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death, but she passed out of this world through the effects of opium havingat the Bame time aa amount of arsenic in her stomach which mSs hkve t,riduced death 1^) his (Mr-iGait's) miad, Dr. Nichol'. evidence proved entifeW

-that for the first eight days he did not feel much eftect from it But afterwards he began to suffer from the effects, with all (he symptoms of arsenicalpoisoning. If that were so, and if his theory were cor ecttSarsenic would accumulate, he must have had six or seven grans in hiseysten, if the effect of the poison w<is accumulative this wSuld havekilled Lira as two grains and a halfwunld produce fatal effects Mr Gaithere quoted cases from books which Mr. Cameron had used, against thkcumu
forJnl'''-7>' -^'"^'T' ^^T^'^' ^^^ was brought here on the p'u^t S?Thedefence said lie never knew the cumulative effects of arsenic to prod co deaththough he had read of such cases. The way in which the prisoner hS spokento his wife of her disease saying that .she could not survive her c-ouSnemen"that he wi.shed her to tell her mother of her trouble lest sh.. sho,,i;iTr^J: «•
suddenly, when it might be considered strange next S^^ iu rt'cw ^Thenthe learned coun.sel read the letters produceif on the Ltday of t iTrial andasked Ihejury to notice the important fact that King's Sr > • '

s Vandervoort was dated the lOlh of October. That altuough he"a'd u ihat le tp;th^t"-—-v,-^'i very ill," evidently alluding t.o his^wifV she w s not sVokuntil four days afterwards. When Mi's. King died whv d hi nrLn
away ? There was no charge m ule againsJ him AnKh n he i-^etSne
Wm^o' r fnot/^'-*^

^'
f'>

to Vandcrvoorfs-why did he take fbat gtl w "h
h^lZ ? ?'^, •' ^i"^'"*^ . ^^I'*'

^^*t *''« conduct of a man who believed^ hehad treated his wife medicinally with arenic? When at St. Vinceut a UnitedStates officer, altogether unknown to him, asked at the door of the house ifthere was anyone there from Brighton, and immediately the prisoner jumDedthrough a wiodow, and made for the woods. Was that conduct consistent w^thinnocence? Did it not show a guilty knowledge in themnSS tSlearned gentleman concluded by recapitulating the heads oSis arguments S
of lh?"ju?y.

""""'"' ''''^' "''"'' ''""'^ "«' ""'' *° '^^P'''' "^^-^ upTtKinJs

f„?'^^TK^f"'' 11°''*^.^'"? *^ J"^ remarked that the question had been sofully laid before them by the learned counsel, that there remained but lUtlafor him to say, beyond reading the evidence and making such fifvf remarks iSseemed necessary. It was his opinion that Barker was right rrspecSth^cork not being in the bottle until th- morning when he took i 13„ f1 #
toa. Professor Croft said that there was but sSt s ^n« nfInfl

^ ^!^^^

after death. This was certainly a circumstance in favour if the prisoner b,^t must also betaken into consideration that another medical wKS'tSatthis would not be the case in all circumstaaceB. The learS Jud?e thPn r^ou without any remark the evidence, until he came to toat oflifriV^mother of the deceased, which, he said, required much careful consiSioiThe jury would remember that i»he, having the idea thaf th» ^rfa-^ !
ioned the death of her daughter, might be Lpe^tJd^o enLrten^Inr^ff 7-*^
against him. The jury wo^uld s^e h^ow farhKstimory wlrbo?! out Efothor witnessess. and how much they could unreservediv J^Jnf wul
respect to the fall from the buggy, according to the mSr If % ^

7^1^^
daughter very little, and she dfo'Te on to'cUVon t?eSedaf%Se mnot complain of atiT illness until thrpn w^Bt. nFt... .u!„ .rr^r ""'' *?^ ?'«

fore her death. ">» iniportant to-iote-rhee^ait pSta o^S^S.^
,lf., (the ..cc«.5, .ha. sbelnn'sSfthS .Srconla 't> Kr, efcS


