Running Head: LAW 

2
LAW 

2

Law case study

Name 

Institution Affiliation 

Date 

 Eyre was governor in Jamaica during rebellion in Morant bay and he had been suspected to have done crime where he ordered forceful response which made many of the Jamaicans as well as excursion and summary execution of many politicians who were believed to have instigated the uprise. The colonial assembly had the law passed on the act of indemnity so that to cover all the acts that have been committed in good intension to reduce rebellion after the martial law was proclaimed (Govindaraj, 2018). When he came back to England many of the Jamaican nationals sued governor Eyre for trespassing to persons and having falsely imprisoned in the court of England. England made attempts to have Eyre prosecuted for committing murder they failed in their attempt and tried to have him sued for imprisoning Jamaicans falsely.
The hearing of the case got done by a bench of six judges and the decision given. The argumentation of the court was that the law was retroactive and disastrous to the natural justice secondly whether the law was bad in matters of the procedure because the governor had made the law pass a statute into law in the respect in which he was associated with a direct conflict of interest on the law (Mills, 2017). The court then ordered that Eyre could not get sued because of the conduct that he had done in overseas country Jamaica as the two requirements must have been met as it could work out if he had done the crime locally and the act should be justifiable by the law of England.
My opinion on the verdict of the case is that it did not get to bring justice to the members of Jamaica since Eyre was left free while indeed he was the main cause of the death and imprisonment of activists .they applied the law opposite to the justice of the Jamaican protecting Eyre basing their justification that the law was only justifiable in Jamaica and it is not actionable in England.
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