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madeadvancespresentin ease wereweekly paymentsThe the
correctlyThey aredue.against might later becommissions which

bondThe andloans. contractplaintiff’sin the brief ascharacterized
andbusinessin the insurancesolelyrelate to transactionsCarroll’s

The contractagency.beyond pale of hisdo not include matters the
an individual.agent and not asplaintiff generalwas made with the as

in mat-companythe insurancerequired protectThe tobond was
personalprotectnot “torepresent it butin shouldters which Carroll

Leach, 31,214 Mich. 34.by v.loans made officials.” Utter
aredefendantssuggestion that theany merit in theNor is there

made undernotif the advances wereany event;in that evenliable
agree-supplementaryathey made underagency contract,the were

inthereto,” as usedagreementsphrase “supplementalment. The
originalto theagreements germanecontract, obviouslythe means

contract.
Exception overruled.

concurred.J., did not the othersSnow, sit:
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by brief, plaintiff.for theSnow,E.Conrad

(Mr. Upton orally), forI. DuncanUpton and LaurenceRobert W.
the defendant.

339, 25)c. s. is this: “Jurors shallAllen, (P. L.,J. The statute
sleep and resttheir deliberations withoutto continuerequirednot be
earlier,hour or underevening.in the At thato’clocklater than twelve
they bemay direct,the court shallconditions assafeguards andsuch

eightatsleep rest,and ... for leastopportunity forsuitableafforded
up their deliberations.”again takingbeforehours

one that is under-to afforded meansopportunity beThe suitable
enough.juryin the room is notpresence ofThe mere bedsstood.

labors, rightmight from their and thejurythe resthour at whichThe
all,of orwill or at the will less thanonly their unanimousretire atto

they were not about.were matters toldreaching verdict,abefore
helpful that,and not to showpossible sleepto rest wasit wasThat

so.conditions, rightful to doit wasor under what for.them
induty to inform them thisit made the court’sthe isBy statute

statutory arrangements andthey what therespect. knowUntil
meaning themay no fair ofare,the court add underthose which

they receive its benefit.statute doof thewords
not in terms declare suchbecause the statute doesarguedIt thatis

verdict. If thedoes not invalidate aresult, non-compliance with ita
non-compliance is not shown toany weight when theargument has

a ver-acceptedit to be when suchverdict,an is nothave led to unfair
findings,The madethereby produced. courtto bedict is shown
in mindjurorsof the were tiredexception thereto, that somewithout

efforts affected theirmidnight their continuedbody at and thatand
offor the sake a ver-yieldto their viewsand induced themjudgment

statutory authority needed to show theisIn this situation nodict.
judg-hisjuror “ought not to sacrificeillegality Aof the verdict.

unanimity,the of how-the for sakeopinions majoritythe ofment to
Mann, 472,v. 60 N. 473.may be.” Ahearn H.desirable thatever

verdict, can-leading an unfair the verdictof the toDisregard statute
not be sustained.

chargeinbynot the officerorder receivedThe effect of the court’s
midnight ofdischarge before becomesdirecting theirjuryof the and

unnecessary consideration.

Exception overruled.

others concurred.Snow, J., did not thesit:


