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ing to the hypothesis of a second dose having been given shortly before death.
The arsenic had passed from the stomach to the bowels, and had been drained
away by purging. Its action on the mucous membrane of the small intestines
was evident, through a large part of their course.

" Although fifteen days had elapsed, from the time of death until the
analysis was made, there was no mark of putrefaction, and no trace of the con.
version of whire arsenic to yellow suilpluret. 'This was probably owing to the
low temperature which then prevailed."

The two following notes are important

(1) " The girl had died on the 26th of Decenber, and this examination was
not made until the 10th of Jan. The dela na!, owing to the rigorous rules of
economy practised by the Surrey nagistrates in ail imedico.legal cases rTequiring
chemical investigation. The coroner is deprived, by them, of the power to order
special fees in sueli cases. The magistrates %ill not grant permission for any
special scientific investigations to be made, and if these be ordered by the coroner
he is expected to pay for themn hinself. If undertaken without such order, the
medical analyst i3 expected to render his services gratuitously, and to take all
the responsibility of being bcund over as a nt 3ùess at the subsequent trial, with
loss of time, &c. Owing to the necessary correspondence on this subject, the ana-
lysis was delayed fifepn days, a period of timie bwhih, at another easnon of the
year, and in a crimiial case, ryiglt have destrol ed the preit-niortem appearances,
and have conpletely defeated the ends of justice ! Ultimately, the analysis wae
made by the order of private individuals residing in the patish in %nich the girl
died :they undertook to be responsible for the neccesary expenses. It is only fais
to state, that the charge feil entirely upoo them; 4or at the quarter sessions sub-
sequently held, the magistrates refused to allow any fees except those prescribed
by the Medical Witnesses' Act. Ilence it follows, that cenes of suspected
poisoning occuring in thec County of Surrey, îmfust either rcainin uninvestigated,
and a guess made et the caure of death, or the charges nust be defrayed by a tax
on private individuala ! It ic not probable that the latter system will receive
mUcI support ; and deaths from poiison, in Surrcy, are, therefore, not likely to
become. so publicly knowi as in other c'unties, where the magistrates consider
it a duty to have ail suspected cases fully investigated. In the case of the femliale
who was lately found dead at Clapham, ai it was alleged from chloroformn, but
but according to the verdict, fremfright, neither the niagistrates nor the coroner
would cause a proper inquiry to be instituted. The parties who had charge of
the stomach applied to the Coimissioners of Police, and the Secretary of State,
for an allowance of expenses, but without success. The public and profession
are wel acquainted with the result."

(I)"lUnneeessary importance, it appears to ne,is oftenattachbed, on crirAinal
trials to thiq want of power of tracing ihe pos.zessioni of puoisonî. Those persons
who intend to destroy tlemelves or others, naturall adopt means to ktep the
fa.cts conccaled as much as possible. It is eith.c purthastd at a distance, or in
another naine, or it is taken from a packeùt of puisn lo ely kept in a closet, or
on a shIelf. In the case here reported, it i. probable that it was purchiaed by
linother person, who perhaps dreaded the re(onsibiity of comîing forward whien
deaRth had enqued. The case of the Duke de Pratliin (184'7) presents a :ingular
Itetance of the mode in which criminale sometinaeb proLure poison. 'I he duke
had purchased arsenic somne weeks before he murdered the duchess, aud had kept
the paper containing it in the pocket of a dressing-gown wainçh he occasioii:ll


