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the wou)den box splint with cotton battin)g packed about the Iiimbl, lind a1
bandage outsîde the box, wvas not good surgery. 1 ind that this position
is flot sustained by the preponderance of expert (±vidence. Dr. Geùo.ge
A. Binghiam 8ays that whiat the deldèndant~ did was god surgery, and
that the treatmient suugested by the two wvitnesses of whoin I have
spoken would !be practically '<cr-imirnal." Mr. 1. I. C!,ineron is equa'lly
pointed and incisive in his stittenient; hie says that the box splrnt, is quite
groo(l practice, and1 that the bandage next the skin and the rest of the
treatmnent >uggtested by pIn intifi s wititesses " wou]d be the iinost~ unde'-ir-
able titat, could be conceivcdl." Dr. Herbert A. Bruce says thett tie splint
box and bandagh-g adi>pted were pei'£ectly suitable, and that the atgular
splint ani the bandage next the skin would be very detrirnental.

To wvhat, then, if 1 finid, as 1 arn bound to do upon the preponder-
alice of evidence, that the case was properly diagnused, and that the
proper treattment m~ as adopted, is the present unfoitunate rtsult, to be
attributed ? If it came down to Ca question between vegliigence or mal-
practice on the part of defendants, on the one hand; and the extreiiie
i iiprobability,even under favourable condit.ions,of perfect or even approx 1-

mate restoration, 1 think the doutor in ch-arge oughIt~ to have the benefit
of the dotibt.

But I arn of the opinion that there is abundant evidence to show
that the present unfortunate condition of the plaintiff is due to hier own
conduet

I rnay premise by saying that it is clearly pr,)iven that it is iipis-
sibie to say now whether the present, dislocation is initial or is a disýloc-
tion subsequent to the injury of the l7th May, and the setting or redue-
f ioii tiiercof on the saie day. 1It is further to be observed that Mr.
Cumeron says that, the X-rays show that the astragalus is stifl in its,-
miortise; i e., in place as regards the tibia and fibula, but that there is a
otation of the joint, and a dispiacement of the head of the astragaluis

outwvards. I think I understood Dr. Bruce to say that this condition of
iLffairs wvas evidence tLiat there had been a reduetion. of the original dis-
location. Be this as it mniay, Dr. Windell sw'ears that hiaving diagnosed
and set and redliced thne injury with David Archer on the i7th May, hie
visited the patient on the l9thi May and found bier condition satisfac-
tory, and again on t'le 22nd. H1e paid a visit on the 3d -lune, alone, and
found tlhat; the bandages hiad been disturbed, and lie asked ber about it
and shie admitted thiat shie had had the bandages loosened auid had a iiice
sleep. That he then found a partial dislocation of' the astragalus and
that hie replaced it, put the lntb, back in the splint ani repacked it; that
lie could not tell whiat wvas the _ýxtent of that dislocation, but that fie
eýoes not think that ht-re was anye di-zlocation except at the head. le
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