I'HE CORONER AND HIS

DUTIEN

on this subject. They all o to show that the Statute of -

ward I was right.

Properly speaking there ar

no sudden deaths of which the

» \ can be known, except such as happen in the presence
a physician, and which present evident sympton ol

Hence the laws justify the definition given at the beginning

of the present Article

56. 'I'he second point to be established is that investiga-

tions in these cases of sudden death are necessary, and that

ev should always take pla
Investigation callv more necessary in these ca tha
ood numb [ deaths through violene
In th iLer, deaths through violen t olten hap-
pens that tl s act has been perpetrated 1n "res
ce ol a la number of witnesses, and it only remains fol

the Cloroner to verify and control the facts known. In trutl

[ s no investigation or inquest: there 12 only a nort
ontaining written facts of }rl;‘v‘w knowledge.
In the case where the cause of death is unknown, all is

vaterv, and it is then that it behooves us to rend th

that prevents our seeing whether erime exists or not,

57. In the case of violent deaths it is generally known

before the inquest whether murder has been

another, or whether the death is th

|

committed by

osult of an act of vio-

lence which may he tln|llllw| to another, or to the vietim

[t i8 known that there has been violence; investigation will

confine itself to ascertaining whether tl

e violence 1s I:r"nu '1,"
or not,

In the first case, by the very fact that it is known that ther
has been violence, public opinion is aroused, and if the State
failed in its duty of seeking for the homicide, citizens would
petition it, and homicide would then with difficulty pass un-
noticed.

In the second case, by the fact that the death presents as
3




