
SOME REMARKS 0.\ ADVOCACV

p opinion.

the ilim.rent surgeons wlio explained with mueh elahoration an,l
(•are to the jury tliat such symptoms ivould indicate in their c

imperfeet healing and iinperfeet treatment of the wound.
I had not expected sueh I'videnee. as the Plea though suffieient

to allow It to he made, did not di.selcM- the nature of it. and I wa^
faeed with the alternatixe of either not cross-exainininf!, whieli
I felt would liavc' had a \(.r,\- had elleet on the jiirv, or of findinu
myself lost in a mass of teehni -al l lieal li-rms and jiarts of the
hui hody of whieli I knew ahsohueiy nothing exeepl what I

liac .«! from the learned gentlemen wlio had heeu hi the box.
All the surgeons who testifi;-<l were umhmhtedlv in perfectly

good faith and were very eminent men in their profe.-sion, and J
could not have hoped to have hrokcii them down on their medical
theories, hut J did ask them one after the other whether thev knew
Or. Rell, the operating surgeon, whoso testimonv had been given
on behalf of the I'laintilf and what his character was. They ga^e
him, of I'ourse, the highi.st jirofessional character. I tlien'asked
whether even the must eniim'iit surgeon did not .sometiiiies make a
wrong diagnosis. They a.lmitted it might occur. I then asked them
whether they would be prepared to swear that the cause of the
Plamtill s trouble was what they had said and that thev were
not wrong and Dr. Hell right. One after the other, with one single
o.xeeption, the.- all .h.clined to .«wear anything of the sort and
admitted that it was all theory ami that Dr. Bell might very well
ha«. been right aii<l had the best opportunities of judging 'as he
had soon and treated the patient, and that was the end of the
effect of their testimony which otherwise had been extremcK-
interesting to the Court, the jury and a large midieiice.

The jury gave a imanimons verdict which was proniptiv given
effect to by the .Iiiilge and sub.^^ecpienlly unaniniouslv confirmed in
apj>eal.

I hojie you will jiardon me for referring to ca.ses in which I
ma.\' Innc been personally concerned. I oidy do so becaiLse I can
speak of till incidents there with certainty and not as a ma-'er
of hearsa.v-, so that .vou nia.x- know that even though not on oath
I am giving legal evidence.

'

I am satisfied that in the last case I liave referred to liad I

attempted to cross-examine on scientific lines the jury would
have become finally so confused that I could mil have ob'tained a
verdict.


