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variably s:itistic. the averagU coroner's jury. For actual time
taken up by the technical work the physician is thus paid
at about the rate of tifty cents to one dollar per minute in ex-
ternal examinations.

On the other hand, to malke a complee autopsy requires
usually, a couple of hours, at least, and a report has to be
drawn up. When two hours work is performned for $10 pay-
ment for time consumed in technical work, is only eight and
oene third cents per minute. It is clear that to a fairly busy
mari the rates of pay tor the external examination is more pro-
titable than that for autopsies and the medical witnesses ap-
pear to have very little tinancial inducements to peiform
autopsies in preference to external examinations.

The real fauts are that the external examination is in most
cases merely a formula to cover clinical evidenc. given by
physicians who h:ave attended the case during life and the
facts adduced are rarely such as could be made out by inspec-
tion of the body.

This system of paying for one thing and receiving another
is mo.t irregular. Clinical evidence should bc paid for as such,
and not classed an external examination.

Two cases have recently come before the public in Montreal
showing the absurdity of coroners' verdicts being given.without
the additional security of making an autopsy. In one in-
stance an old man found dead in bed, was publiely declared by
the jury to have " died from drink," when the cause of death
was found (upon performing a pi-ivate autopsy) to be pneu-
monia. li the othera verdictof manslaughter was found and
the suspected person inrdicted and placed upon his trial without
the cause of death being established by autopsy, although the
sittings of the coroner's jury covered a period of four days and
two adjournnents were made.

Fortunately the medical witness examined obtained per-
mission of the friends to open the body after the inquest was
closed, and upon the result of the autopsy being explained at
the triai, the judge felt justitied in dismissing thé case without
caiig for tho defence, and stating that had the autopsy been
ordered in the first place the case would nover have come to
trial at al. is Conmments upon the negligence of the jury
were short but pungent. .We are curious to learn what wil 1


