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- Aikin’s evidence stood in Court like M
digree. withont begin

- could not do better than he )
- this case, he (Mr. Hagner) would not buy &
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next read from page 243, of Tanner’s Practice of
Medicine, abnd from Reynolds, as to the symp-
toms of cerebro spinal meningitis, and said 1t
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jar of pickles or a wheelbarrow of gnano upon

| his analysis. Mr. Hagner next referred to the
{ high reputations and characters of the experts

was not unreasonable that a man who had | for the defence. In conclusion, he passed a
slept all night on a sofa, between {wo open high encomuim upon the wvoungest. expert,

windows, should have had s chill a8 General
Ketchum had, and yet the State claimed that
the chilliness was one of the principal symp-
toms. The State’s officers might guarrel
about terms, but. he (Mr, Hagner) wouald be
gorry to know of more of an epidemic of the
disease in Baltimore than the testimony had
shown, He (Mr. Hagner) had never heard
more intelligent testimony than that given
by Dr. Warren; he had borne himself like a
man, and though great efforts had been
made to break him down, he had for-
titied himself, and stood wumpon estab-

lished authorities, Mr. Hagner next referred |

to the uncertainty of life and the suddenness

Prof. White, for his intelligence, truthfal-
| ness and modesty. All of them most unques-
tiorably differed with Prof. Aikin. The Attor-
ney eneral had charged that they had prac-
ticed a fraud, and the jury could consider
how soon the Attorney General could come to
a conclusion when they saw with what eager-
ness he charged fraud upon thess gentlemen.
A more unfounded charge was never made in
a Court-house, and Prof. Aikin’s best friend
could not wish for him a better cha.rapter
than either of those gentlemen possessed.

After a recess of 10 minutes, Mr. Ha
sumed, and said he wounld

gner re-
first call attention

of death, cloging with elogquent remarks upon | to Prof. McCulloch’s tests on organic matter,

the subject. He next passed to the subject of
the analysis of General K.’s stomach, and said
that the books laid it down that the use of
strong words, such as “unmistakable” and
“without a shadow of a doubt,” which Pro-
fessor Aikin had used,created a doubt that the
witness was not sincere. The suthorities all
insisted that the notes of the analyzing
chemist shounld be produnced, but Dr. Aikin
‘had nothing to show, and had showeda how
unusually forgetful he wae even in his last
experimenis with chioral and yellow jessa-
mine. Mr, Hagner then insisted upon the
production of the metal " and quoted from
‘section 503 of Wharton and Stille’s Medical
Jurisprudenece. N S L
Berzilling and Orfila claimed the same,
and so did Dr. Taylor, if 'his writings
were rightly considered. =~ Dr. Aikin- -had
said it was usual to produce the metal in
Court in arsenic e¢ases, and Dr. Craig and

Professor Tonry had not been questioned on |

the subject. Even the lignid tests contem-

" plated the production of the metal, and so did
“the sulphureted hydrogen -test. - Marsh’s testa
- contemplates nnguestionably the produnetion

of the metal. The metal ought to be

duced, becaunse it was the best proof, Prof.

. Aikin - had said, over and over *again,
ve the three

that, anithing which would )
results he obtfained, must antimony,
and that he knew of ‘no other -sub
atances - which would give them, but

- "heintroduced two other tests in his further

analysis. The experts for the defence had

shown that organic matter would give.such
- results ae Professor Aikin obtain

_ , and the
defence could claim that there was not anti-
mony in the portions analysed by Professor
Aikin. "Four of the wituesses for the defence
had proved that Dr. Aikin was mistaken in

- 'saying that only antimony would have given

the results he obtained. Even Tonry was not
asked “if Aikin’s testimony was lﬁﬁht’ and

_ ika Mel-
‘chisedec, with &
‘ping or end. Then Dr. Aikin had come
with his lunch basket filled with wretched
little wvials to prove that he was the
Simmon FPure in this case. If he

did . In
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irrespective of chloral and yellow jessamine.
Mr. Hagner then read at some lengih from
Prof. McCulloch’s testimony, and contended
that Prof. Aikin had made but ene test which
Prof. McCulioch made. Mr, Hagner noted the
differences as he proceeded, and called par-
ticular attention to Prof. Aikin’s testimony
that he had made no experimrent on yellow jes-
samine, except in connection with chloral. He
had not followed Profegsor McCulloch, and he
had established nothing., Hisevidence showed
that he actually did not know what were the
experiments Prof. McCualloch had made,and yet
he was bold enough to claim that he had shown
a difference. He' had omitted '%ellow jessn-
mine, and was mot certain that’ Prof. McCul-
loch had used it. There was no identity at all
in - the experiments, except in the action of
sulpharetted hydrogen on chloral. He had
undertaken to show the same experiment, and
m'l_m had left out  the yellow jessamine, the
fic ‘acid snd the soda. That was all the
support that Mr. Syester had for his charge
that o “‘frand” had béen practiced. It seemed
40 (him {Mr. Hagner) that the University of
‘Maryland was on trial, and that blood was
déemanded tosupportit. -~ -~ -
_~Mr, Hagner next-came to Professor Tonry’s .
fests, and said the spots he obtained were 8o
infinitesimal that they conid not be looked at
with theé eyes that God gave us, but_bad to be
looked ..at with the microscope. His calcn-
lation, {00, was wrong one way or- the. other;
and here Mr . Hagner commented npon and
noted the ' estimates Professor Tonry made.
He had not formedjan estimate of the quantity
of antimony supposed-to have been present in
General Ketchum’s liver, and his spots did not
give it. Mr. Hagner next..rquet{_ . bo page 356
of Taylor on Poisonings, fouclling the inaccu-
racies of arny fesis in defermining the pres-
enca of imponderable particles of poison. Dr.
Genth had gotten larger spots, and yet they
did not show it..If General Ketchum had
taken tartaremetic when a baby, as much as
Professor Tonry had .claimed to have found,
might have been found, and the -little minute
particles, no matter what it contained, was
not enough to hang 'a cat. Hfo(hir. Hagner)
thought 1t would be an insilt Yo the intglli-
gence of the jury to take such evidences as
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