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Judgment.-I feel no reasonable doubt about thiÎs case, The onu

wasi upon the plaintiff to establish her case. This, I think she lias failed

te do. There is no reason that I ean, sc why I sliould not receive the

evidence of Dr. Brandon. It îs in conformity with that of the plaintiff
herseif. HIe says that she authorized it to be donc, and that lie tol4
Dr. Haves to perform the operation on both breasts. Dr. Rayes Lad
not unesodthat before; he said he would not do it. I do not believe

that woufld have occurred if tlie fact liad not been as it actually was,
namerly', thiat he was autliorized. So that as to that point I accePt the
evidence of Dr. Brandon as consistent witli the facts, and I think that
Dr. hlayes did preciscly what Le was told te do; and, if it wcre neeeq.

sary, I should find that Le was autliorized by Dr. Brandon to do what lie
did; éind, bcing authorized, that Le was jnstified in doing wliat hie li<l_
havinig regard to the professional relationship tliat existcd betwecn Dr.
Branidon and the plainiff. Then tliere is the evidence given l'y Dr.
F'erguisoi-their own witness-tliat the injuries complained Of eouil

niot lie attrîbuted to thec operation. And there is 110 other evidene to
suipport thie plaintifT's evidence that this is false. So that I think on
il poinits the plaintiff las failed. She did not realize that a wrong wa,

beinig donc. It is impossible for me te, think that she WOULd have
rernained in the hospital, the doctor visîting ber from day to day aud
nlot a word of complaint if the wrong eomplained of liad been done, ber.
If I had to liold on that point I sliould have no liesitation iii sayiiR
that I shouîd think what Dr. Hayes did was good practice, whether ie
was authorized or not, liaving regard to the malady and the danger
whieli would be inenrred if lie did not do it The action must l'e dis-.

IJOSES VACCINATION CASE.

The Judiclal Committee of the Privy Couneîl, London, Lias,.

missed the petition of Mrs. Iloîlard for special leave to appeal aan

the judgment of the King's Bencli, Qucbce, in favor of the eity of '.%let_

real. Mr. Ilafleur, K.C., wlio appeared for the widow, sAd the ew4

raiscd for thie first time before the courts of tlie Province tlie qllestion

of the responsibuity of municipal corporations arising out of the en-
forcement of compulsory vaccination by-îaws. The petitioner hbouh


