THE CORONER AND HINS DI'TIEN
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Lacassague, at page 201 of his Treatise on Medical Jui
prudence, writes “In the case of sudden death anything
may b ;way‘”‘

Devergie, at pag

Medicine, writes as follows:

“T'he material cause of a sudden death can but rar
known by means of information acquired on the circum-

stances preceding, accompanying, or following the deatl

And these ame so many medical writers holding authority




