
*w'ould give somne Cighit or tell thousaiîd as the nunîber suffering froin Ulis

(ilseaseu in Onta1io, or about 5 per 1>000 or [lic population.
WVith regard t.o scarlet fever, diphitlieria and typhoid fever, nio doubt

Inany cases are not reported, and [biis vitiates [he value of t1w statistics

as a meanis of determining the truc mo-(-rt.ility ratio of thiese diseases. Ili
die case of diplihleria we are of the opinion thiat thle death rate is still too
high. On a formier occasion we drewî attention to this. One %vould

tiot expcct a dcath rate of 1:3 per cent., under our present method of
treatmecnt by the antitoxine serumn. If statistics prove anything at all,

they prove thiat a»*inueli low'cr death rate Llan this should be expected

u:i(lr [he early and vigorous administration of this potent remwedy.

Sonie very usefuil regulations are laid dlown for the hygienle maage,-to
ment or barber shops.

Lipon the wvhole, the report proves what a valuable agencv [lic peo-

ple po5ssss in the P-rovincial l3oard of l4eailh for the prevention of the
qpread of Contagi.. -d iseases.

STICKLI7ES v. Drs. W. F. 13RYANS and G. 13. SIMlTI-1, of Toronto.

On tlie 22nd of January, 1904, Drs. Bryans and Smith issuied certili-
cates 10 commit 10 the asylumn the plaintiff in this action, a married
,w onan.

Shie "'as retained in the asvlumi for somectime and then allowved lier
libertv. On regaining lier liberty, shie cntered action agacinst Drs. WV.

V.irans and G. 13. Smith,) fo-aae-[ leetent: of SiO0,000. Drs.

JBiyans and Sniiith very properly rcsisted thie action.
Thle case carne to trial on 6th, 71th, Sthl, and lOtIî. October, before

Chancellor, Sir Johin A. Boyd. Aftcr an exhaustive and expe.nsive trial,
lwjury round a verdict iii favor of the defendants on cvcryl point sub-

niitted by' the Court.
'Ilie learnedl judge re\viueîvd the casc at -- mat lengtli and \vith the

uttiiiosi. fairsiess. Hoe poiied out the facts thei defendants wcre hionor-
able memibers of the niedical profession, that thce Could have no motive
othier tlian [tic plaiît.iff's we%,lfarc iii conîitting lier to the asylum, that
11lîcir story hazd been corroborated by a number of witnesses whose truth-
Iulness could not lie questioned, and that tlîey îad -ippaýrently acted witit
care iii coiîig to their conîclusions.

'l'ie followinîg que-stions -%vcrc subiicd to thie jury
1. Was [he plaintiff of LInsound mind on tic 22nd january, 1904?
2. Did the defenidants lionostlv believo the plaintiff wvas thoni of un-

,sound nîind ?
3.Did thie defouîdaiîts tak-e reasonabl. care ini iiîfornîing thonîiseîves

*f ilie material circunistancos connected wiîlî the plauitiff's condition?
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