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mother refused. to allow the boues to bie severed, and the.
tried to reduce the angle by a proper splint, but failed,
adiiesion was too firm. Hle advised an operation in thie
il; and there is a good deal of dispute as to the attitude of
ferent parties; but nothing turns upon this, as in the end
11<1 was taken to the Kingston Hlospital, and was there
ed uipon, very skillfully, by Dr. Anglin. The bone wau
ted where the improper union had formed; the broken
re suecessfully unitcd; and, after soute weeks, the. child,

turned to its xnother with the Ieg in anl entirely satisfac-
>ndition.
,e ini respect to one matter, everything that has been sug-
against Dr. Stratton is entirely without foundation; and,
eh the ehfld is flot 110w ini a satisfactory condition, the de*t is in no way to blaine for anything that took place after
Id was taken to the hospital and placed in charge of the.
i ther.
4tor Anglin was a witness at the trial, and had flot seen
Id f rom tiie tine it was discharged £rom the hospital early
il until the day of the. trial. At the trial lie examnined tiie
and found that, owilg to the failure of the, inother to
i. inistructions and prevent the. child, standing upon thie
[I 1mb, inost of the. benefit of the operation had been lest ;
c leg i. now almiost as crooked as beforç, tiie operation at
pital.
re is no doubt that on the 7thi January tiie leg was înid shape, and that the condition of the bon., then re-
in a shortenîng of over two inclies. Tiie question is as
eau.e of this condition and the responsuhulity for it. On
id December, the. bealing hiad undoubtedly reach.d a
stage. Tii. bon. would flot then have knit by tiie

on of any new bony structure, or, at inoat, the. bony
me would have been of a very fragile nature; at tiie saine
ie bon. would have then unitd by the. formation of
or cartilaginous miateriai; and, uiiles. displaced by somne

bntur., ther. was ne reason why tii. beaiing should flot
torily progreas.
;he hearing it was augg.sted that the mother must lier-.
e looened the splits or tak.n off the. weight at some titne

the. 22nd D.eember and the. 7th Januay. 8h. dexiie.s
b.e husband denies it also, althoughlie was not presexit

an amail portion of the. timei; and the chi14 also demiies
ouhI have grave suspicion, I do not thiuk that, in the

these deniaIs, I can find in favour of this contention,


