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It would be necessary for the Court to declare amistrial if the jury found
itself unable to arrive at a unanimous verdict after @reasonable length of time;
the indictment would still be pending, and it is r nable to assume the case will
be tried again with the same questions to be@termined by another jury and with
no reason to hope such other jury would ﬂ@the questions any easier to decide.

The length of time the jury would:be required to deliberate is within the
discretion of the Court and the Cou : s not at present feel the jury has
deliberated a sufficient length of time to fully eliminate the possibility of its being
able to arrive at a verdict. @ :

Please continue your deliberations in an effort to arrive at a verdict that is
acceptable to all memberﬁi jury, if you can do so without doing violence to

your conscience.
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