
IG

within, just jih tlic liMiids of ii watcli point out tlie cou-

(litiou of the inachincay within. It in ti qiuistion of

will not and ca/i not, of voliintniy or involur.tiiry

action, or, in other words, had the accused in any j)ar-

ticular act sufticicnt mental stnuigth to control his

actions at any time he wished, or was he led blindly

and irresistibly, from any cause, to conduct unnatural

and unusual for him to do? rro])erly speakiui^ none

are al)solutely free. Inlierited |)redis})08ition, educated

l)ias, confirmed habit, hol)l)y-riding, well-fed anil)ition,

and such like, are manacles to impede volition. The

free will of a sane man must always be considered in a

modified sense, for the ball and chain are hanging at

our limbs, as we are paying the penalty for the trans-

gressions of ourselves and ancestors.

The medical witness is to remember, however, that it

is not his province to give a general definition of in-

sanity. He is often entrapped into an attemj)t to do

this, in order to give a council an oppoi'tunity to hold

him and his opinions up to ridicule. He is asked in

derision, "what is insanity?" but he can retort by
demanding the catechist to define one of the terms of

his own question. The discussion of insanity, in the

abstract, must be left to essays and text-books. Only
facts and legitimate opinions, deduced from them, are

asked for to enable the Court to decide for itself, whether

they are such as to v/;irrant the plea of insanity on be-

half of the person under consideration. The witness

is to guard against being led into defining the itisanity

of any one, as being a want of power to distinguish

riffht from wrong. True, many insane people have not

that discrimination, but on the other hand, a large per-

centage of lunatics have that power, as fully as the

sound in mind. No jurist, who has the slightest ex-

perience of insanity, now holds that view, because it


