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cred bonds ofsocial union, it becomes a duty incurubent-on our
Profession to conitribite Our share -owards arresting the pro-
pag-itio, by communicating to the other classes of sociely, the
sneans which Medical Science pussesses or identifying crime açd
delineating ils nost obscure features. But as this obligation br-
rows its importance from the end to which il is apphed, it also
imposes on us the task of protectitng innocence, wherever it may
be exposed ta fali a victian to mnalicions and criminal purposes.
No conusideration, therefore, foreigi to this object, wili ever de.
ter us from raising our voice in tIhe cause of justice, or influence
our judgcnent wihenever trutih shall appear to require elucida-
tion.

Such is however the painful task we have Io perfori ivlh re..
gard to the n:ase of J. B. Drolet, who has becn convicted uf rape
ai tlhe last Crtiminal Terni. We say painfil, becaiise we conceîve
that tise omission vhich scems to have determineise the verdit t of
tie Jury, is one whici tIhe common dictates of justice imperiously
call for. We allude to the absence of Nedical evidence; anid in
order ta illustrate our assertion, ive wili only cail ftie reader's
attention to a few particular poilas, by vhich tIse veracity of tise
accuser's accoint may is some measure be questiosed.

1h is neediless to advert to the gross contradictions whirh ap-
pen:ed inl hr testimony, nor to the posilive asse: tion of several
credeitiail witnesses, that the prisoner was emsployei at 3vork
wiih them, at tise time that tIse act is aliedged to have taken
place. Tlie degree of confidence wh:ch roay be placet in the
coutradictory slatenents on boih sides, is also a matter which it
is compelent for every mais to determsine. We will not even call
il questiln the fact of the violation iaving beei comimilted by
soie :erson, whether by the prison-er imsetf or by aiotier; the
siasie of the parts as reported by tise wormien who examiied the ac-
,nwer, appears to place il beyond doubt.

Btst as we ste sufficieit reasons to convisnce ourself cf this ract,
ue: ziso find two particular ieads in the yousng grl's dep'osition,
-which confiri our opinion that the act was a a certau degree
volusitary ois ier part, and thsereby the prisonser': oTeuce is very
msai.tri.iv .- tcred.

Tise tirst ls the resistancc vhiclh was opposed on the part of
the piimtitT, and whs:ch by conparissg lier physical powers witi
the age and boddly size of the prisoner, vouild niot leave a great
balais -e is his favour. it is evei aliedged by the msost respec-
table writcrs on this suobject, that it is physicalls? impossible for
tIse mosàt powerful mais to ravisi a woanai without her conisent,
unliess she has first been thrown into a state of stupDr by the ac-
tion cf snome very active narcotic. This bears strongly in favour
of the priçoner, particularly nhen the comparative streîglth of
both is takesn mio accouit.

The sext is tIe assertion on the part of tise accuser, of her ha-
visg remained in a slate of iisensibility, during the whole time,
vhich she said was three quartèr ofan hour. it wasnever men.


