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herent5 Of the doctrines and the practices of what is known as Christian Science.
rhe2Y had had a medical attendant for years and they speak of him with the

hgetrespect as being a mai of great skill and intelligence in bis profession.
They aIppear to be very respectable people, and people having ample meafis to
Procure mnedical attendance for their sick child, if they had considered it

thecesr. On this occasion, the child being iii with sore throat, they seek
teservice of the defendant, Mrs. Beer, whomi they had known for somle ycars
asaChristian Scientist. Called in by the mother of the child, she came there.

It is imnportant to notice what Mrs. Beer was called in to do. She was
flot exPected, was not retained, to come in as a mnedical attendant. She did
nOt examine the child ; she did flot take the teinperature of the child ; she did
not niake any examination of either the body or throat of the child ; she did
flot look at or exâImine the phlegin or sputa which came from or was ejected
fl(rn the throat of the sick child ini the process of coughing. These are
ele'lents of negligence which would be relied upon by the Crown, if the case
Went to you
the det , to show that thie prisoner was guilty of negligence which caused

ehof the child. But she was not called in to do any of these things.
Shv as cal led in to treat as a Christian Scientist ; whether it was to be by the

exerciso rw
5 "ePl Of the will orby prayer, weare not told, but her practice consisted

s'ril f *itting silent in the presence of the patient. She gave no directions
ast treatinent, no directions as to mnedicine or food, no directions about diet

"the sense a doctor would, but in the sense a friend might do, to keep the
child Comrfortable and give him anything he fancied.

foThe Passage in the code which refers to medical treatment reads as
. Iows: 4tEveryone who undertakes (except in case of necessity) to admin-

Ister surgical or medical treatmnent, or to do any other lawful act, the doing of
WIic 1

Ir'" sor niay be dangerous to life, is under a legal duty to have and to use
resonble knowîedge skill and care in doing any such act, and is crimiIlally

e fr Omitting, without lawful excuse to discharge that duty, if death
is caused by such Omission."

Onte que 1d left the case to yo it would have been probably to determine

c lstion only, namely, whether in your opinion the death of the child was

t aueor a t any rate accelerated, by the prisoner's treatment, or want of
Te en as it mnaY be viewed, a medical man not having been cailed in.

eh n edical Mien went in their evidence as fair as they could honestly go.
beet ai with great positiveness that the child's life would undoubtedlY have

rehPrOlOfi>ed had proper medical treatmnent been applied, particularlY in the
bacil lf cleansing the mnouth, cleansing the throat and sterilizing those

t hi ch are said to be not merely the cause of the disease, or developed
Yte h ece of the disease, but are the disease itself.

CauSed b Iledical Witnesses called stopped short of saying that death was
tht.Y Such negîect or treatment, or want of treatment of the prisoner, and

) pnls aIl an Y honest sc ientific man could say. They canflot give a positive
itIIl0 that the child's life would have been saved by medical treatment. So

caused b ably have been a dangerous thing for you to sa>' the death was

Cttc Y want of treatment. You might have found that death was accelerated
flth eglect alleged by the Crown, or that the life of the child might have


