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the finding and sentence at the former
trial. The latter being imprisonment for
life. The grounds on which this reversal
was granted were peculiar, and were
entirely based on the medical testimony
of Dr. Munroe and Dr. Olmstead, who
stated, that the deceased, who had died
shortly after he confinement, was
poisoned by arse:ic, supporting this
opinion on circumstantial evidence alone,
there having been no autopsy, there was
no direct evidence of its truth, though it
vas strengthened by statements made by
others. A weak point, also in the pros-
ecution, was that fourteen years had
elapsed between the commission of, and
trial for the offence, however, sufficient
evidence was produced to secure a convic-
tion, and we now come te the medico legal
aspect of the case, namely: The grounds
on which a new trial was ordered. The
judge, in dtliverin'g his judgment, says:
"We shall consider only such exceptions
as are the most important and material."
Dr.' Munrea made the only diagnosis of
the fatal sickness of the deceased, stating
ý» the jury the various symptoms that
came under his observation, while other
witnesses testified to other symptoms and
appearances. On being asked by the
Atterrtey-General: "What are the symp-
toms of poisoning by arsenicT' the coun-
sel for the prisoner objected, on the grcund
that the witness was not shown to be an
expert. The Court sustaining the objec-
tion until further examining as to his
qualifications. Now, though the qualifi-
cations of this gentleman were not of a
very high clas, ha had been in practice
for ùhirty years and was a member for
over twelve years of the County Medical
Society, ha acknowledged to having no
expert training further than the general
knowledge of particuar subjects that
men acquire from reading; and, further,
that ha had never seen a person die of
irritant poison; and, that his knowledge
of the symptoms of arsenical or irritant
poisoning, was derived from his reading
scientificandother works on that question.
Dr. Olmstead, a Homoeapathic practi-
tioner, gave evidence on Dr.Munroe's testi-
mony, and declared that on that evidence,
he believed that the woman was poisoned
by arsenic, but admitted that he hart never

seen a case of arsenical poisoning, and,
that bis knowledge was derived from the
perusal of books and authorities on the
subject. There were two other :nedical
men examined, who were familiar with
arsenical poisoning, and who testibed that
the symptoms detailed indkated poison-
ing hy the administration of arsenic; but
the judge ruled their evidence as imma-
terial, and referred to a case, Boyle vs.
State (Wis.), where it was held that
medical works and authorities could not
be read in evidence. Mr. Justice Taylor
had laid down that if the book itself can-
not ba rend in evideuce, the witness can-
not be permitted to give extracts from it,
depending on his memory for correctness.
The final judgnent was given on the

grounds that the medical men had no
practical knowledge of cases of poisoning
by arsenie, and, thereïore, the cause was
remanded fur a new trial. If this de-
cision was to govern similar trials in other
places, it would indeed be a very serious
matter, and regarding the long time which
bad elapsed between the supposed com-
mission of this offence and the accusation,
and bearing in mind the readiness with
which all doubt or. the su&i1ect imight
have been set at rest by an autnpsy and
examination of the viscera, which niost
medical men would naturaily insist on if
they entertained any doubts on the sulb-
ject. It is improbable that any
English Court would entertain the charge.
The law as thus laid down, is as weak in
theory as it would be dangerous in prac-
tice. A thorough knowledge of the
action and effect of drugs is essential in
all medical education and every tyro in
medicine is acquainted with the antidotes
for poisonous matters. He is taught by
Drofessors and iearns from 7arious works
on the subje:ct, the symptoms arising from
the eflects of various poisons, on the sys-
tem, and, though never having had any
practical.experience in this line, if, with-
out sufficient acumen to diagnose a case
of poisoning when ha meets it, he has
certainly mistaken his profession. The
symptoms arise from some cause, if not
from disease, what gives rise to them
must. and.it is presumed, always is sought
for. Thousands of medical men pass
thoughi life without seeing -a single case of


