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attributesi tlhis partial di,,1ocau ion to ii(i r avingr fallen asleep and turned
ovcr. Tlie three medical experts called by the defence agrree in ,aying
that there Nvas very grave danger in a box splint if the patient relaxed
the bandages ; that it would be imnpossible to say that thiere Nvas no dis-
turbance, even if the patient lay perfectly stili ; that there wvould be
rooin for spasmodie action of t1he muscles wliich miglit occur involun-
tarily or dtiring sleep, and which miglit be attended with grave resuits;
that it w'ould not be possible, even N'ith an eflort, to keep the lirnb rigrid
for more than a minute or two; and, 1-noreover, that the resuit of this
dis-turbance nigcht flot be discernible until after the patient ['egan to use
the foot, when a graduai. inversion of the foot might be looked for a'i the
patient comnuenced to walk.

1 arn asked to disbelieve the statement of Dr. Windell, tipon the
mere ground thir.t while he is not a defendant in the case, his professional.
reputation is at stake. 1 find myseli unable to do this, esp*ecially ais his
evidence is strongly corroborated. The plaintiff admits having gone to
sleep once, while the bandage was loosened; this, howvever, w"as after the
leu was placed in the plaster of paris splint and eut open on the I 2th
June; but iM s. Asling, an apparently independent and creditable xvit-
ness, says that she 'vent in one tiine and the bandage wa~s loose, and the
plaintiff WT .s working at the cotton batting, and witne,ýs asked plaintiff
not to do it, and cited the case of a relative of lier own w-hose tarnperingr
%vith bandages had been attended with disastrous resuits. WiLness saw
it loose on one other occasion afterwards. Both these tiines wvere while
it was in the box splint; it was unbound wvhen the witness ca:îe in and
she helped the plaintiff to do it up. She says Mrs. Gibson was there on
that Iast occasion. Mrq. Asling also says that she saw tlie plaster of
pati i bandages taken off and the leg laid bare, and the plaintiff wanted
the witness to get it done up ini a hurry before Mrs. Baird, plaintiffs
(latcrliter, should corne in. Mrs. Gibson corroborfýt's th:3ý statement, say-
ing that she wma at the plaintiff's house with Mrs. A.31rqg one evening,
that the bandage wvas loose, and it was bound UI) while she wvas there.
As far as she can rernember it was while in the box splint; it was right
out of the splint and that they replaced it in the splint and bound it up
iri the bandagyes.

If this evidence were much less clear and convineing than it is, in
other words if the case wvere much more evenly balanced, I should fuel
obliged to give the defendarn#'s the benefit of the doubt; but, as I have
indicated before 1 arn deeidedly of opinion that the plaintiff has failed
to ma7ke ont a case of negligent maipractice, and that the action must. be
dismissed.
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