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uise it in Some wakiy. Merely because a ian holds liiscelf ouf as a
healer of some kind lic sboul not hc entitled to cal] Iiinself ''doc-
for,'' if he lbas no autborized riglht to (Io so.

THE COAwiTMoxTf\R:n Well, wbat about mii xvlio cail theiselves
osteopafhic doctors and chiropractie (loctors ? Tlîat definesq what
fhey arc, and apart froîin flic question m-botber tlîcy have any right
to use the word ''doctor'' or not. if wvould seîni advisalîlc thaf they
should disfinguish fhemselves.

Mn. OSLER: Once flîeir righf is defermined fhcre is no reason
why fhey should not hlave sucli proper fifle as that right may
ealu for.

rfi1 , CommissJoNE: At flc prescut f ire, wLîen flîcir right is
nof deflned or scffled, if is bcffcr fhaf thcv should cal tlîcmselves
hY flîcir correct naine, and fhe 'v use flic worl ''(loctor. '

MR. OSLER: Af the liresent finae, if I1 ifflersfand flc decision
of fhe Court of Appeal iii n. Ontario Medlical Ait i-iglitl.v, tlîcy arc,
ecd and every one of fbei, pracfisiîîg nedicine 111ilawfully and
iii violafion of the Acf. WAhaf I nican is tlîis, myî fjord, fiat if a,
man ho]ds himself ouf as compefenf f0 diagnose, anîd f0 relieve by
prescripfion of any kçind, any ailment, lie is pracfîsing medicine, as
I undersfand fbe Acf as if is inow. Thc question is wiat provision
should be moade for fli mposing and tie înainfaiîiing of a standard
of education upon those wlîo purport f0 practise in t bis wayi, before
the public?

I siould jnst like f0 refer for a momîent fo flic ease of R. vs.
Coufure. This-is really a decision of fie Province of' Quehec. In
fiat case fbe patient was a clîild, inconipeterit fo (lesceribc bis syîap-
foins or to choose medicines, ani au atfempf fo cure hyv band passage
or a so-called gift for iealing mias bceld fo be praefisiîîg medîcine,
although no0 drugs were.used.

In the case of R. vs. 1-lenderson, 1 L.W.N., page 543, if ivas
held fiat the practice of osfeopathy was not a violation of flic Acf.
That is faking the saine view of the Acf as in flic case of R. vs.
Stewart.

Now I feel sure fiat your Lordsbip wîll find if uiseful f0 be
referred to some of the principal cases thaf have been dccided in
fie American courts, but if would flrsf perhaps he useful f0 give
your Lordship a few definitions of flic phrase "Practice of Medi-
cine."i

The definition in Murray's Oxford Diefioîîary (undoubtedly the
authorifafive deflnifion) is quofed in flic judgiîeiif of Mr. Justice
MacLaren, in 13 O.L.R.-whicb is prohably the authorifafive defi-
nifion:


