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is one thing and thereases to which drinkenness leads

are different things and if a man by drinkenness brings on

a state of disease which caused such a degree of madness,

even for a time, which would have believed him from respons-

ibility. If it had been caused in any other way, then he

would not be continually responsible.

In my opinion in such a case the man is a madman

and is to be treated as such, although his madness is only

temporary. If you think he was so insane, the that if hisʤ insanity

had been produced by other causes he would not be responsible for

his actions, then the mere fact that it was caused by

drunkenness will not prevent it having the effect which

otherwise it would have of excusing him from punishment.

Drunkenness is no excuse but delirium tremens

caused by drinkenness may be an excuse, if you think it

produces such a state of mind as would otherwise believe

him from responsibality.

If you think there was a distinct disease caused by

drunkeness but differing from drinkeness, and that by reason

thereof, he did not know that the act was wrong, you will

find a Eerdict of not guilty on the ground of ins.anity, but,

if you are not satisfied with that, you must find him guilty

either of stabbing with intent to murder or to do previous

bodily harm.

The Jury returned a E erdict of not guilty on the

ground of insanity.

verschrift. (RG 10, volume 2958, Bile 205,060

PUBLIC ARCHIVES

ARCHIVES lUBLIQUES

CANADA


