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Mr. Clagett did as a defense attorney, 1 will spcak as
an old prosecuting attorney, and even I would not want
to see any reduction in the unanimous verdict of the
jJury. 4 .

THE CHAIRMAN: Governor Lane suggests‘to you
there is a difference. )

GOVERNOR LANE: Between the Supremé Ccurt
and the Maryland Legislature.

THE CHAIRMAN: Any further discussion? Are
you ready for the question? The question arises on
the motion to direct the Committee to eliminate the
requirement that the verdict of the jury in a criminal
ing the uvnanimous requirement sfgnify by 2 show of hends.
Contrary.

MR, BROOKS: Six to nine.

THE CHAIRMAN: The motion is lost, 6 to 9.

Now, is thexe any ~- Mr. Sayre?

MR, SAYRE: Since this Section deals with
the persons accused of a crime, or where a crime is
alleged, I would like to move a clause following, Process
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case be unanimous. All in favor of that motion eliminat-
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