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as evidence. Toofficebybe sustained copies, prima facie
no and suchto and further ;are go,extent wethis prepared

authorities.limitation of theto the truethink bewe
of title in awas offeredevidenceus,case beforetheIn

this thirdunder person,claimsNeither partythird person.
connectedof A mere office copy,the deed.has custodyor

to defeat the titleis offered previ-other conveyance,with no
themade outduly by plaintiff.ously

in a case is extend-an office suchof copyadmissionThe
has been heretoforewhatevidence beyondthe rule ofing

to thatthe defendant sayis not sufficient forItestablished.
and is thereforedeed,the originalno control overhashe

has as muchto on evidence. Herely secondarycompelled
is toas the the deed foreignthe deedof plaintiff:control

due executionburthen of of itsand thetitle,either proof
theholdingit. Therest on the using personshould party

is secon-lost,to if itit; or,summonedbemay producedeed
was,officeThe copycan then be introduced.evidencedary

underevidenceasrejected,therefore, properly incompetent
verdictset aside theof the and the motion tocase,the facts

does not prevail.

Squire.vs.The State

foreman, and beby grand jury bybe thesignedthe shouldfoundIndictments
court, presence jury.in the of theintothus returned

court, of fore-signaturereturned into but the theindictment was'Where an
byHeld, benot affixedthat it could afterwardsby accidentman was omitted —

foreman, amended, jury.toexcept theor on recommitmentthe

andtime,for a in theIndictment, entering mghtshop
therefrom..stealing
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was tried andThe and motion wasrespondent convicted,
made in arrest of aand for new fortrial, the fol-judgment,

reasonslowing :
1. That the indictment which the wasupon respondent

not anarraigned was indictment found theby jury.grand
2. That the instrument to be an indictmentpurporting

was not the foreman ofsigned the tillby grand jury Wednes-
of theday week after the had been dismissed.grand jury

It the theby affidavits of foreman of theappeared, grand
and of thejury that theattorney-general, indictment on which

the trial and conviction was had was indrawn ofpursuance
the directions of the and thatgrand jury, this indictment, to-

with some six orgether seven was readothers, theby at-
to thetorney-general and assentedgrand jury, to by them.

The indictments were then handed to the foreman of the
grand to bejury, andsigned by him, through accident he
omitted to thissign indictment, hut returned it with other
indictments to the ofclerk the incourt, of thepresence grand
jury. After the hadjury been on thedismissed, case coming

for trial, on ofup the second week ofTuesday, it wascourt,
found that the foreman had not affixed his signature to the
bill. The foreman was then sent andfor, came into court
the next leave ofday; and, by court, on the above facts being

affixed his toshown, thesignature bill.

dj* forDuncan, theQuincy respondent.

A.Gove, for theG., state.

J.Upham, theBy English thepractice uniform mode of
anauthenticating indictment “tois, enter ait, true billupon ;

and the foreman, theaccompanied by grand jurors, carries the
indictments so endorsed, into court.” 4 Black. Com. 305­ 1;
Chit. Law 324.Crim.

In this thecountry has been, after anpractise indictment
“;has been duly to add theenrolled, finding isThis a true
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it the and in-;and to the of foremanbill affix signature
found are to court in thedictments thus the pre-presented

indictmentsof authenticatingof the This modejury.sence
weandto that all our forms ofof legal process,is analogous
In-be from.no reason it shouldgood whycan see departed

andare ofour forms original proceeding,dictments highest
mere-with such advicefound thesolely grand jury,be bycan

and is highlyfor the state itthe counsel may give;asly
bear the test of theall their acts should presidingthatproper

of authenticationshort suchbody.their Nothingofofficer
of theirevidence proceed-be asregarded competentshould

thetothus found should beindictments presentedand;ings
ofin eitherchangeof the Ajury.in the presencecourt

the trueto weredoubt as whatlead tomightrespectsthese
as to theirthe and diminish confidenceof jury,proceedings

and action.definite independent
asa bill returned432,5 R.case, Greenl.Webster'sIn

but wasforeman,was thebythe jury, signedgrandfound by
“ forwas taken,true bill.” Exceptionto be acertifiednot

was ar­and judgmentafter the trial andcause, verdict;this
the court.byrested

to inin this as returned courtcase,indictment pre-The
this defect be cured bywasof the defective. Canjury,sence

?amendment
thethe ofsettled,is well both by express exceptionsIt

and the of thatauthorities,currentof amendmentstatutes
jeofails.within statute of Thereare not theindictments

in the courts ofsome instances English exceptionsbeenhave
been overruled later authorities.bybut haverule, theyto this
4 Rex vs.2570,Law Burr. Wilkes.;297­Crim.1 Chit.

inindeed, to be the commonsaid, Englandis practiceIt
are sworn,at the timeconsent, theytojurythe grandfor

and that mereform,amend ofthe court shall mattersthat
court,the beforebe amended bythereforemayinformalities

488,the trial. Ab.of 10commencementthe Petersdorf’s
has neverbut thisnote; 325;1 Law practiceChit. Crim.
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been in our courts and inadopted formerly, such; England,
amendments oninadmissible,were toexcept issuedprocess
the ingrand to thisjury come for purpose.

The to the indictment by theattempt perfect affixing sig-
nature of the after the instrument hasforeman, been returned
to ancourt, is amendment.

Parker,In vs. 550,Commonwealth Pick.2 wasexception
aftertaken, verdict, because the officer return of themaking

a jurorvenire for didgrand not hissign name to the return.
wasThe considered theexception maturely by but,court;

fullafter itdiscussion, was holden to be amendable. theIf
doubtedcourt so much on this on account of its rela­point,

totion the oforganization grandthe jury, they would hardly
amend an indictment where a defect orexisted, it topermit
be done theby foreman from theapart grand jury.

An indictment once is iffound unalterable it be; or,
can be doneamended, only to therecommitment grandby

jury.
arrested,Judgment

Robbins vs. Eaton.

purchased land,an infantWhere and at the re-conveyedsame time it in mort-
securitygage, purchaseas for the money Held, that a of pur-ratification the—

chase, by infant,the after he age,became of ratified the mortgage.
a promissoryWhere note is given by infant, necessaries,an for articles not
haye been used or by him,which sold an acknowledgment that he owes the

debt, payment part it,or a of a age,of after he of isbecomes no ratification
theof contract.

where the articles forBut which the note ingivenwas remain the orcustody
infant,of the hiscontrol detention or of them to his use,conversion after he


