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Illegal 8ale of Poison.

At the Police Court, on Friday, November
25th, twenty-five druggists were charged by
Georgo Albert Mason with having, on the
17th instant, sold poison contrary to law

Mr. J. H. Pattorson appeared for the
prosecution and Dr. McMichaclfor thedefinee

Dr. McMichael propoaed that as the in-
formation was the same in all the cases, one
of thew bo {ricd as a test. '

Mr, Pattorson wished, however, to take
each caso sepavately.

The first case on the calendar, that of J O.
Wood, was thorefore called, when

Dr. McMichaol said that the information
contained no specific chargo ; it was not stated
therein thatthe defendant had sold laudanum
and at any rate it was a question whether
Iaudenuin came under the statute, for that
drug was not a deadly poison.

Mr. Patterson said that they did not claim
thet laudanum was a deadly poison; and

with regardto Dr. McMichacl'sfirst objection, | than” excluded the informer.
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read sce. 2 cap. 13 of 33 Vic, Stat, of Ontario, | perienco or from books; I give my own

which wag to the effect that no person should | estimate of them ; three giains of arsenic

be disqualificd by reacon of crime or intercst
from giving evidence.
The wagistrute inquired if either of the

!

might praduce fatal resulte, I cannot tell in
what time it would yroduce a fatal cffect.
I am not awarc that two graina of opium

lerned council had looked at the Purjury ! wounldproducea fatal effect. Ikeop lrudanun

Act in connection with this case.

Both of the learned gentlemen eaid they | it ordinarily as I do hair oil.

1 Qo not scll

in my store, and dispense it.
When a wman

had not, and Dr. McMichaol said that hio| of erdinery intelligence asks for laudauum,
would ne w have to a.l furan adjournment, as| I ask him what he 1s going to use it fur, and

lie had businers in other courts.

if he knowsits nature; if he gives aatisfactcry

Mr. Putterson said that he also desived nn | answer 1 let him have the laudanum ; I
adjourinent until ho should have * the cote | would nat give it in any quantity ; I would
teats of the various bot:les that Liud bien | determine by the purpuse fur which the cus-

purchaeol guiyzed,

tomer wisited the laudanum the quantity to

e cise was thercfor.e' adjonracd until ! eive him; I would use this cantion because of
Tuesday, v.hen it was again resum.!, aud | itsnecessity, notheeanselandanumis a danger-
Gorge A, Mison was called as the firat v.:t- | wus puisun;but ifit isincauticusly used it may

ness, and—

Dr. MoMichac again objected tu the vecep.t-
ion of his cvidence, on tho ground of infamy,

Mr. Patterson answered this objection by
reading a clause from chapter 99, Con. Stat.
of Canada, which was to the effect that in
cases of swmmary jurisdiction, conviction
should be made on the oath of one or nore
credible witnesses other than the infurmer.

Dr, McMichacl heldthat tho phrase “other
He a2l ob-

he held that the declaration on the informa |je-*ed to the reception of Mason's cvidunce

tion that poison had been sold ¢ contrary to
law‘;’ was sufficient to warrant the case being
tried.

John Gill, sworn--1 live in Toronto; know
the defendant; e keeps a drng store on
Queen street.

Mr, Patterson—Did you purchase any-
thing in his place lately ?

Witneps—Yes ; I bought some laud wum,

Dr. McMichacl—Stop, witnees; a1e yousn
professional man 1

Witness—No.

Dr. McMichacl—Well, thow the article

ou purchased.

Witness—I bought the laudanum on the
17th; the defendant told me that he was li::ble
to a finc of $50 for selling it ; when I asked
him forit, he hesitated a little and then gave
it to me, (the laudandm purchiased ly the
witness, wasproduced ); Ipaid 10 centsforit;
when X got out of the store I anrked the
defendant’s nane and the number of his
store on the wrapper of the bottle, and at
night X sut on the time I bought it ; I bought
the landanum without a certificate frum a
medical man, pricst or suinister ; the defend-
ant 4id not ask me forany.

-examined-—It was about ten o'clock;
the defendant gave me the laudanum; I can’t
say whether {licra was any person clse in the
'h"lL‘“' not ; I gave 2 2 reasen for wanting
the, laudanum that my rest had been broken
for the last two or three nights iy rest had
been broken ; I bought seme niore laudanum
on the same night; I cannot say from my

rsonal knowlodge what is in the bettle;
1 think the contents are the ramo now as
when Ibought the botile, but I cannot swear
that they are.

To Mr. Patterion—I delivered the bottle
to Mason on the same night I perchased it,

G. A. Magon was next called, when

Dr. McMichacl objected 1o his evidence
being taken, a3 under the statutean informer
was not competent Lo give cvidence, and be-
sides this, coniplainant lind been disqualified
as a witness in being convicted of perjury.

Mr. Patterson held that the statute under
which they wers procaeding showed that an
informer was a competent witness, and ho

on theg sund that thelatter wasa prosceutor,
having a pecuniary interest in the result of
the case, and was therefore, incompetent as
a witness under Cap 31 of 32 and 33 Vic. sec.

The Magistrate noted the cbjections and
admitted Mason's evidence.

The witness stated—1I know the defendant;
I was opposite Mr. Woods’ store when Gill
purchased the uidanum ; I saw Mr. Wood
serving it ; Gill came out and gave me the
bottle in & wrapper ;  the bottle was one ke
had just purchased in the store; the lottle
produced in court on the last hearing of this
caseis the same; from the time I got the
hottle un King strect until it was produced
here I had it i any prssession ; the cork was
not taken out of the bottle quring that time.

Cross-examined — 1 saw the defondant
througls the glass in tho door,

Rir. Shapter was called as the next witness,
and at first chjected to be swom an the
same Bible that Mason had had Licen sworn
sn. He finadly did so however, 1nd stated:
T am a dinggist of scme years oxpericnce ;
I should judgo frows the appearance of the
fluid in the bottls produced that it iz laugd-
anuin; but I do not know that it is; it suells
like laudanum ; it suiells also Jike zlevhol
laudanum is a tincture of opium; in a fluid
ounce of the Jaudanum of commerce there
would be about three grains o f opinm; opium
is considercd to be a poison, but not a deadly
one ; strychnia, nux vamica, arsenic and cor-
rosive sublimats are deadly poizons,

Bir. Patterson—What is the difference be-
tween a deadly poiscn and one that is not
deadly ?

Witness—Well, about the beat test would
he for Mason to take a dose of strychnine
and mysclf a dose of laudanum; (laughter);
for deadly poison there is no reniedy ; it 1s
anore immediate in its activn than poison
which is not deadly, i.c., two grains of the
former will kill quicker than two grains of
the other; I have nict always fuurd an ounce
of laudanum a fainl dese for an adult 5 I do
not remember any case in which an ounce of
laudanum proyed fotal ; 1do not speak, in
giving my clasmification, cither from cx-

1 voduce death, but not imnediately prussic

Cadidwitleause instantancons death; Tnmgpeak-

ing of my exp:erience un cats.  Ihaveliadna
expuerience of the derdly offects of prussic
acid on a human being ; I donot of my own
oxperictice know any puisuti that will produce
instantasicous death, laudnnnis isa vegetablo
poisan.

Cross- ecxamined — f  would not class
landanum with arsenic, corrosive sublimate
and strydinine; I would not call laudanum
one of the poisons commonly kuown as dcadly

wisons 3 landanum is not a j:oisen that can

¢ administered secretly, or that would Le
likely to be taken incantionsly; 1 will not
swear that the liquid in the vial produced is
laudanum; from what I have heard of Masou’s
reputation for veracity, I woald not believe
him on oath.

te-exXamined—1 would not classify lauda-
pum with the other poisons, because itis not
0 specific in its action ; Mason has had me
fined for sclling liquor; I have mno spite
again him; I cannot tell wliom I have heard
speaking about Lis veracity, or where I Lave
heard it spoken of; I have hieard it spoken of
repeatedly.

Dr. Lizarssworn—Xam a qualificd physician
in the Province of Ontario; I have been
practising sinco 1853; from the taste and
smicll of tho contents of the Lottle produced,
1 Believe them to be landanum—the common
laudanum of cutumerce sold in drug stores
and kept in most houses; landanum is a pre-
pasation of opium; I cannot say what is the
strength of common laudanum; it is common-
Iy known asa peison and labelled assuch;
lnndanum may be a deadly poson, and su
may be arsenic, corresive sublimate and
strychnine ; I never saw laudanum produce
immediate death ; there is no poison that 1
know of which will produce immediate
death ; arsenic, corrusive sublimate and
strychinine will not doso; I would take
Taylor's or Beck’s Mcdical Jurispradence £s
authority on peison ; I think that-arsenic
might be looked upon as a deadly poison 3 1
Lave kuown a numberof persons take lauda-
aum to kill themselves; I have knowna man
kill himsclf by taking it; there isalittle over
half an ounce or three quarters of laudanum
in the vial produced ; there is over two
drachms in it; landanum isa poiscn that, it
ured incautiously may produce desth.

Cross-caamined — I would mot include
Iaudamun in the same class of posions as
strychuine, aysenic and corrorive sublimate 3
seeretly or incautionsly administered it would
not cause immediate death ; there is not the
samo ganger of laudanum being incautionsly
taken in dangerous quantities as stiychnine,
arienic and corrosive sublimate; laudanum

T




