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By 2 Juror—We changed the temperature of the water frequent. | congestion. It would - depend upon how long it was applied. I
1y, according to the Doctor’s orders, I never.took the cold water think it must-be the opinion of ¢very well-cducated medical man,
without the hot. . .. . o that tepid water improperly applied would produee congestion. '

Mr. Charles Waterworth, examined—1I reside in Bengal place, © + The Coroner said, as far as he was concerned, all the witnesses
New Nent-road, and am a surgeon. I haveknown the deecased, had been examined ; if, however, Mr. Prendergast chose'to call
M. Dresser, for sis or Seven years.  Daring that period his gene. - sny on behalf of Di. Ellis, he was quite.at liberty to do so;
ral statc of licalth bas been goud. T attended hitn for theumatism. Mr. Prendergast said he did not know af it was nccessary to
four ycars ago, occusionally in the stomach. . I last attended him call any one, but he claimed his yight to address the jury, as
for janndice and stomach derangement in Mareh last, which arose there was a serions charge against Dr. Ellis, which might, affect
from impediment to a natural flow of bile into the bowels.  There him criminally, and he vbishfcd to show. the Taw ss it affected me-.

‘was not discase'nf the liver. T lave not scen him since the mid. dieal men; who were not responsible for the death of a patient un.
“dlc of April, when T attended the post mortem cxamination of the . der them when they were striving to do him good.” L
deceased’s body. “Uhere was nothing to account for death but * The Coroner said that was the argument adduced in the casc
~ the congested ‘state of the langs and the heart.  Mr. 1licks was of St. John Long, and the judges overruled jt. - ‘
present with me, and we both agreed at the time as to the cause |- Afier a long discussion between the coroner and the learneds
of death, - ‘ o s . couneil, the former decided not to hear any address, as'it was
" The Coroner here handed the paper, purporting to be the cause irregular, o = ’ )
. of death, to the witness, whicly Dr. Ellis had given to the de. Mr. Prendergast then desired to ofier evidenee as to Dr. Ellis’s
ceased’s cousin, and asked if he hud read it 7+ . : . !competency. ' : IR o
Witness—V¥es, I have. . : . The Coroner said he would hear any one called to prove
The Cotoner—~Docs that statement agree with what was ascer- that Dr. Ellis'was a really qualificd practstioner in the eye of the
tained.on a pest moriem cxamination? o law. o e N ‘
. Witness—Not in any one point. . Mr. Prendergast said it mattered not whether Dr. Ellis belonged
The Coroner again read the paper in question, and called the " to 4 certain College of Surgeans or not, he could practice legally
attention of the witness to various symptoms the deceased was \ojihout that. The learned counsel not calling uny witness on
stated therein to_have exhibited by Dr. Ellis, the whole of which his point. ‘ o ‘ ‘
he contradicted from his own obscrvation of deccased. ' " The Coroner proceeded to sum up the casc to the Jury. He
_Evidence resumed—From reading this paper I have no doubt obscrved, that in the case of Mr. St. John Long, which had been
the deccased was treated for discase of the liver and its couse. previously alluded to, the judges had laid down the law in a very
quénces.  Deceased was a man of very feeble power as regarded cloar and perspicuous manner, as did also the Lord Chief Justice,
the action of the heart. 1 don't think there could have been any  who was then Attorney-General, and conducted the prosecution,
reason for treating him for diseased liver. The only judgnent T° That learncd authority argued, s in the case of St. Jobin Long. -
can form of what discuse deccased was labouring under from that that although there might be no malice aforethought, if he proved
report is difficulty of breathing. . Ilad the liver of the deceased the defendant had applied himself to the treatment of a case of
.been diseascd as deseribed, nothing could more rapidly have de. which he knew nothing as to its proper treatment, and that he ad-
stroged his life than the hydropathic tystem.  The placing himin ministered a liquid or medicine of the constitution o which he had
batlis would penl the fife of o patient labouring under discase of no knowledge, he was clearly guilty of manslaughter. ‘The jud~
the liver, particulurly with suppuration, by lowering the power of  ges in the same case laid it down that, whether a man was a le-

the eystem, } ! wally gualificd -practitioner or not, went for nothing. The ques.
By the Coroner—1 attribnte the congestion of the lungs and tion was, whether the treatment adopted was a rash and reckless
heart of decuased to the external application of cold. treatment, and which had resulted in the death of the patient, or

By Mr. Prendergast—A depression of unimal powers—depres- whether it was such freatment as might, u{:dcr any other circum-
sion-of the action of the heart, may cause congestion of lungs und stances, have cn(}cd in fital r‘csulls.’ Now, in the present instance,
hicart, but not to this cxtent.  Ifie’ liver was not congested, al- they had no cvidence that Dr. Ellis was not a duly qualified
though Mr. Hicks thought so;' but T ean’say I hardly cver saw practitiorier, and, llgcrcforc,;.thc sule question for the Jury to con-
a more healthy Liver in my life.  Itis u falschood for any onc to’ snde}‘ was whcthgr, in the present case, -he hgxd a'ctcd towards t'he i
say that this i.nvvshguti&m has been induced by me. I never sug- patien{ in a bona fide manncr, or had actad m"lns trt.:ahpcnt w;th;
gested to the widow to have her husband’s body opened. a gross degree of recklessness or rashness and incaution, and thus'.

‘ caused death to ensue. 1f the Jury vieived the case. as one of
boné fide treatment, then they werg bound to acquit Dr. Elkis of
all blame; but if, on the contrary, they- considercd he had actqd

Mr. Prendergast here proceeded to cross.cxamine the wittiess,”
. and Mr, Waterworth Joudly complained against the coursc of pro- .
eceedinge, - . : N . )
cfﬁig{,Cmmer interfered, and yemarked, that as Mr. Prender with rashness, then their verdiet would-be onezof manslagghtelr..
it ~d, and 3 , that as Mr. Prender- ™ lfoast 6 o Turv retited nsidsr thoir-
gast was attending in behalf of a person whose position might be | \z‘xibolutnl‘;:llf’pr:st; ()abooc:.og;(()‘ ,ﬂ:z{f;? ;;i:x(i‘::c l‘équ;zxg cty:zrt
affected by the inquiry, it would, perhaps, be-nceessary to unswer . :’;C]::,‘:c 2 alte ou ’ L R t
all the questions put by that gentleman. . ‘ . . Lo L :
. : - s o B 3 J ore 1 . R.
Mr. Waterworth was then cross-cxamined at great length, as I Thf’: 1?’“"‘?“} midr t:;c l‘uf.}’ wq'c'ul; o'plmleont 1 cl;t;t cli\lgd]?n_
to’conversatiotis he had with Mrs, Dresser, since death, and as to Dresser had lost his life by tho improper treatment lie recelv: :
the post smortem cxammation ! . . the hiydropathic establishment at Sudbrooke.park.? -

"Mr. Pren s ain commenced callin out to him—t ; . Sl . >
Mr. Prendergast again commenced ealling out to him- ,Co’me, over which there was nn control 2 - You'must cither state that,

Mr. Medical man, do you mean 1o answer that 3 R i S W ; :
Mr. Waterworth agzxin appealed to the coroner for protection. ! Olt that ]Il “'ib“t in tci?]ﬂcf}ucncte gft}h(?' fr"‘sl‘;l ‘;‘::‘(;Z”if;get;if:"v:r‘?
The quolncr-—‘[ cannot, lzllr' Prendergast, allow you to! insult t]:g“ - 1 must get the Jury 1o yelire agat MR R
a respectable eentleman, under examination in this court, by us. =~ v . N L R
ing bigch tc,réng as—** Come, Mr. Medical.-man;” do behave {15 a u‘c‘%;hfc‘&i? agam‘rqlu"e‘d for “"“’F“ a quargcxj of an ,h‘"‘“z é"d on
gentleman, Sir. - . T : T an saide— Ve AT MO ced that Mr.
2 Mr. l;rcxldf.‘rgast (with great warmth)—Oh, you say that 16 me, Drf:lﬁirzotti?ﬁ?:lrzz::llxed“;'fo}sﬁ ‘:x:a::ixzzgizc?gr;i rccetivctitn- .
o you ? i ‘ : o i, p H ne Lo o
The Coroner—Yes, and if there is a repetition of the conduct, d‘er(lgrl Ellis ?n ?a]r;: . F}X" ,’,”' ¢ unanimous in a verdict of man
1 shall have you removed from the court. -Taum always willing waughter against Dr. LIS, or Dr. E I" . u m of £500
to give every license to professional inen to discharge their oncrous. g‘ltlcycot{c;n_c?rrt}xcndsog{ld Jo.)'er gr ‘41‘ lgr uéttxjc ls:ﬁ’n ‘?'liaeaSt'
duties before me as coroner, but I again siy if. there is a repetition ‘;nl ,\\o\g n].s 'nerll = l; f:l mc af(s:c. o chsix jo lf'ff: 23 h (,'a ch.
of such conduct as yours, Mr. Prendergast, T must order your re. ;;’l“l}.s "_‘f‘.:s‘lt';(, N ﬂr o ﬁv‘lct v ':]?Ol,idn:; ‘ léut ‘:‘ng tako his trial
moval, - (This dcclara'tmn of the coroner was TCC(‘:vad' with a :‘ "S’SCCUHU" ' tha o -]h' o O'l Cri Pl;(_ 1 chargo
loud burst 6f approbation from all present, shich was with some ¢ the next session of -the Central Criminal Court on the charg
. diffieulty siienced.) v‘ ‘ . ‘ io{ munslaughter. ‘ ‘ . ) ]
Cross.exantination continued—1I think any buths in deceased’s! Mr. Prendergast’ having thanked the Coronier for the way in
.. case, whether hot, or cold, or tepid, to have been injurions. 1 which he had conducted the inquiry, the proceedings terminated.
. think that warm water at €5 would, improperly used, produge | — Cork Constitution. el T :

The Coroner—T)o you sayfrom’ gross rashness, or from causes
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