
ORIGINAL CONTRIBUTIONS.

say "Law ia beneficence acting by rule." The aim of law should be to
interfere wîth liberty of the indivîiual only when the safety, peace.,
prosperity and welfare of the people dcîuand sucli interference with
freedom of action.

Too mucli has been made of the argument about the Liberty of the
Individual. Our liberties are curtailed on almost every side. It is the
law tliat rnaketh us free. Members of the inedical, legal and theological
professions have their actions limîtcd and guidcd by miles that are
the evolution of rauch experience. The citizen in bis daily dealings is
murrounded by a multitude of restraints. We ail enjoy the greatest
measuire of freedom in the pursu.it of our calling, in the earning of a-
liveilhood, in the up-building of the country, and in the advaneent of
the public weal, so long as we perform our acts s0 as not to wrong others.
When the boundary hune of the rights of others are approached, we find
the strictest limitations set for our own actions. This is the essence and
gine qua non of ail civili7ed and Christian life.

Taking the great Roman aphorism, salus pop uli suprema lex e st, as
our guide, it becomes self evident that the first and wegihtiest of al
obligations resting upon legisiators is to frame ail our laws with thîs
end iii view. The salus populi must bc supreme. It is for this reason
that we have laws dealing with the adulteration of food, govemning the
sale of dangerous drugs, preventing the performance of certain opera-
tions, regulating the commitmnent of the insane, the inspection of ocean
boundj vessels, and s0 on. In no walk of modern life is the truth of âalus
populi mnore in evidence than in the demand for a high standard, both,
of education and ethies, in the medical profession.

Any law that would permit one to undertake thc grave responsibiîl
ities of diagnosing disease, prescribing for human ailments, or tmeating
diverse injuries, without flrst compelling sucli person to become as effi-
cient as modern methods eau make him, would be a crime committed
by such legislation upon the people. Such a law would be the vemy anti-
thegis of salus populi suprema lex. It would be the very opposite o~f
the view ennciated by Coke that "Reason is the life of the law." If
one considers the evolution of such laws as govern the control of the
insane and their property rights, the came of patients in Our hospitals,
the Iicensing of persons to practise medicine, it will at once become
apparent that the guiding prineiple has been the safety and protection
of the people.

AiU history has proven that people have to be protected from them.
selves. In xnany affairs of Mie they are not capable of judging what is
for their own good. The prattice of rnedicine is one of these. It is one
of the mjost complicated of modern studiles, iiivolving as it does a know-


