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public by the statenietît of Utivim, we Ihave a riglît to ask that the%
procluce the Plc>ofs. Wherc and wVho are these Iiftectî patiCn1t% ?
If cured they can bu produccd and will doubtlcss give cvidviece ti1
the fact, and iii (Iting so klpto give Drs. akraund Cottoni a
butter professimnal statîingiot thati thev at prueu:ît enj.

The introduction of z-.:ommutrcialisin into ('ur professimn is ratîjer
a1 neMv devarture iii Canjadi, anri b; thli, reasoni we liave Areférred tio
t'ie presenit instance at sucli lengthi. \Ve have vet to tvrm 8f anvy
discovery, inii edicine of rca! or permîaneunt valuie wlîicli lias bucen
%vitlielr by, its discoverer for the purpose of private gain. There
are soie thingrs toi? sacred lu wliicli b' traffic, .and one of fhese is
lîuîîani lite.

,FEES FOR ATTENDA>NOE ON HOSPITAL PATIENTS.

Several surgeons have reccently brouglît suit i the Toronto
Division Court aglainst patients wlîom they have attcded iu
hospitals. dcinandingr fees for the services rendercd. Most of
these suits have fa-ilcd ; but thcy have servcd a useful purpose
in pointing out the legal relations betwveen pliysiciaiis aud sur-
,geons anci patients treated by tiien in the public ivards of an
lîospital. It is surprisîng tlîat sucli an important point -;Ioulci ,;0
long have rcmnained unsettled. he greneral impression lîeld by
the profession %vas tlîat patients wlîose circumistanccs allowved
the payment of a fée slîould not expect treatnîunt for notlîîng in
an liospital aîîy more tlîan lu a private lîouse;- but the fact tlîat an
hiospital is a public institution, supported to some extent by public
funds, scemis to mnake a difference in the eye of the law, anîd it lias
been lield thiat witliout evidenice of a specific contract or under-
standing b.-tý-veen plîysician and patient thiat a fée %voulcl bc
expected, tlîat the patient cannot bu lîeld hiable for any account
subsequently presented to liii. In this connection wve can not
but regrct tlîat criticisrn lias been directed, not toivards the Iaw,
but towvards the Judgre's interpretation of it. The gentleman
before whlom these cases were tried is himself tue son of a
pliysician, and, needless to say, anivnated by the kindliest feel-
ings for aur profession. \Ve believe tlîat hie fully appreciates tlîe
conditions, and realizes tlîat liospital plîysicians and surgeons have
to earn a livelihood the same as other people in tlîe community.
Buz thie Judge cannot be guided by sentiment; he must interpret
t'le law as lie finds it, and wve have not the slightest reason ta
doubt but thiat his interpretation is correct.

Year by year a large proportion of the sick, not only the sick
poor, but ail classes, seek hiospital treatment. Many in possession
of more of this ivorld's goods tîa.n thie physician or surgeon vhîo

-attends thîem may ever accumulate, gro into the public wards,


