
14 INSANITY l8*o. 1ft

under natural imlnvility or dükw of tin* mind, to such an 
extput os to ri-mlvr him incapable of appminting the nature 
and quality of the act or omisnitm, and of knowing that aueh 
an art or omiasion was wrong.

2. Ui i.t 8I0N8.—A person labouring under specific delu­
sions, but in other respects sane, shall be not acquitted oil the 
ground of insanity, under the provisions hereinafter con­
tained. unless the delusions enu-ed him to believe in the exist­
ence of some state of things which, if it existed, would justify 
or excuse his act or omission.

1‘MKst mption of Sanity.—Kvery one shall be pre­
sumed to tie sane at the time of doing or omitting to do any 
act until the contrary is proved. 56-56 V.. <. 29, a. 11.

In sub-section ill the word “wrung" means legally not morally

See wh‘1 ions '.Hit; in «70 a* to procedure when plea of insanity 
has Inn'ii maintained.

There are three stages of insanity rei-ognlsed by law ns an excuse 
for criminal acts. They nrc respectively illustrated in the three cases 
following 1. It. v. \rnul4 117241; 2. It. v. HeUinghnm ( 1
Russel on frimes UN; 3. It. x t/cViugAlr» i 1N43i. lot * F. 2uu 
All I hr.......uses are in Kenney's friuiinnl fawn.

fuller the present law, insanity is n gmsl plea; 1 When th<* 
mind of tin- necused wits nffeiied to such an extent, a I the lime of 
his commission of the net. that lie was nimble to understand the 
wrong lie was doing ; or. 2. When his mind i' troubled with delusions 
which cause him to imagine a condition of things which, if they were 
as he imagines, would justify his net. It. v. O fiord 11 HTt 1 », .» f. & 
V 169: If v Oxford UH40I. Wart». I**nd fas. SI. » f A P 525 
If r Hoy»rt 11R.MM. 1 F A F «MW; H. x. Townlry i IWBi. 3 F. A F 
H3ft.

I»e|usioiiM which indicate n defective sanity such ns will relieve 
a person from criminal responsibility nre delusions of the senses, 
such as relate to facts or objecta. It is not enough to ehew that they 
have a diseased or ihj/raved mind nor nre mere wrong notions or 
impressions, or that the sense of right and wrong nre still. See R. 
v H»rton IVW31. 3 F A F. 772

A good test to apply Is. would he have committed the crime had 
a policeman been there at the time of the act?

If the accused sets lip the defence of insanity he must aooejA 
the onus pro bondi. If. v. I,avion < 1N4ft. 4 fox O. C. 14ft.

Being drunk !«• no excuse for crime. Pimon't Cate (1835), 2 
few in. f. f. 144. But mav lie taken into consideration in ascertain 
ine the motive and state of the accused person's mind. If. v. I/mMm 
(1836). 7 f it P 297 If x. frase I 1R3N». H f. A. P 541: R V. 
IfowlAosse. 1184ft». 4 fox f. f. 55; It v. Moore 118ô2t, 3 C. A 
K 31ft R. x. flatolm ilNT.Ni. l F A F. 96.

helirium tremens i* treated the same ns insanity if accused was 
in «uch a state of madness ne to render himself temporarily inceuntile 
of distinguishing right from wrong. R. v. Davit 11HR1 ). 14 < »x f_

See 3 Bum's .lust. 1 su ; i Ituss. 11 : /?. v. Dit boit. 17 Q R 
»I3 It \ Dorr, 3 Stephen's llist. 426


