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fortable chairs as in America,
but sit on hard, wooden
benches, in a ‘‘box " situated
at one side of the judge,
somewhat the same as here,
with witness-stand be-
tween,

Along the side of the
room opposite the jury-box
rows of seats,
one above the other, for
favored spectators, while the
space in the rear of the
““dock™ is open to the gen-
eral public in the form
of “standing room only."”
Those favored with p];uv\'
on the benches at the
have a fairly full view of the
prisoner, she or
stands on her high perch, a
male warder on one side, a
female warder on the other,
and a uniformed officer immediately at the back,
(in this instance the tallest policeman on the force,
wo inches in height, was specially detailed),

the

are several

side

as sits
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six feet
lest the terrible creature so hedged about fling herself
contumaciously over the railing upon the periwigged
heads beneath, and peradventure lay violent hands
Unless certified to ‘l}‘ the
ally

on their august
court or jail physician that she is physic
pacitated for the ordeal, as happened in my case, she
must stand on her feet during the whole course of
the trial.

How different all this in an American court! Here
the accused sits well to the front, within easy hearing

persons,
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in

of the witness, surrounded by friends and counsel, pro-
tected against the stare of spectators, who are all well
In the case under observation, the pris-

at the back.
oner entered the court-room with her aged father by
her side, and as far as an outsider could observe, with-
out any official guard. She might be under suspicion;
but she was not vet a felon—nay, rather, a woman pre-
sumed by the law to be innocent, because not vet proved
guilty, and treated accordingly Therefore her white-
haired, natural protector was ever by her side to
cheer and support her. While, during all the heart-
crushing days of my trial, throughout what seemed a
malignant conspiracy against my life, while the fates
wove their inextricable web about me, not once did I
feel the touch of a friendly hand nor hear a word of
No, not even was my mother per-

encouragement.
mitted to be near me: and so entirely was I in the hands
of the law, and so completely cut off from every means
of support or self-defense, that I could communicate
with my counsel only by writing, at the same time that
1 was the eve-target of all the occupants of the side
benches, who, at least until the medical evidence cast
doubt upon the whole theory of death by poisoning,
missed no occasion to exhibit their belief in my guilt,
and carried this so far as to greet my appearance in
the dock with hisses.

Never before having been inside a court, this all
seemed to me quite in order and approved undoubt-

edly by the great ] himself, if not actually
invented by him. How could it have appeared
otherwise than proper, for was not this mode of

judicial procedure hallowed by centuries of custom
nd ? And who was I, merely a Ii

little woman,

mgh innocent, that I should presume to question
it had stood the roval of unnumbered ages?

The utter barbarity of it all never fully entered my

consciousness, for lack of contrast, until a few short

I found in an American criminal

court (surely held u ®gis of the transfigured
spirit of *‘Liberty
ening the World!
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eld a w

myvself
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case), it seemed to me that I brought the universe

to a standstill. Obviously, anvthing that brings
the whole machinery of an English criminal court
to a dead pause, as every effort of mine to com-

municate with my legal representatives invariably
did, may not be indulged in lightly—can spring
only from an impulse of self-defending despera-
tion.

Owing to the illness of a juror when the case in N
York already well anoth jury was
chosen, and in each instance several days were con-

advanced,

was

sumed in the selection—a state of things undoubtedly
due to the fact that both sides exercised extreme care

that the jury should be qualified to not only master
a mass of involved details, but as nearly as poss
should be an unprejudiced one as well. Tt
to be some feeling in the public t
caution exercised here by legal permission is excessiy
and wasteful of both time and expense, if not actua
devised to defeat the ends of justice.

In view of the now generally admitted fact t}
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mind
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was a helpless victim of unreasoning prejudice and
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mental incapacity, in the case of both judge and jury,
my opinion, perhaps, should not be accepted as de-
cisive on this point; nevertheless, as between the Eng-
lish method, as typified by my case, and the one gen-
erally in vogue in America, I should imagine that no
fair-minded person would hesitate for a moment to
cast his vote for the latter. In my case, although ex-
citement ran to an extraordinary pitch, and public
opinion, before any evidence had been heard, was
intensely hostile to me, I do not believe that much
more than half an hour (if even so much time) we
consumed in filling the jury-box. And if the sole o
ject of courts and juries is to convict, regardless of the
facts, then my case stands indubitably in proof tha
the English way is a capital one to bring about the de-
sired result.

Mine was known as a ‘“‘common” juryv, the means
being wanting to give me the benefit of a ‘‘special "
as might have 1 ed, or a change of venue
to London. And it was to the f
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Id not 1\11‘{' «
most excitir

.

com erge ol

evident ¢

events; and at least

lic confession

the

has made

art ot tes

hear

perchance, made little difference, since

a considerable j

of the entire body was of low

be unequal to tt

technical testimony on wh

utteriy

‘the
and

man

that he

and each m
her approv
accepted
and this

h

instance unt
Spectators Female .
Warder convinced th
. might be depended
render an
verdict, and question after
to that end. It mayv be ti
the necessary traini or are qu:
to select '.'.i‘w'lf.’ in tl own inters
intuitions, however, Ce

aside from this con

and of te
again another, of its member
to question a witness ¢

when some point in his
dation (and usually

1
:
out of character with
one of its memt
to ask a si
thrown the

astonishment.

ourt
court

entire
And how completely e
the jury in this Amern i
clearly shown by their report

charge, after more than tw
six for 1t
degrees of pumnis

acquittal, anc

first degree.
In America

th

beca

~cused during ti

tried
shielded

s

at all
she was surrounded by
ever losest touch

",:\: "2"—.“'/‘:?

Trial of Nan Patterson, New-York City

from some othe
I was not present

when either «
juries in the A
was chosen, 1
to the newss
the accused

interest in th

innocence

since,
to even the prejud
generally misdirecting
of the court, it was a
saryv step to convicti

did

r cau

Cf

1wced

cl

essential to the charge
died of

LT




