
From Government House
You may find the document en

closed worthy of publication in " Bal
ance”. It purports to be an extract 
from an encyclopedia published 100 
years from now. Naturally I found 
this claim incredible, but I am assured 
by the person who supplied it to me 
(and whose name I am not at liberty to 
divulge) that he has, over many years 
and by the application of intense con
centration, been able to get short 
glimpses into the future.

JURIES IN THE YEAR 2095
difficulty remained. As is well known, 
much criminal law is postulated on the 
reactions of an ordinary member of the 
public; on the basis that, while, in an ethi
cally perfect world, the average citizen 
would act on the highest possible stand
ards, those standards cannot always be at
tained, and the best that can be expected is 
the reaction of the ordinary law-abiding 
adult to a particular set of circumstances. In

Tasked him to find something on the 
subject of juries some hundred years 
hence. He has complied with an extract 
from what purports to be an encyclope
dia of the year 2095.

Only time will tell whether my in
formant (whose name I cannot disclose) 
is a prophet or a charlatan.

But, if he is correct, then those pro
gressive souls who have long sought the 
abolition ofthejury system will be pleased 
to hear that they will be vindicated; and 
that juries will soon be replaced by a 
totally different system more in tune with 
the advance and far-sighted views of our 
jurisprudential avant garde.

From Encyclopedia Australiana
Edition for the Year 2095

Juries: This outmoded device 
adopted from the European Anglican 
Province (previously England) was im
ported into Australian Criminal Law in 
the 18th Century and flourished until the 
early years of the 21 st Century. (F or a full 
history see under "Archaisms”).

The obvious efficiency of trial by 
Judge alone led to a gradual abolition of 
this cumbersome system. However one

ancient times this normative figure was 
described as "the reasonable man" which, 
or course, in deference to feminist objec
tions, became" the reasonable person"; and 
later, when it was correctly pointed out that 
the word "person" was itself sexist, (since 
the last three letters impart a masculine 
concept "son"), to the present acceptable 
form as "the reasonable per child". As one 
eminent Judge, famed for her wit and origi
nality, recently pointed out, (Republic -v- 
Smith 2091, Oceanic Law Reports 251, 
654), "What we are looking for is the per 
child on the Clapham space shuttle".

The problem, raised with due modesty 
by the Judges themselves, was that they 
would necessarily have higher standards of 
behaviour than an ordinary citizen, and 
would not want to be seen as imposing 
unduly oppressive ethical concepts.

This problem was first tackled by Pro
fessor Djurr, Dean of Sociological Law at 
the University of Wolloomooloo. In a 
short succinct submission of 17,000 pages 
backed up by copious references, he estab
lished that here was a field in which the 
social scientist was pre-eminent. Expert 
evidence, based upon intensive research, 
was available to establish the behavioural 
norm of the average citizen in every indi
vidual case.

Criminal cases were subsequently 
enhanced by the presence of experts on 
both sides to establish the appropriate 
standards.

However, as time went on, com
plaints were raised that trials were be
coming excessively lengthy due to the 
laudably massive researches of the so
cial scientists and to their inability to 
agree among themselves. Witnesses 
on both sides were extensively cross- 
examined; and judges were heard oc
casionally to express the view that a 
degree in social science did not neces
sarily conduce to clarity of expression.

In this situation the brilliant re
searches of Dr Reym the eminent soci
ologist, demographer and psephologist, 
saved the day. By a series of inspired 
and carefully controlled experiments, 
(which ultimately won him the Noble 
Prize for Statistics), he proved that the 
behavioural norms of the ordinary citi
zen could be discovered by a random 
selection of a small cross-section of the 
community.

Further research established that 
the optimum number for best results 
was 12. By employing this technique 
Judges speedily found that expert evi
dence was unnecessary; and have since 
incorporated this statistically signifi
cant group of 12 into their delibera
tions; with satisfactory results all round.

Here, then, we have a splendid 
example of how our legal system can 
accommodate to contemporary pat
terns and keep abreast of modern de
velopments. The antiquated processes 
of the 20th Century have given way to 
the highly efficient system we employ 
today. It is, therefore, only right and 
proper that we should recognise the 
two great pioneers who developed our 
present successful procedure, and give 
it the name by which it is now univer
sally known - the Djurr-Rey System.
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