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through his neglect, the consequences of which Mr. Brown would if
possible repair. Dr. Stewars also declares that both Lord and Lady
understood the words in that cr an equivalent seuse.

In a correspondence which ensued beiween Il.ord , Dr.
Stewart, and Mr. Brown, the accuracy of these words or expressions
was deuied by Lord , and not admitted by Mr. Brown ; and, at
the close of the correspondence, Dr. Stewart insists very strongly on
the unjust and injurious treatment he lLimself had experienced, in
having been virtually charged by Lord and Mr. Brown with
falsehood, calumny, and ungentlemanlike conduct.

The question,then,is divided into two parts. 1. Whether Mr. Brown's
professional conduct when attending Lord '8 child justified
Dr. Stewart in giving such a report of it to others as to induce them
to decline meeting Mr. Brown in consultation; and 2. Whether Dr.
Stewart can be fairly charged with falsehood, calumny, and ungen-
tlemanlike conduct.

Our opinion, however, is more easily formed by considering the
two questions together, as they so entirely relate to the same cir-
cumstances.

In respect to Dr. Stewart's veracity, we do not for a moment ques-
tion it. The exact words used on the night of the 27th of April were
more likely to have been accurately remembered by himn a few days
afterwards, than by either Lord or Mr. Brown six or seven
months afterwards; and, in a letter written by Lady on the
8rd of May, only siz days afterwards, she quotes Mr. Brown’s remarks
in terms which fully confirm Dr. Stewart's version of the words,
“that, unless immediate measures were taken, he (Mr. Brown) did
not think she had twelve hours to live”, 1tis to our view evident,
then, that words were used to that effect.

Dr. Stewart states that he makes no complaint of Mr. Brown
having deprived him of the confidence of Lord and Lady , for
he considers the very fact of their sending for Mr. Brown at all
proved that that confidence had already gone; nor does he complain
of Mr. Brown depriving him of the patient, as he himself insisted on
giving up the patient, and being relieved from all further responsi-
bility; but he complains that the phrase in question indicated that
the child had been brought to such a state of imminent peril by his
previous neglect or wrong treatment.

To comne to the facts, as related by Dr. Stewart himself. After
seeing the patient, ®r. Stewart and Mr. Brown retired to another
room to talk over the case. Mr. Brown's first words were, “ That
child will kick”; showing at once that, whether right or wrong, he
considered the child in imminent danger. Dr. Stewart replied, that
though the case, of course, was serious, he did not think it so bad as
that.  That Dr. Stewart must have thought the case very serious
was evident from his having ordered half a glass of wine every hour,
and having prepared Lady to expect that it was likely that it
might be necessary to administer nourishment by the means of eue-
mata, implying that the child might be unable to swallow. Mr.
Brown. having his own notions of the best treatment of scarlatina,
as published by him several years before, of course proposed his
own treatment to be followed, having equally, of course, the most
confidence in it. Dr. Stewart also had his own notions, the result of
his own extensive experience, and had up to that time carried them
out as far as he was concerned, though it appears they had not
been sutliciently carried out during his absence. Dr. Stewart, how-
ever, did not object to the change of treatment; but he declined to
have any further responsibility, on &ccount of his feeling that the
very fact of Mr. Brown having been summoned proved that the
parents had not sufticient confidence in him

We are not called upon to give any opinion as to which treatment
was the best; both might have been equally good. But it is evident
by what conversation took place when the two gentlemen were alone,
that Mr. Brown bond jide thought the child in much greater danger
than Dr. Stewart did, and proposed his own peculiar plans as those
in which alone he had any hopes of the child's recovery.

If Dr. Stewart objected to the plans, the time for stating his
obj;ctions would have been when he and Mr. Brown were aloue to-
gether.

On returning to the room where Lord and Lady were, it
would appear that Mr. Brown announced his own impressions
strongly, as a reason for the treatment he wished at once to adopt.
We must assume that though, after an interval of seven mouths,
TLord and Mr. Brown may have forgotten the exact words, yet
words to that etfect were really used. Bui we cannot see that such
2 phrase, even the identical words stated by Dr. Stewart, necessarily
implied that Dr. Stewart had previously neglected the child, or
treated her incorrectly. We see no reason to believe that Mr. Brown
meant to imply either the one or the other.

Dr. Stewart describes the overwhelming astonishment and dismay
which the announcement of Mr. Brown produced in the parents;
and explains that the reason why he did not at once protest against
JMr. Brown’s unfavourable prognosis was “ out of regard to the feel-
ings of Lord and Lady ——-—" It may be inquired whether it
would not have been more comforting and cheering to the afilicted
parents, if Dr. Stewart had at once stated that he had a more favour-
able view of the case, and that he had already told Mr. Brown so in
the next room.’

We acquit Mr, Brown of an idea of blaming Dr. Stewart's previous
treatment by the expressions he used, even if we should adiuit that
such expressions were indiscreer.* If there were any neglect, it

* Tt may probably seem to most persons superfluous to say that
by this paragraph we intend decidedly to imply that in onr opinion
the expressions used by Mr. Brown were indiscreet. The passage,
however, has been criticised as equivoeal, C. L.
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was on the part of the parents in not having carried out Dr.
Stewart’s directions. Whether Mr. Brown was right or wrong in
the view he took, we must presume that he acted bond fide, because
he had stated the same view in a very colloguial phrase in the next
room. We acquit Dr. Stewart of any want of strict veracity. Any
difference of statements on other matters may fairly have arisen
without any want of truth on either side; for how few persons de-
scribe the same event or the same conversation in the same aspect.

We think that it is incumbent on Mr. Brown to write an assurance
that he disclaims any impeachment of Dr. Stewart’s veracity.

We also are of opinion that Dr. Stewart is bound to assure any
of his friends or colleagues to whom he has made any representa-
tions on the subject, that we, the referees, think that he has no suffi-
cient reason to accuse Mr. Brown of unprofessional conduct; and
that he has no right, after the event, to comment injuriously upon
any behaviour which he allowed to pass at the time without ob-
jection.

We are decidedly of opinion, that it will be far wiser and better
that nothing connected with this unhappy misunderstanding should
be made public by forwarding any notice of it to any of the journals.
At present the knowledge of it is limited to a very small circle, and
it should not proceed further.
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Curtis & Co’s New Remedies

and AUXILIARIES in MEDICINE and SURGERY.

GRANULATED EFFERVESCING CITRATE
of QUININE,

AND
GRANULATED LFFERVESCING CITRATE
of IRON and QUININE.
GRANULATED CITRO-TARTRATE of SODA.
GRANULATED CITRATE of MAGNESIA.
GRANULATED CARBONATE of IRON.

Dissolved in water or wine, these salts make a perfectly clear,
sparkling solution.

SYRUP SUPERPHOSPHATE of IRON and
QUININE.
SYRUP SUPERPHOSPHATE of IRON, QUININE,
and STRYCHNINE.
Both these Syrups have been extensively prescribed for the last
twelve months with marked success.

(Originated by CURTIS and CO.)
CONCENTRATED ESSENCE of SUMBUL.
TINCTURE of LARCH BARK.

»” BANEBERRY (ACTEA RACEMOSA).

LIQUOR SECALIS CORNUTI
(Recognised Preparation.)
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Co. with a visit).
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