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that the had remainedalleged hours,not two andit isbecause post
it the travelthat obstructed thealongpublicdid not appearit

thethe could be liberal constructionif language bystreet, even
casethe otherwise.to reachheld

without any legal justification,was consequentlyThe trespass
and thefound judg-were properly guilty,the defendantsand

affirmed.bement must
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trial,granting judge, statiDga theground for new that aftera sufficientnotIt is
case, proper exceptionsapplicable qualifi-to the with andjury lawthe theto

afterwards, commenting upon evidence,thecations, has, repeated gen-thein
qualifications.again repeating thosewithoutruleeral

this case from theof ofsufficiently appearfacts opinionThe
delivered bythe court

theof leave wasplaintiffs,On motionJ. togivenBell,

thetried for an amendment ofcause,who theto the judgeapply
has been itmade,sinceamendment whichby appearsAncase.

to the in 11 Rosterinstructions given jury, reportedthethat
thestated in case.93, correctly originalwereN. H.)(31

instructions,of thosethat a part supposednow appearsitBut
him,to bear wereagainstcounsel afterwardsthe plaintiffs’by

the directionsagain repeating qualifying bywithoutrepeated,
first accompanied.atweretheywhich

that if suitable andclear,it to be instruc-legaltakeNow we
it is no cause for a trialto the new thatjury,are giventions

thoseto or repeating instructions,in asreferringthe judge,
the he isof evidence com-upon whichto some portionapplying

It must bethoseagain qualifications.repeatdoes notmenting,
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understood that the have sufficient intelligence, after ajury
stated,has been with itslegal principle correctly proper qualifica-

tions, to theunderstand, has occasionwhen tojudge again refer
theto that he must mean to itof asprinciple, speak tosubject

samethe he had before stated. Itqualifications cannot be sup-
that could so far mistake a asposed any tojury judge suppose

that after he had once rulelaid down a of law, with qualifications
and he could intend afterexceptions, to state theimmediately

rulesame any qualification.without
isIt a settled that courts not verdicts,set asidewillprinciple,

because the them,or some of assert thatjurors, misunder-they
thestood the The affidavitof court. of thecharge offoreman

the which thejury, amendment,accompanies amounts to no
thanmore that hethis, misunderstood the courtwhat said.
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