
AN IMPORTANT 1VIALPRACTICE DECISION.

W E have rnuch pleasure in submitting to our readers the able judg-
VVment of Justice Falconbridge on the case of Town v. Drs. D. and A.

Archer. This is, perhaps, the most exhaustive and hnportant medico-
legal decision that bas ever been handed out in this country. We trust
it may be of much service in settling the questions of whiat a inedical
practitioner is supposed to know and do. We comrnend its careful per-
usai to our readers.

Editor LANCE'r.

IN TiiH iLo COUR 0F JUSTICE.

TOWN v. D.ARCHER AND R. ARCHER,

Tried at T-'ý-nto non-jury Sittings.
N. F. Paterson, K.O., and Sharpe, for plaintiff.
Aylesworth, K.O., J. H. Moss aud W. H. Harris, for defendants.
Tudgment delivered by Hon. W. G. Falconbridgre, Chief Justice of

the Ki-ng's Bench, Province of Ontario.
This is an action brought by the plaintifl, who is the wvife of a

fariner residing, in the County of Ontario, against the defendants, whio
are physiciar.a and surgeons resdi., and practising, in partnership, at
the Village of Port Perry, in the saine county.

In the month of May, 1899, the plaintiff fell and sustained injuries
in hier left ankie and foot, and the defendants were retained as sur.geons,
for reward in that behialf, for the purpose of treating the plaintiff for
sucli injii*ies.

The plaintiff zbarges that the defendants negligently, improperly
and unskilfully treated the plaintiff for such inýjuries, in consequence
whereof the plaintif lias been suflering, and stili suffers, pain, and iher
4 o;t lias becowie distorted and twi-3ted so that she has been rendered
perinanently lame, end bier health hias become otherwise ixnpaired
thereby.

The defendants; plead, in their staternent of defence, that they are
bcztht d uly regfistered members of the Collegre of Physicians and Surgeons
of Ontario; tbat tbe d--fendantts were flot retaincd to treat the plaintiù.,
as ilegeél, hut t.- A~t defendant D. Arch.-r was called in after the accident
to tl-2 plaintifl, &s a surgeon to set the plaintifl's ankle, and, with) the
assistance of another surgeon, did set the saine in a. proper and skilfui
manner, and that said dofendant D). Archer was thereupon discharged by
the plaintiff froin any further attendance in the. case. rhey also plead
thbt tbe injury complained of by plaintiff weas not caused by any negli-
gence of the de-fendants, or either of tbem, but is due solely bo the iLegrnli-


