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The Court found no error in the instructions given to the jury after the main charge was delivered. The 

instructions were as follows:  that in a large proportion of cases absolute certainty could not be expected; 

that although the verdict must be the verdict of each individual juror, and not a mere acquiescence in the 

conclusion of his fellows, yet they should examine the question submitted with candor and with a proper 

regard and deference to the opinions of each other; that it was their duty to decide the case if they could 

conscientiously do so; that they should listen, with a disposition to be convinced, to each other's 

arguments; that, if much the larger number were for conviction, a dissenting juror should consider 

whether his doubt was a reasonable one which made no impression upon the minds of so many men, 

equally honest, equally intelligent with himself. The judge also instructed that if, upon the other hand, the 

majority was for acquittal, the minority ought to ask themselves whether they might not reasonably doubt 

the correctness of a judgment which was not concurred in by the majority. 

 

While, undoubtedly, the verdict of the jury should represent the opinion of each individual juror, it by no 

means follows that opinions may not be changed by conference in the jury room. The very object of the 

jury system is to secure unanimity by a comparison of views, and by arguments among the jurors 

themselves. It certainly cannot be the law that each juror should not listen with deference to the arguments 

and with a distrust of his own judgment, if he finds a large majority of the jury taking a different view of 

the case from what he does himself. It cannot be that each juror should go to the jury-room with a blind 

determination that the verdict shall represent his opinion of the case at that moment; or, that he should 

close his ears to the arguments of men who are equally honest and intelligent as himself. 

 


