
BIJRKE AND RARE IN LITE RATURE

transactions with Burke and Hare, is
that by bis laxity of the regulations
under which bodies were received into,
bis roomns be unintentionally gave a
degree of facilitY to the disposai Of
the victims of their crimes which, un-
der better regulations, would not have
existed; and which la doubtiess mat-
ter of deep and lasting regret not only
to himseif but to ail who have refleet-
ed on the importance and are there-
fore interested ini the prosecution of
the study of Anatomy. But while
tbey point out this circumstance as
the only ground of censure whîch they
ean diseover in the conduet of Dr.
Knox, it is fair to observe that per-
haps the recent disclosures have made
it appear repréhensible to many who
would not otherwise have adverted to,
its possible consequences."

The comnmittee was clearly satisfled
that there was no0 evidence that Knox
had any guilty knowledge of the mur-
ders or that be had. li fact, any sus-
picion of foi play, althougli there
were circumstances whicb miglit have
created sueb suspicion in bis mmnd.
Wbat ought to have been the really
suspicions tbing about the whole affair
w'as that ail the bodies were "fresb",
that la, had evidently neyer been cof-
:ihned or buried. We bave to remem-
ber that before the passing of the
.Ânatomy Act in 1832, the only sources
for "subjeets"', besides the bodies of
3nurderers senteneed to be hanged and
diasected, were corpses disiniterred by
«dresurrectioflists"e.

Tberefore, Professor Wilson, i Mis
attack on Knox, in the "Noctes", is
perfectly justifled lin saying tbat Knox
ouglit to bave bad bis suspicions ai'-
oused by the arrivai in bis rooxus of a
wbole series, of bodies wbieh showed
no signa o! baving been buried. The
idea that so many bodies eould bave
been purcbased li so sbort a time was

p'er'etly absurd, and was clearly a
stupid but impudent falsehood. Knox
knew as well as anybody else that the
Seottisb poor dlid flot seil tbe bodies
01 their dead relatives; and be must

have known there is no0 property in a
eorpse. 0f course, the plain truth la
that Knox did not want to inquire,
and was far too oceupied with his
teaching and bis researches ever to
trouble to cross-question two illiterate
blackguards, wbom lie left to be ln-
terviewed by bis porter and occasion-
ally by bis assistants.

Robert Knox, who attained to thia
highly undesirable notoriety, was
probably one of the moat auccesaful
lecturers on Anatomy or anything
else that Scotland bas ever produeed.
Tbere is no0 doubt that, an able maxi
naturally, lie bad the gift of teacbing
so that lie showed up ail the more ad-
vantageously against the third Monro,
wbo waa as stale, fiat and unproflt-
able a lecturer as one could well con-
ceive. The first and second Monroe
bail been towers o! strength to the
Edinburgb Sebool o! Medicine, the
third was unoriginal and iniept. The
atudents had, to "take out" Monro's
lectures to, qualify for tbeir examina-
tion, but they went to Knox to lean
the aubject. Dr. Knox reaearched
widely li Comparative Anatomy, and
was one of the first to grasp and teacli
the views o! Xavier Bichât on the
classification and structure of the tis-
sues. He was born ln Scotland li
1791 and died in Londonxinl 1862.
Indoubtedly some of bis popularity

with the students was due to bis
theatrical style of lecturixig. lie 'had
wbat we ahould consider some objec-
tionable mannerisms, and be was dan-
difled te a nauseous degree. lie lec-
tured lu a dress coan (tbe objeet of
that being to avoid soiling the skirts
of a coat flot eut away at the sides) ;
lie wore several rings, he displayed
mucli more than the usual amount of
frilis on bis shirt, anid lie used scout
freely. Notwitbstanding ail this,
Knox was flot lu the leat effeminate.
When the popular outcry against him.
was at its beight, b. knocked a maxi
down in Coilege Street for shouting
some insulting remark at him. When,
on tbe l2th o! February, 1829, a mob


