ mf. . >, s -
e 70 df Aprh, 1885, an act | Taracs, o of
o re-charter the Easton
~ u‘l‘ fifteen tyem
first neaday of May,
The second section provides
e bank shall, after the first
Wednesday of May,1
forth during the full time for which
its charter is extended, pay into the
Ahe commonwealth, in
er now directed by law, |
the same tax 8s was im
the prior act of A
tended

inconsistent, and the fornier repeal-
t would otherwise ap~

te this bank, by implication.
now gquote from the opinion of
the court—

! ““This argument is based upon
the fact that while the first of these
statutes directs the
graduated tax by all the banks, im-
mediately after the date of its en-

t of them, so
nk is concern-
nmence on the first Wed
gesday of May, 1837, legving an in-
of more than two years be-
ive periods,which
it is thought involves an irreconcil-
able inconsistenoy.
doubtless it works a repeal of the
elder statute, for the maxim is legis

eriuris contrariasabrogant. But | by lot from
issaid that the rule is received
"jith great caution, for
th 'y nocmar_‘ Y
mﬁqﬁ"" -y
lefe to be
q'..fcnt slatu

gicnt -fg!!-ﬂ be _

a more modern one, only
thedatler is couchel in nega-
hen the maiter is so

The number

This notice is requ
to be given by the judge.

———— - > ———
when he has

MARDI-GRAS.—This lerm, men-
tioned in the dispatches in the
NEws to-day, is the Freach for
Bhrove Tuesday, the day before the
beginning of the fast of Lent,
Mardi-Gras is celebmated by many
French Catholics, and some others,

by grand display, processions, feast-

on is pro-

iven notice of the ,and thence-

drawing ef both grand and. petit
he hias ‘'dirceled” the draw-
ing of such number of jurors as are
necessary for them,
tion gives full and natural effect to
every word of the statute relating
fo this subject, and requires noth-
’|ing to be supplied by intendment,
or stricken out as redundant. The
“as may have previo
cen dirceted by said judge,”issatis-
fled by a specitication of the juries
to Le drawn.
which each jury sliould consist was
previously fixed Ly law. Shall that
phrase be construed,without neces-
sity, to mean more?
considered to bave a deeper import
to covera uew subject not other-
wise mentioned in the act)
The subject of determining of
ow miany jurors a grand jury shall
consist is an important oue, and it
must b conceded that there is no
expross power granted Lo she jud
on Lhat subject.
rant 8 found" by vonstruction
oubtful eonsteuetion, for s matura
e 2xcludes that
v than probable
hat there would have been-a plain
declagatio:ﬁ ij g)) ble‘?we a du
been intende ) be lm .
express Yoo
matter of fixing the
of drawlng, :

mndmba alla?lbh to

8

ooy ot t
r mmndlntﬁnt fi

This coustrue- -~ 1o Gl Swsem
n‘ﬂ:ngr of the grand jury. |
4 Ad ﬂ'n It is a rule of construction .
S ® ‘Cush. two acls were | utes in pari mating shall be construed

y & -

act ‘m

it all antecedent and consistent laws

werereciled in 1t i " Chap-.
e Bmiki's Oom., pac s s ©

the law in

- far as
That is Lhe jury required by tbe ed, 80
tion.

Amendments
n shall be held
to answeér fer a eapital or olherwise
infamous erime, unless on a pre-
sentment or indictment of a grand
,?rtghy." Eee 1 Bish. Cr. 'roc., % 725,

tenl for the legislature
to fix a definite number, and any
number that would be a good grand
at common law.
has dene semethi
‘:l'::m h thahlutli:da allow )
comumon Jaw rov. at
’oonmot not less
than 18 jurors in the federal courts.
Bt., 500; See 9, Id. 72, 4
same Lhing has been done in
California.
The Territorial
cll;nnoo of
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