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The people understand this, and will sustain any reasonable
legislation to this end ; but they will not submit to any meas-
ure which shocks the public sentiment, or wounds the sensi-
bilities of friends. Such legislation would insure its own
repeal, and harm the cause it was meant to serve. The ex-
isting provisions of law on this subject, contained in chap.
27 of the General Statutes, would seem to be sufficiently lib-
eral ; but, if the public necessity requires something more, I
shall interpose no objection, provided the statute shall be so
framed and guarded, as, in the language of that chapter, “ in
no event to outrage the public feeling.”

The specific objections to this clause are,
jFirst, That it is too sweeping. It may happen to any one

of us, or of our households, to be smitten with sudden and
fatal disease among strangers, and taken to a public hospital.
Immediate identification is impossible, and in two days the
surgeon and the scalpel must follow.

Second, It is too vague. Who is to decide the rival claims
of applicants for a body ? Under existing laws, officers may
grant such bodies to any physician or surgeon, “to be used
within the State for the advancement of science,” preference
being given to medical schools. Under the proposed law, the
delivery may be made to any one for use anywhere.

Third, The time is insufficient for friends to claim their
dead. Our postal arrangements will not permit it. The
towns are numerous in this State between which letters can-
not be exchanged within forty-eight hours.

Fourth , It allows no discretion to the local authorities. A
mother arriving an hour too late, and pleading with tears for
the body of her child, must be denied the privilege of bury-
ing it among its kindred. The law is mandatory. It must
go to the dissecting-room. It may be said, that, in such a
case, the law would be disregarded; but we are not to pass
laws in the faith that they will be set at nought.

Fifth , It requires no bond, as provided in the General
Statutes. The propriety of an express provision on this point
needs no discussion.

Sixth, Worst of all, it disregards the requests of the dying,
so carefully guarded in the existing statute, which provides,
that if, in his last sickness, the deceased requested to be
buried, the body shall not be surrendered for dissection, but
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shall be buried. The provisions of the proposed act are
plainly inconsistent with the humane provisions referred to,
and would, therefore, repeal them.

The desire for sepulture is coeval with our race. It is
common alike to savage and civilized man. The sanctity of
religion hallows it; the affections of the people guard it;
the demands of science must not overrule it. The friendless
poor should have the full protection of those who make and
those who execute the laws, and their plea for Christian
burial should never be refused in a Christian land. To any
act which denies it I cannot set my hand.

THOMAS TALBOT.




