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AN INTERESý,'rINUj LEGAL l>LL'ISJoN.

A dcisOzof great inii>ort anee Io iiiettieal orleMî f Mary-
1*ndj il, fact epochal, was handed dowii by the M1;r3 land Court of Ap-
peaI's Mi the ýE1lebrated Stevensolî ense, i wvhieh the loiuer court Is
Mard-ej ihad afixi-d damages at $1,000 agaizî'4 Dr. ('il L.Iuw. ef

ly-, th,. controversy was whether a pîlysician is responsible for the avts
Of bisj sjbordinates. Unfortunately, the lower court believed thus and

opledthe aibovte-mcntioncd daînages against I)r. Hluler. The case
il] point is the one in whiclî Dr. Ilunner, afler an exploratory incisiot
todeeînn the condition present in the patient 's kidney, found il,
itubweular and after appropriate treairnent iiistitujttd drairng I)v
fi jal, of ecigaru1tte tubes. 11, relnoviîî tes drains 11w r-esidenýtt over-
t,okd onle, il evideuf]1y haviiîg fslipped iiîto ilie, wvooud ndilî ns lost t)

yiew B well as in the actual sense. 'Plie tract was soe)r in hlieajlng
jthat the patienit in> question, a wornain, prevailed îapýoi I>r. ilunner to
1perrmit her 10 return lu lier'honme, where the fanîily phyvsieialn eontinued

to supervise e dressing of the woiind. After the lapse of sonie, lime
wlieprobing arouxîd in the wound, this ind(ivîiual1 dit vel ie 1081

dlrain. whIieh wvas immedilately removed, but the wound conit iîîued lu
drain, The patient was appraised by lier physician of whai 1 iad dlis-
rovered and ixmecdiately drew the conclusions that the eonfiiud state
of her iii health was due to the lost drain, and as a consequencw' insïti-
tluted( suiit Mu the amnunt olf $30o,000. .fter an extended as uoli as re-
markable trial damages werp awarded in ber favor to the ainounit of

Asfl. ý- Dr. Ilunner beiieved the decision uinjust. lieimndiel
jh,4 iis attornecys appeal the case. In the eyes of most of the. p)-rfes-
,ion, however, the ultutnate outeoine looked veryv uncertaiin, as Dr. Ilun-
ner had previous to the trial inadvertently writlen a leitor the t11c fam-
iJy physician admiîtting that lie was at fauli, and regrutting ili unifor-
taauste occurrence exeeedingly; so the reversail of thte (ICCisioi by thve1ý
cýourt of .Appeals is doubly pleasant tu the surgical fraternitY. Nýa-
turalJY surgeons wMl breathe easier when performing oporat ionsi in
whieh pieces, o! gauze or drainage material of any *rit night in the
jhurry be lo)st. The cost of the trial is placed upon dt, plaintiff, but
,ith the reservation of a new trial, if she So desires il. il isz, however,
beiieved the decision of the higlier court will end thce.

The gigt o! Judge Boyd's decisioxi is as follows, A su~rgeon who
j ailed mnerely to operate on a patient ini a liospital, whichli e do0es not

0O)Wl or control, is not to lie held responsible for any inisakes in the
arter-treatmlent of the patient, adîninistered by the hospital staff. nls
hé was cognizant that such inistakes had been mnade. 'Pie deîineau


