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REMARKS, &ec.

Havine ascertained that a strong impression ex.
ists in the public mind that the acquittal of Robert
Reid of the late charge of murder was undeserved,
and being given to understand further that certain
points in the medical evidence in his favour may
soon be made the subject of express animadversion,
I think proper, having acted as Medical Adviser to
his Counsel, to state, in few words, my views of the
general merits of the case, before the subject becomes
confused, as it is probably destined to be, by the agi-
tation of certain isolated and abstract points connect-
ed with it, and incumbered with the desultory ver-
biage almost 1nseparable from such discussions. As
my name does not appear upon the face of the pro-
ceedings at his T'rial, I might very well have declined
this task : but, engaged as I was in the business, I
cannot help feeling desirous of removing the preju-
dice which 1 find so generally entertained against
Reid ; a prejudice founded, I am persuaded, upon the
incompetency of the public in general—owing to the
very meagre account of the exculpatory evidence con-
tained in the daily papers—fully to appreciate some
of the chief circumstances which tell in his favour,

while all are abundantly capable—from the compara-
A2
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tively full account given of the evidence on the other
side—of estimating every point which has an oppo-
site tendency. It 1s my intention then to present,
in the following pages, a collective view of the gene-
ral merits of the case in question, as they appear upon
the face of the Trial, leaving it with the reader after-
wards to determine whether I had any grounds for
interesting myself, as I did, in this man’s behalf,
or whether he should have been left, without a
suggestion on his side, to that fate which otherwise
might have awaited him. I need hardly say that I
am not responsible’ for:any part of the medical evi-
dence given either against Reid or in his favour ; but
I will not shrink from my share of any imputation
which may be cast upon the latter, where I feel satis-
fied that it -was well founded. I have no hesita-
tion in declaring thus ¢ lémine that, while 1 regard
the medical evidence for the Crown, in this case, as
in most points exceptionable, and in many. disgrace-
ful in the extreme, I look upon that for the accused
as i general highly satisfactory; and, without taking
upon myself to father to the letter every statement
made by the Medical Witnesses on the side of mercy,
I entirely coincide in. the general bearings of these
statements, and in the conclusions to which' they
tend *. + As the following remarks aré intended

* On some occasions, whm the medical opinions given in a case
of tlus deseription have been more or less contradictory, it has been
objected afterwards by the one party that the conduct of the other
was uncourteous and uncandid, in their not having previously com-
municated with their professional brethren, and stated to them the
grounds on which they intended to oppose them; but I beg to
_observe that no reproach of this kind can ‘attach to me this in-
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for the non-medical, as well as the medical public, 1
shall make them as simple and concise as pﬂsalhie,

stance. On the very first day of my engaging in this affair I
waited personally on the Professor of Surgery in the University,
the colleagne of two of the principal Witnesses for the Crown,
stating my doubts, and requesting his opinion on some of the chief
points of the case; and it was by his friendly advice that 1 acted
as Medical Counsel in this business, instead of allowing myself to be
cited as a Witness. I afterwards prepared a long list of questions,
calculated to elicit the chief facts which I was desirous of making
out at the Trial; and I have reason to believe that these gentlemen
were fully precognosced, long before the Trial took place, on the sub-
stance of these questions, by the Counsel for the Prisoner. Ina per-

sonal interview also with Dr Forpes, another of the Medical Wit-
nesses for the Crown, the day before that. on which the Trial was first
expected to come on, (Monday, 16th March) I conversed with him
freely on the various points of medical evidence afterwards brought
out at the Trial, and gave him a card of introduction to an accom-
plished anatomist in this city, who was so obliging as to accom-
pany him on the Sunday—as the time was pressing—to his Museum,
and to point out to him, on wet preparations, the anatomy of the
parts on which he was to give evidence. Had the Trial taken place
at this time no Medical Witnesses whatever for the Prisoner would
have appeared, his Counsel being prepared to, rely for the defence
entirely on the cross-examination of the Crown Witnesses : but, in
the long interval which elepsed before the actual coming on of the
Trial, it was considered expedient by the Counsel and Agent for the
Prisoner to have, if possible, some positive medical evidence in
exculpation; and it was in consequence of the answers which they
received to the identical series of questions the substance of which
was discussed with the Crown Wilnesses from the medical gentle-
men who appeared on the opposite side, that the latter were cited.
Nobody therefore can complain of having been taken by surprise in
this business. All must have been aware from the fivst, not nnl}r
of my being engaged, but also of the precise line of defence which
was to be setup; and if any further communication were desirable
between the parties, it was surely as much the business of the
Crown Witnesses as that of those who entertained a different opi-

nion to seek such communication, which certainly would not have
been refused.
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avuidiﬁg, as far as I can, all technicalities and all
abstruse medical discussions, and confining myself
strictly to the naked case before us, any allusions to
other analogous cases—which might very easily have
been made—being calculated, with people in general,
rather to obscure than to illustrate the subject imme-
diately in hand.

It would have been certainly a great advantage
had an authenticated account of the Trial preceded
the comments which I am about to make. Such an
account will in all probability soon appear : but in
the meantime, I do not despair of being able to
make the following analysis of the evidence per-
fectly intelligible to those who have seen the ac-
counts of the Trial contained in the public papers ;
while, for the sake of those who have not, I have
thought it expedient to subjoin an extract from the
indictment, as given by these papers, and a list of
those Witnesses to whose statements I shall have oc-
casion to refer, both for the Crown and for the Pri-
soner, in the order in which they severally gave their
evidence *. 'With respect to the ipsissima verba of

* « On Monday (29th June 1835) the continued diet was called
against Robert Reid, tailor at Pathhead, accused of the murder of
Elizabeth Aot or Reid, his wife, The indictment set forth that he
« did, on the 19th or 20th of September 1834, wickedly and felo-
niously attack and assault the said Elizabeth Arnot or Reid, and
did, with an axe, or with some other instrument to the Prosecutor
unknown, strike her one or more severe blows upon or near to her
neck, and did thereby, or by some other violent means to the Pro-
secutor unknown, fracture and dislocate one or more of the verte-
bra in or near the neck; in consequence of all which, or part
thereof, she immediately or soon thereafter died ; or did, by strang-
ling or suffocating her in some manner to the Prosecutor unknown,
or by some other means to the Prosecutor unknown, then and there
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the Witnesses to which I refer, they are copied from
verbatim notes of the proceedings taken during the
Trial, and strictly corresponding, in all important
points, with my own remembrance of the evidence
given.

wickedly and feloniously put her to death ; and the said Elizabeth
Arnot or Heid was thus murdered,” To all of which the prisoner

pleaded not guilty.”

Witnesses for the Crown,
referved to in these remarks.
Isobel Young, of Pathhead.
Mrs Tod, Da.

Mrs Chisholm, Do.

Cherry Manners, Do.

Mrs Ness, Do.

John Arnot, Do.

Mus Fife, (wife of John Fife)
Do.

John Piggot,  Do.

Thomas Grieve, of St Clairtown.

Charles Walker, Baron Bailie of

Pathhead.

C. C. Williams, Surgeon, of Dy-
sart.

Dr Forbes, of Dysart.

Professor Christison, of Edin-

~ burgh.

Professor Traill, of Edinburgh.

CoUNSEL.
The Solicitor- General, (Cun-
inghame).
Juhn Shaw Stewart, and
George Napier, Esquires, Ad-
vocates- Depute.
AGENT.
David Cleghorn, Esq. W. S,

Witnesses for the Prisoner.

# John Fife, of Pathhead.
#* Mrs Thomson, Do.
* Mrs Crichton, Do.
* Mrs Lenny,
* William Duncan, Do.

Do.

Mrs Finlay or Smith, of Kirk-
caldy. !

Henry Russell, of Pathhead.

Mrs Gray or Swith, Jailor of
Kirkcaldy. - .

Mrs Wilson, of Pathhead.

Michael Slater, Sherift-officer of
Kirkealdy.

James Fife, of Pathhead.

Dr J. A. Robertson, of Edin.

Professor Lizars, of Edinburgh.

Dr Mackintosh, of Edinburgh.

[ Those marked * were in the
list of Witnesses for the Crown. ]

CouNSsEL.
James Anderson, and
(. H. Pattison, Esquires, Ad-
vocates,
AGENT.
William Duncan, Esq. W. S.
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The presumption of the guilt of the Prisoner in
this case appears to have rested principally upon the
following circumstances, medical and moral, from the
former of which the Crime, and from the latter the
Criminal were inferred. To the Medical circum-
stances belong 1. The posture in which the corpse
of the reputedly murdered woman was found. 2. The
discoloration of the back of the neck and spine. 8.
The alleged presence of coagulated blood in the dis-
coloured parts. 4. The reputed rupture of one of
the external jugular veins. 5. The fracture and lux-
ation of one of the vertebra of the neck. And 6.
The discovery in the apartment of an instrument com-
petent to inflict these supposed injuries. To the Mo-
ral circumstances belong 7. The alleged bad terms
on which the Prisoner lived with his wife, and his
occasional threats of doing her some injury. 8. Her
frequent complaints of his bad usage of her in ge-
neral, and in particular her exclamation in the mid-
dle of the night preceding the day of the supposed
murder. 9. The alleged agitation of the Prisoner
when taxed with the murder, his ambiguous expres-
sions when asked of what complaint his wife had died,
and his subsequent declaration of satisfaction at be-
ing released from her. 10. His denial of having
been at home at two o’clock on the day of the sup-
posed murder. 11. His haste to procure a coffin for
the corpse. And 12. His alleged confession of the
murder.

Never was there a case on which, to all appearance,
a stronger, a more consistent or a more unbroken
chain of eircumstances, calculated to produce 1n every
mind a conviction of guilt, was brought to bear upon
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an unfortunate individual ; and so impossible did it
in fact appear to me, at the first view of the case, as
presented to me by the indefatigable Agent for the
Prisoner Mr Duncan, to find a loop to hang a doubt
on, that I was tempted to decline engaging in it at
all. A closer inspection of the matter however tend-
ed very materially to alter my opinion ; and let the
reader only suspend his judgment of the whole of this
chain till eachof the links has been examined, and he
will probably find, as I did, that there never was a case
in which an apparently strong, consistent and conti-
nuous series of circumstantial evidence of guilt was
in fact more feeble, more incongruous or more in-
terrupted.  On the other hand, in going attentively
through the evidence purporting te substantiate the
presumption of guilt—to say nothing of that the
declared object of which was to lead to a different
conclusion—so many considerations at every step
present themselves, adapted, not only to stagger
our confidence in our first impression, but to sug-
gest and'inculeate an opposite belief, that we find
ourselves gradually becoming converts to the latter;
and if we do not at last confidently say that the woman
died a natural death, we are at least disposed to ex-
press great doubts that she was murdered. I shall
in the first place speak of the several circumstances
above enumerated as favouring the presumption of
the guilt of the Prisoner, and of the objections to
which each is amenable, as either not established
as a fact, or not warranting this inference ; and after-
wards state, in a summary manner, a few of the prin-
cipal eircumstances from which an opposite conclu-
sion may be deduced.
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And first of those circumstances of the case
which involve principally Medical facts and opinions,
and which were presumed to substantiate the Corpus
Delicti, or perpetration of the Crime.

1. The posture in which the corpse of Mrs Reid
was found at half past two o’clock, on Saturday, the
20th September 1834, the day of the supposed mur-
der, was described by the Witnesses IsoBer Youne,
Mrs CuisamorLy, Caerry Manners and Mrs NEss,
to have been that of sitting on the floor by the side
of the bed, with a portion of the bed-clothes round the
lower part of the body, the face turned towards the
bed, the head either inclined a little backwards,
(Cuisnorm) or backwards and to one side, (Man-=
NERs) or held erect, (Ness) the left arm either
resting on a chair, (Younc) or hanging down by
her side, with the back of the hand on the ground,
(Cuiszorm) the right resting with the elbow on
the bed, and maintained in the upright position
without any further support,  as if she had been
going to put it to her face,” (Manngrs) and the
legs crossed under the trunk, the left being less pro-
truded than the right. This posture was presumed
to be such as she could not of herself have assumed ;
and we find accordingly that 1t was the 1mpression
of Mrs Cuisporm and Cuerry ManNers that she
had been placed in this posture by another person.
But conceding that ¢ the only way in which this
posture can be accounted for,” as stated by ProrEssor
CHRisTISON, * is the presumption that it had been
changed,” what, it may be asked, could be more na-
tural than for Reid, on returning to his home, as lie
did at two o’clock, and finding his wife stretched per-




11

haps upon the floor, to place her as erect as he could,
and to wrap a portion of the bed-clothes around the
lower parts of her naked body, before he went to
seek assistance ? Is it not what almost any man, in
the same circumstances, would have instinctively
done, and would his having done so afford any rea-
son for believing that he had murdered the woman ?
On the contrary, would it not rather lead to an op-
posite belief, since, of all the postures he could pos-
sibly have selected, had he been a murderer, to make
it appear that her death had been natural, the one
above described was the least adapted for the purpose ?
We may concede then with perfect safety, if not
with advantage, that the posture in which the corpse
was found was that in which it had been placed by
Reid. But it still remains a question whether this at-
titude were retained, as was supposed, by the rigidity
of death ; the occurrence of which would have war-
ranted the presumption of Proressor CHRISTISON
that she had been dead some time, and perhaps there-
fore had been killed by Reid at his preceding visit to
his house, which had taken place at nine o’clock, he
having been absent from home from half past nine
o’clock till two. It is hardly necessary to say that
the supervention of such rigidity by this time would
have proved nothing prejudicial to the Prisoner,
since Mrs Reid might have died from natural causes
at any time during this interval : but the presump-
tion is that no such rigidity had at this time taken
place. At the time of Reid’s changing the pos-
tu!'e l:.mf'.the body, it had either a[rendj acquired
this rigidity, or it had not. If it had, provided
the woman had died in any other posture—and
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that she became rigid as supposed by Prorrsson
Curistison, with her limbs in this relative posi-
tion while stretched on the bed or on the floor is
inconsistent, as remarked by Dr Mackintosu, with
the direction of the legs—he could not in all
probability have made the body assume the attitude
which it presented ; if it had not, he could not,
unless some other cause had been in operation, have
made it retain that attitude. It may be said indeed
that the upper parts of the body might have been
already rigid while the lower were still flexible, and
there can be no doubt that this is perfectly possible :
but what right have those who take an unfavourable
view of the question to assume, among so many other
things, that such was the case, while they deny, as
they do, to those who adopt the opposite opinion,
the privilege of assuming any thing ? Supposing how-
ever that Reid had either succeeded in bending the
body, already stiff, into the attitude required, or, ha-
ving placed it in this attitude while flexible, had held
it stationary till it became rigid, how is this presumed
rigidity compatible with the fact that, at the time of
Sfinding the corpse it was. perfectly supple—so much
so, that Mrs Taomson thought that the woman had
just died ? The neck, we find, was so flexible as to
allow of the head ‘being immediately placed on a
chair, as it was by CHERRY MaNNERs; the arms
and legs were perfectly pliant, and * easily stretched
down,” as they are described to have been by Mrs
Ness ; and the whole body was so yielding as to ad-
mit of being directly laid out upon the floor, as is
stated by Isoser Youne, Mrs Taomson and other
Witnesses. It is true the rigidity of death ceases after
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some time, and, as observed by Proressor Trairr,
may be diminished by much handling ; but it never
goes off so suddenly and so entirely, as to admit of a
posture like the one deseribed being thus abruptly
changed. Further, the presumption that the reten-
tion of this posture was owing to rigidity is opposed
to the fact that there was at this time no appearance
of that discoloration which afterwards shewed itself,
and which, whether it depended on FEeclymosis—
in other words the active deposition of blood by the
blood-vessels while still possessed of vitality—or on
Livor—that 1s to say the passive deposition of blood
by these vessels after the cessation of the circulation,
but before the blood has become coagulated—would
in all probability have manifested itself before such
rigidity. It appears indeed in the highest degree
mconsistent, as observed by Dr MackinTosH, to re:
present a dead process, like that of the supervention
of rigidity, as preceding a living process, like that of
the occurrence of Eeckymosis ; and if the rigidity
of the muscles after death depend, as is probably the
case, upon the same cause as the coagulation of the
blood—namely the inspissation of the chemical prin:
ciple called Fibrin—it is reasonable to suppose that
this rigidity would not-have ‘preceded Livor, since
the process by which the latter is effected implies:that
the blood is stiil in a liquid state : but to this subject
I shall recur in future.. I have said nothing of the
partial warmth of the body when first found, since
this is quite compatible with the occurrence of rigi-
dity ; but such is hardly the case with the want of
the marks just alluded to. The fact appears to he
that, while the erect posture of the trunk was the
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effect of the man’s attempts to raise the corpse, the
perpendicular direction of the right arm was the
result, not of the ovdinary post mortem rigidity,
but of a spasmodic contraction of the muscles from
a fit, in which the woman had died, not from two to
eighteen hours, as supposed by Proressor CHRrisTI-
soN, but probably only a few minutes before she was
found ; an accident to which—as will be shown in
the sequel—she was obviously predisposed, to the
exciting causes of which she had been recently ex-
posed, and the supervention of which about this time
might, from the immediately preceding symptoms,
have been anticipated. The probability is that on
getting out of bed—and she seldom rose, as we learn
from IsoBeL Youne, till pastmid-day—she had fallen
on the floor in a eonvulsion fit, and that the effects of
this, after death, were more perceptible on the right
arm than on the left, because the right side of the
body was comparatively healthy, and therefore more
susceptible of spasmodie action, while the left was
palsied. Of this palsy and its effects I shall have
to speak elsewhere ; butin the mean time I may re-
mark that it was the right side of the head princi-
pally, according to CHERRY MANNERS, of which Mrs
Reid was accustomed to complain, as is frequently
the case in palsy of the left side of the body, and
towards the right side, according to Mrs Firg, that
she inclined during walking *, as would probably

* Mrs Gray or SmiTH of Kirkealdy says, that it was towards
the left side that Mrs Reid inclined ; but it is fair to believe that
Mrs Firg, her immediate neighbour, was less likely to be mistaken
in this particular than Mrs Smitn, who lived at a distance, saw
her but seldom, and was not acquainted with her.
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be the case from the greater action of the mus-
cles of the spine on this side than on the other
having produced a curvature of the spine in that
direction. And these facts, while they favour the
presumption that the peculiar posture in which
the limbs were found depended upon a spasmodic
contraction of the muscles, are further hostile to the
notion that it was maintained by the rigidity of death ;
such rigidity occurring not less remarkably—perhaps
even more remarkably—in palsied limbs than in those
which are healthy. The former presumption like-
wise 1s quite reconcileable, while the latter 1s not,
with the sudden and perfect return of flexibility.
Again, Mrs Reid had suffered, only a short time
before, an attack of apparently precisely the same
kind, in which, as appears from the evidence of
Youne, Tromson and others, she became speech-
less and seemed to be dead ; the body was cold, and
the “ arms so stiff,” that Mrs Tromson had * great
difficulty in getting on her shift.” Was this the stiff-
ness of ordinary post mortem rigidity, or that of
spasmodic contraction ? How long the stiffness from
the latter cause may continue after apparent death
I shall not here stop to inquire. ~We know that
the features of the face often retain, till putrefac-
tion supervenes, the expression of the last mental
emotion ; that in cases of death from cholera the
contractions of the extremities are often equally per-
manent ; and that after death from tetanus, parti-
cularly as induced by certain poisons, the perma-
nence of such contractions is still more remark-
able : but upon this subject I have no intention of
dilating. It is sufficient for my immediate pur-
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pose 1if it be conceded that they may continue
for only a few minutes, so as to obviate for this
period the natural tendency of gravity : for that the
woman had not been dead any great length of
time is presumable, among many other things, from
the non-appearance at the time the corpse was found,
or for a long time afterwards, of the least degree
of Livor, a fact which Proressor CaRrIsTisoN him-
self admits is irreconcileable with the opinion that
she had been killed at nine o’clock. If this be true
she must have died at some time between half past
nine o’clock: in'the morning and two in the after-
noon, during the whole of which time Reid was out
of the house, and therefore could not have killed her.
For the presumption, supposed by Dr Forses, that
the fatal blow might have been inflicted at nine
o’clock in the morning, or even at twelve o’clock
the preceding night — when: the exclamation al-
ready alluded to was heard—and not produce its
effect till some hours afterwards, when, upon the
woman’s attempting to raise her head, the supposed
injury: of the spine was made to bear upon the
spinal cord, is ebviously untenable ; since a blow
of sufficient violence to produce this injury of the
spine. must, as admitted by Proressor CHRIsTI-
soN, have at once proved fatal, if not by the direct
physical compression of the spinal cord, at any rate
by the intensity of the concussion to which it
must have been subjected. It would have settled
the question respecting the presumed change of pos-
ture after death had the matural Liver displayed it-
self by the time the body was found ; since it would
of course have been seen principally, not in those
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parts which were undermost at this time, but in those
which had been undermost while this process was
going on : but this criterion was of course una-
vailable in the present instance. - Whether the pos-
ture were changed or not however, the circumstance
furnishes, as I before observed, not a tittle of evidence
in favour of the presumption of murder, except as
taken in ‘conjunction with Reid’s denial, at one time,
of having been at home at two o’clock, of which I
still have occasion to speak under the head of the
moral circumstances of the case.

2. The next consideration is the discoloration of
the skin of the back of the neck and spine, which
was presumed to indicate Kechymosis, the result of
an injury inflicted during life. And in the first
place respecting the period at which this discolora-
tion first displayed itself. It certainly was not seen
at half past two o’clock on the Saturday, the day of
the supposed murder—by which time it has been pre-
sumed that the rigidity of death had supervened—by
either Mrs Top, Mrs Cursaorm, Mrs Ness or Mrs
Tuaomson, although Mrs Nuss and Mrs Tromson
examined the body carefully, and must have seen, as
Mrs Ness avers, such discoloration had there been
any ; nor was it observed at eight o’clock in the even-
- ing of the same day by either Mrs Firg, Mrs Taowm-
soN or any body else who assisted at the examination
of the body at this time. Mrs Fire and Mrs Tronm-
SON were again present at the subsequent examina-
tion at eleven o’clock the same evening, with Bailie
WaLkeRr and Mr Wirriams the Surgeon *, but still

* Concerning Mr WirLrams—the first of the onl y two Medical

men who saw the body, or any part of the body in this case—who
B
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neither saw any discoloration, nor heard any spoken
of ; as was also James Fire, who saw ¢ no spot or
blemish,” -and in answer to whom. Mr WirLriams
said that he found no marks of violence upon the
body, and that the woman had died a natural
death ! This declaration was made fourteen hours
after the supposed injury. The first word we hear
of discoloration is from Bailie WaLker, who says
that %e observed, on this occasion, ¢ some black
sort of marks about the neck, the principal being
below the right ear.,” He afterwards says that ¢ the
principal marks were on the back of the neck and
down the spine ;” but on his cross-examination by
Mr James Anderson, the talented Counsel for the
Prisoner, admits that they did not look down the
back on Saturday night—that the body was not
turned over at that time —and that these latter
marks were not noticed till the next examination,
on Sunday at four o’clock, or thirty-one hours after
this alleged injury. Now from what cause must
we in candour conceive that marks now for the
first time manifesting themselves arose— whether
were they indicative of FEechymosis, a vital process
the result of a blow, or of Livor, a dead process the
result of the post mortem porosity of the vessels?
Dr Forses, .one of the Crown Witnesses, remarks
that ¢ if the woman had been killed at nine o’clock

swore in open Court that he had a diploma from the College of
Surgeons of London, and on whose report the opinion of the prin-
cipal Medical Witnesses for the Crown almost entirely hinged, I
shall have to say more anon. In the mean time I have only to re-
mark that he was utterly ungualified and unauthorized to give
any medical evidence whatever.




&b

on Saturday morning, lie would have expected the
livor from the blow” (2. e. Ecchymostis) “ to appear
by two; and if it did not show itself by eight in the
evening, it would never show itselfat all.” And to the
same effect says Proressor Trairy, another Witness
on the same side, that © Eechymosis cannot take place
after death ; Livor may ;” and again, *“ if Eechymosts
were not visible by the time rigidity commenced, 1t
would never be visible by colour afterwards.” But the
discoloration in question was ngt visible by eight in
the evening of Saturday, nor for many hours after-
wards, and certainly not by the time ngidity has
been presumed to have commenced ; so that, by the
showing of their own colleagues, a discoloration which
the Crown party in general has presumed to indicate
Ecchymosis did in fact indicate only ZLivor. Dr
Forses, we find, makes no difference between the
two, and instances a black eye as an example of Livor/
—but the unbecoming manner in which he attempted
to silence Counsel, obviously much better instructed
in this matter than himself, is unworthy of any notice.
It was deposed likewise by Drs MackinTosH and
RoeerTsoNn and Proressor Lizars that a true
Ecchymosis from a blow would in all probability have
occurred, according to the first, almost immediately,
according to the second, within the first two hours,
and, according tothelast, within from fourto six hours
after the reception of such blow. Proressor Curis-
TISON, on the other hand, seems to regard the time
of the appearance of Fechymosis after an injury as
much less certain than that of the manifestation of
Livor after death, the extreme limits of which he re-
presents as five or six hours; and observes that ¢ if
B 2
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no Livor were seen at eight o’clock on Saturday even-
ing, there must have been some extraordinary error in
the facts.” There were, Heaven knows, many « ex-
traordinary errors in the facts,” and such as one would
suppose might have invalidated, in the mind of every
unprejudiced Medical Witness, any conclusion what-
ever from them ; and in particular the conclusion that
this poor woman was murdered at nine o’clock,
rather than that she died a natural death at a
little before two. But Proressor CurisTison’s
opinion, far from weakening, is a corroboration of
the inference to be drawn from that of the other
Medical Witnesses, that the discoloration in this in-
stance did not originate in Eeccliymosis, but in Livor ;
for, if ‘it follow from their statements that it could
not have been Ecchymosis from its late appear-
ance, it is an equally fair corollary from his, that the
marks which first displayed themselves resulted from
that cause which is most uniform in its operation, and
was therefore Livor. Nothing was said on the Trial
respecting the more or less determinate margin of the
discoloration, or of the precise situation of the blood,
as merely loosely diffused through the substance of
the skin, and that perhaps only a very thin stratum
near its surface, or compactly incorporated with the
substance both of the skin and of the subjacent cel-
lular tissue—the generally received grounds of dis-
tinction between Livor and Eechymosis—the in-
competency of those who witnessed the marks in ques-
tion having rendered quite vain the hope of illustrating
thereal nature of the discoloration by any observations
like these. And with respect to that green or yellow
colour which, in the living body, after a time charac-
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terizes the latter, this eriterion of judgment would of
course in the dead body be wanting. There can
nevertheless be little rational doubt that the discolora-
tion now under consideration resulted from the dead
process of Lévor, and not from the living process of
Eeehymosis. The death of the woman, however oc-
casioned, had been sudden, in which case the blood
commonly remains for a long time fluid. The corpse
was placed on the back about half-past two o’clock on
Saturday, and the posture had undergone only tempo-
rary changes till eleven, when ¢ a black sort of mark”
is said to have been perceived under the right ear ;
and this posture remained again unchanged till four
o’clock the next day, when similar markswere observed
on the back of the neck and down the spine : all which
marks are described by Dr ForBEes, who saw them the
day after, as presenting ** a livid appearance, but no-
thing more than what is usual in dead bodies which
lie twenty-four hours on the back.” And that this
black sort of mark should show itself first under the
right ear may perhaps be accounted for either from
the sore on the head, under which we find, from the
evidence of Mrs WiLson, the deceased had labour-
ed, and which, as observed by Dr RoBertson, had
probably vendered this part more vascular than the
rest 5 or from the curvature of the spine towards the
right, which Proressor Lizars reasonably enough
supposes might have produced an inclination of this
side of the head downwards, when the body was
placed on the back. It may be remarked further
that, upon the presumption that the supposed blow
was inflicted while the woman was in bed, as paraly-
tie patients usually lie an the sound side, which in
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this woman was the right, and seldom or never on
the face, the right side of the head and the back of
the neck and spine are the very last parts upon
which such a blow was likely to fall ; while, on the
other hand, these parts being after death undermost,
and comparatively free from the pressure of the sur-
face on which the corpse lay, and which, contrary
to the statement of Dr Forsgs, is known to every
well-informed medical man to obviate, instead of
promoting the occurrence of Livor, are precisely
those in which we should have expected an accumu-
lation of blood from this cause. So much for the
period at which this discoloration first manifested it-
self : again, how far does the ewfent of this discolora-
tion correspond with the idea of its baving resulted
from a blow inflicted during life, with the blunt ex-
tremity of an axe, upon the upper part of the spine?
Bailie WaLKkER says that it extended three or four
inches down the back; and Mr WirLiams, that it
reached to the sixth vertebra; but whether it were
the sixth cervical, the sixth dorsal or the sixth (1)
lumbar vertebra, as he was ingeniously asked by the
Counsel for the Prisoner, he was quite unprepared to
determine, And indeed such depth of information
could hardly be expected from one who was totally
ignorant of the number of vertebra: in the spinal
column, who described, in writing, the first series of
vertebra as formed by the atlas, and the second by the
“ fentata,” (dentata) and who represented the ¢ out-
ward jugler” (external jugular) vein, first as carrying
the blood from the * Zar¢’ (heart) to the brain, and
afterwards, by way of an amendment, as carrying it
from the brain to the  Aart ;" and yet it was upon the
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presumption of the accuracy of the statements of this
man that the very essence of the Corpus Delicti prin-
cipally, and almost entirely rested ! * We find from the
evidence of Joun Arvor that WiLLiams cut “ from
the crown of the head all the way down the back ;”

* [y was suggested by the Court that an accident which Surgeun
WiLLiams had so very inopportunely met with the day before that
on which the Trial was first expected to come on, (16th of March)
and which had entailed upon him a loss so very inconvenient to a
Witness in a court of justice—that of speech, might have so far im-
paired his memory also, that he was inadequate to answer these
very searching questions, and the Witness deposed accordingly
that his memory was very much impaif&d: but, with submission,
if his memory were too treacherous to enable him to answer ques-
tions which the veriest tyro in medicine would have felt humiliated
at being called upon to solve, it was certainly too treacherous to be
trusted—and that without a shadow of notes taken at the time of
the investigation—in an affair which involved the life of a fellow
creature. But what will the public think when told that WrL-
L1AMS is no Surgeon at all—that he never had-a diploma from
the Royal College, or, as he called it, * the Body” of Surgeons
of London—that he sSWORE WHAT wAs FALSE, first in stating that
he had such a diploma, and again in stating that he had not
been cited (which he was three several times) to produce it
—and that Reid was in danger of being sacrificed on the repre-
sentations of a man who was not enly unauthorized to give any evi-
dence at all in this case, but who was cbviously no more compe-
tent to describe the appearances presented on the dissection of a
dead body than a street porter ? How any respectable Medical
Witness could build and maintain an opinion upon the statements
of a man the grossness of whose ignorance was so apparent is
inexplicable ; but it is highly gratifying, at the same time, to find
that the exposé of want of knowledge on this occasion cannot affect
the character of the profession in general. There are few practi-
tioners, even in the most obscure towns of Scotland, who are not
at presént distinguished by an extent and precision of information
which not many years ago were the attributes only of a chosen few,
even in cities ; and there is hardly a first-year student now in Edin-
burgh, who could have disgraced himself by such a display as
was made in this instance,






































































































