264 Juries net finable.

Fol. 140. One fault in the Return is, That the Fy
virs are mot (aid to bave acquitted the Perfons in.
difled, agdinft full and manifeft Evidence, corruptly,
and knowing the Evidence to be full and ma.
nifeft againt the faid Perfons indicted ; for how -
manifeft foever the Evidence was, if it were not ma.
wifeft 1o them, and that they belicved it fuch, it was
mot, & finable Fault, nor deferving Imprifonmenr
Upon. which difference, the Law of punifhing Furors
for falfe Verdilis, principally depends.

And, Fol. 141, Iwould know, whether any thinp
be more comman, than for two Men, Students, Bars
viffers, or Fudges, to deduce contrary and appofite Con-
clufions out of the [ame Cafe in Law? And is there g
ny diffevence, that two Men [hould infer diftinét Con-
clufions from the (ame Teftimony 2 Is any thing more
kuown, than that the [ame Author, and Place in ihe
Author, is forcibly urg’d ro maintain contrary Conglu.
fions, and ihe Decifion bard which is in the Right ¢ Is
any thirg more frequent in the Comroverfies of Re:
ligian, than to0 prefs rhe [ame Texts for oppofite Te.
ners 2 How then comes it to pafs, that two Per[ons
may not apprehend with Reafon and Honefty, what 4
Witne(s, or many [ay, to prove in. the Under(tanding
of ome, plainly one thing, bur in the Apprehenfion of the
other, clearly the contrary thing 2 Muft therefore one
of thefe merit Fine and Imprifonment, becaufe be
doth that which be cannot otherwife do, preferving bis
Quth and Integrity 2 And this is ofien the Cafe of the
Fudge and the Fury. ,

And Fol. 142. I conclade therefore, That this Re-
turn, charging the Prifoners to bave acquitted P, and
M. againft full and manifeft Evidencey firft and nest,
without faying, toat they did know and believe that
Evidence to be full and manifelt againft tbe Indicled
Perfons, is no Caufe of Fine and Imprilonment.
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