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Mr. Caweron then addressed thie jury for the defendant. The defen-
dant, he said, was sned on what was technieally culled an action for neg-
iizence, and the only ground on which the plaintiff could suceeed was
that the professional treatment of 1he defendunt had been anskilful, and
therefore, so neglizent in that sense of the terws that bad it not been for
savh unskillfulness the plaintiff would not have sustained injuries which
she was alleged to have sustained through want of skill. No professional
man could ensure saceess; be he au attorney or a doctor. Al that could

" reasonably be asked of a medical man was that ke should exereise his .
knowledge and skill to the best of bis ability, and that there should be a
. reasonable degree of knowledze and skill.  There wus an old udage that
dociors differ ; Dut in this case all the differences were between the doe-
tors called for the plaintiff, while the distingnished doctors called for the
defendant all sgveed,  As to the question of the want of skill, he cen-
. tended that the treatment was proper, not only on the judgment of the
defendant, but on that of some of the most ewivent practitioners
in the country, who had been called for the defendant. Why was it
that the action lind not been brought until nearly six years after the acci.
deat? Probably it was thought the circumstances would have been for-
. gotten; and that the plaintiff might thereby have a chance of success.
‘But fortunately the facts were remembered with great distinetness, and
the nature of the injurieshad been o well described as to show the neces-
 sity of the oparation which had tuken place, Supposing that amputation
* had not been performed, and the girl hud lost her life instead of her
Jarm, then the responsibility resting en Dr. 1yde would have indeed been
~uch as to entitle her fo damages. Dr. Hyde had practiced in the sce-
< tion of the country in which he resided for a number of years, and he
- had there a great name and reputation. There was no one there who
- fapposed that he was unable to diseharge his duty properly and skillful-
Jy, and that he had done so in this case was proved by the host of emi-
. Dent surgeons who had been cxamined in court to-day. In no ease had
. he ever scen s0 lurge an amay of practitioners coming so readily forward
. 1o declare that the operation had been properly performed, and that the
_ Paintiff was not only not cntitled to damages, but that there was not a
. tingle sain of a want of skill resting on the reputation of Dr. Hyde.
., Mr.M. C. Cameron said that, knowing doctors had arduous duties
< Bmetimes to discharge, he trusted nothing he might say would bear
*+'Vith undue weight against the defendant! Ie quite agreed with his
. leamed friend, that if a surgeon with a fair amount of skill exercised
g Ais'il}d:.,'ment fairly and honestly he ought not to be visited with conse.
. fmences.  The time elapsing between the period of the accident and the




