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h::;: 0; the dOCtrin'es and the practices of what is known as Christ.ian SFience.
igheSta had a med{ca] attendant for years and. they' speak.ot' l?lm with ‘the
eya respect as being a man of great skill and mtelllgen?e in his professmn,
Droc“rlfp(mr ,to be very respectable pfeople, and.peo;.)le having ample means tvo
rleCeSSarmedgcal :flttendar?ce for thex'r sick. ch{lcl, l.f they had considered it
e serviz. ‘;-)n this occasion, the child being ill with sore throat, they seek
as Chri;'o th‘-" defendam, Mrs.. Beer, whom they had knf)wn for some years
Itis; lan Scientist. 'Called in by the mother of the chl.ld, she carr{e there.
hot expec:ngortam to notice what Mrs. I}»eer was ca}lled in to do. S}ue was
hot examie » Was not retame.d, to come in as a medical attendan.t. She d!d
N0t maje ne the child ; she did not take the temperature of the child ; she did
N0t go) a":n)' ex:;llllfnatlon of either the body or throat of the child ; sh.e did
rom the thor examine the phlegm or sputa which came from or was ejected
Clemeng o roat of the sick child in the process of coughing. These are
went ¢, yo negligence which wQuld be relied upon by the Crown, 1f the case
the death “; to Sho‘:v that the prisoner was guilty of negligence which ca.used
She was c:u th? child. But she was not c?.lled in to do any of these things.
EXercise of tﬁd in to treat as a Christian Scientist ; whether it was to be by the
Simply of ; e will or by prayer, we are not told, but her practice c.ons:.sted
as to tream:ttmg 5'161:"1 m.the presence of the patient. Shfe gave no directions
N the sens ent, no directions as to medicine or food, no directions about diet
child ¢, fe a doctor would, but in the sense a friend might do, to keep the
Mfortable and give him anything he fancied.
.&)nows’.e s Essage in the code which refers to medical treatment reads as
Ister s“l:gic l"er)’0ne 'who undertakes (except in case of necessity) to a'dmm-
Which ig Ora or medical treatment, or to do any other lawful act, the doing of
"2s0nabie li“ay be dangerous to life, is under a legal duty to have and to use
TeSposib]ef nOWl.ed.ge’ skill and care in doing any such act, and 1s cr!mmally
§ Causeq or omlttmg, without lawful excuse to discharge that duty, if death
If | ha)::lsuCh omission,” .
Questiq left the case to you it would have been probably to det.ermme
Caus ° N only, namely, whether in your opinion the death of the child was
treatme’:mr tany rate accelerated, by the prisoner’s treatment, or want .of
e“‘edi’czls 't may be viewed, a medical man not having been called in.
b Y saiq wi::en went in their evidence as far as they could honestly go.
Cen Prolon, great positiveness that the child’s life would und.oubtcdl)'v have
meth()d of Ked hfld proper medical treatment been applied, parucula}rly in the
baciy i cleansing the mouth, cleansing the throat and sterilizing those
Y the Presenare said to be not merely the cause of the disease, or developed
Ca e medse of tl:ne disease, but are the disease itself.

Use Vs ical witnesses called stopped short of saying that
:)h{“ is a:ch neglect or treatment, or want of treatment of the .pnsoner,' :
itp'"io that i’hh(’ne.St scientific man could say. They cannot give 2 positive

Woy prob, e child’s life would have been saved by medical treatment. So
Caugeq y\?, ably have been a dangerous thing for you to say the death was

Y th ney} antof treatment. You might have found that death was agcelerated

slect alleged by the Crown, or that the life of the child might have

hat death was
and



