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Canada. Having carefully perused the Bill, we consider| borne in mind, that in the compulsory fulfilment of ihls

it faulty in several particulars, and in the matter of fees
especially so. By the Bill, the Coroncr is empowered
to summon any medical witness whom he pleases, and
the ‘medical witness is bound to obey the order, or pay
a penalty of , unless # he can show good and
sufficient reason for not having obeyed it.” To this
compulgory power on the part of the Coroner we see
no good ground for objecting, were the witness afterwards
to be remunerated according to a proper scalc ; but this,
we. think disproportionate to the services rendered, and
bearing no relation to the fine (or disobedience likely to
be lmposed whxch will not be, we apprchend, less than
£5, ¢ to be levied by distress and sale of the offender’s
goods.” : ‘
Tke “third clause of the Bill, contains the scale of
remaneration for professional services, which it is pro-
posed shall be £1 5s. for an opinion without a post
mortem examination; £2 10s. for an opinion and post
mortem examination ; and £5 for an opinion, post mortem
examination, and chemical analysis of the stomach and
intestines if required. Now, we conccive that the fee
for the post mortem examination should not be less than
£3 15s., the sum allowed in this section of the Pro-
vince ; and the fee of £5 for the chemical i mvestwatlon,
is quite disproportionate to the service demanded. The
detection of poisons is one of the most delicate opera-
tions which the medical jurist has to perform. It re-
quires dexterity in manipulating, the result of practice,
_intimate chemical knowledge, which is not to be ac-
quired without study, and, above all, time, which might

extend over several days. These circumstances, super-|

added to which is involved in an eminent degree the
professional -character of the operator, demand that for
the performance of such work, the remuneration should
be at- least adeqmte to its nature. In Dublm, we are
"nformed that the lowest fees obtamed for such services,
is £1" 105. .,tnrlmg, over and above the fee (or the post
mor tem examination, and it shonld certainly not be less
,here. "The lawyer is rcmunemted for an opinion, in-
volving contmgencles of . much less moment than life, at
a far higher rate, and’ tiie Profession should demand
(now that ‘egxslauon is beig attempted for it) a scale
of remuneration for its services ploportnonate to their
value. L

The third, c.ause, moreovel contams the scale of re-
muneratxon, in going to and returning from the inquest,
which is fixed at one shilling per mile, for cach mile of
travel to and from it. In this respect the medical
witress-is worse' off than the Coroner himself, who,
besxdes the shilling per mile, is allowed his ncces-
sry ‘exponses Whiils nbeent from home. . It mast b

duty, the practitioner is called upon to, throw aside all
his other professional engagements; and how far his
time would be compensated, and his services remune-
rated, by the foregoing payment, with the possibility of
his attendance being further compeneated by a $5. bil,
is a question about whxch, we think, there can be no
difference of opinion. .
The Act again expressly limits the poswer of the
Coroner to the summoning of medical witnesses, by
whom it is expected that the services are to be wholly
performed. If the medical witness be unable-to exa-
mine chemically the stomach or its contents for a poi-
sonous agent, and we maintain that this is an operanon
which all medical men are not able to perform satnbfac-
torily, however well they may be acquainted. with, the
procedure theoretically, the Coroner is precluded from
calling in to his assistance a non-medical witness, or
should he do so, a legal doubt may arise as to his ability,
from the wording of the Act, to fee him.. Now, we
have ourselves received, on one occasion, the contents
of a stomach from Upper Canada, for e\caminaﬁon, and
we are asvare, that the Professor of Chemistry at Klng 3
Callege, who is not a medical man, has had a similar
duty to perform on more than- one occasion. -'The- pm-
visions for the remuneration of services under such’ ¢ir-
cumstances, should not be restricted to the medxcﬂ Pro-
fession. The intention s, for the ends of _]USULG, to.get
the operation performed, and that well ; and nomatter
who he is who performs it, the, means of remuneration
ought to be heyond a question.. R TI R
The Bill has exclusive reference to Uppcr Canadq
but we do not sce why the provisions 'of such an’ Act
might not be made to extend to the Lowcr Provn
which requires legislation .also on .this matter. -

notice this Bill as a matter of duty to the Profession i
“‘Upper Canada, and have expressed our”own- opzmon

‘uponit: andm mvmnrr the attent:on of th» I’rof'essxon'to'

‘of their xdeas in our columns. ..

.. FRONTIER: ML'DICAL SOCIETY. . ‘
To ihc Edztor of the British American Jou,rnal. G
O«Ie‘town, “March 26, 1848.

. Dear er'-;I{nO\vxng from your noble and disinte-
rested advocacy of the cause of the profession, the deep
interest you feel in its weal, and 'the” pleasure that any
movement tending to ‘its’ advancement will give you; I
beg to enclose for publication (if you deem them worthy)
the minutes of the proceedings. of two meetings that we
have had on the frontier, Thess are but merely preli-
mivary, it being our injention, ofter we have. becomg



