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occftHioiiH. At one time the prosecution was Lecanse of

a sliortened t'cinur, Jiiid the merits of the (h)iil)k^ inclined

plane or a straight splint, were decided by a jury se-

lected from one of t.ie back townships. Another was

decided in favor of a flaj) operation as against a circular,

the jury lu'ing conij)ose(l mostly of farmers, fresh from

th(i harvest field. Not long since I attended a trial in

this city arid the jury were treated to clinics on the dura

wMer^ arachnoid, pia mater and their blood vessels.

They understood tli^' merits of the case, after several

hours of medical dissertations, as much as if the Crown

Council had given an address in Choctaw. I envied

one juryman who slept soundly through it all, except

when elbowed by a neighbor.

Antagonisms unhappily existing among medical men
lead to conflict of opinion. A case comes from a vil-

lasre, a town, or even a city. Observation teaches that

the smaller the area from which such evidence is drawn,

the stronger are the contentions in the locality, and tlie

more likely does it become that sides are taken before

the suit goes to court. It is a matter of every day

experience that in a majority of oases, such a locality

will furnish medical evidence for prosecutor and defend-

ant. The reasons already given may have something

to do with this diversity of conception. I fear un-

friendly feelings, of a professional nature, must some-

times be taken into account. To the honor of our pro-

fession it is seldom that false testimony is given from

motives of revenge. Animosity against a professional

brother seldom reaches perjury, yet, a love of establish-

ing proof on a different basis from that of a rival, often

leads to false conclusions, not intended by the witness.

If this itching for novelty leads to wrong impressions,

they are still farther intensified by ambiguity, which

may be caused by unnecessary economy of words, or


