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or twice, but unto sevAnty tirces seven. 0f course, once they
have been subjected to this labourious process, their hearts are
ynurs unreservedly, and they wiil staind by you and your 'modern
xnethods' to the bitter end."

Upon thc second branch of the subject, Mr. Francis D. Gailatin,
of the New York Bar, speaks thus:

"The oniy test of' crirrinal rcsponsibiiity recognized by iaw
is whether the defendant knew the nature of the act of which hie is
aceuQed, and if so, %vhiether lie knew it to bc wrong. If hie so knew,
lie is to ho heid responsibk', abnorynai as lie mray otherwise be.

"From this state of the Ittw has arisen the idea that there arc
tio kinds of incoirpetency, the legal and the' iredicai: the one as
appiied býy the courts, and the' other as appiied by the iredieai pro-
fessuion. The' expression that <an individuai is iredieaiiy aithough
not icgally, inisane' is not infrequentiy heard. This is ui.founidedl,
for the law does not foster such absurdities. The, confusion lias
arimen from a ir isconception.

"T'ho iaw does not deciare that aill xrentaiiy unlsoundt persons are
cr-in inafl'y imrsp)onsk bic and tý'en- proceed to inqu ire wlhethcr the'
defendant is rrentaliy iinsound; but it dces deciare that persons
suffering frcdù irentai diseases attcnded hy certain psvehoiogicai
phenon ena are crin' inaily irresponsibie, and theui eliquires v0ether
the' defcndant suffers from such disease ind %vhethvlir sueli plie-
on ena arc Prese ut.

"'A divergence of view hetwcn thet' two professions as t.o %vlnt
constitutes ilnsanity ils not indiQatcd %vhen the hîwN declares respon-
sibie an in<ividuzi %vhom) tht' iiedicai profe-sion hns protiiounct'd
insane. l'ht questioni ut issue is not wbethcr t&e defencient is
insane, bult wi:tleî uder Cie' law ho is rsoshe

<'To assist tht' Court in aipp)iig the' test, tht' il edical expert is qR
cai!ed in. T'ht question of tht' n entai condition of the' .4ceused,
inie 0« ahtrc, ot codnemul inii. T*1 ho cuî t wvilli nt lient
ini. sar in such prc eedings, Ni hether the' aecuscd is salie or insane. é

norn af oi defertive, but whether his c'oncepts ad perceptions uX'ri
'Sieh ns the'la dech'at's si .''der hixn irrsoii for his aets.

"Tht' iaw iii its attribution of crin ima nepnm hy~ ales no
(distincttion 1Ltm, en the' iinunti l(i(ta n the il entai efc
tive, ('ett. i iow-grade ir enitai dofüectives. it îs tiuc, being ignor.-
-tlth'ntroftii tsoicaal iriingti wng
fulness, are dciared irresponsible by tht' courts and defflt with iii a
iiiinneraptx- utt to their condition. The e t the' except ion
11,1( not the r'Ie.

'itli tht' highi-gradle 11rentai defective this, unldel. the' î»esent.
hiLiv, is not possible. He' lnoo i sthe' iitu(v of bis v-ct nxiff that it 15


