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sons driving when they' meet should turn out to tlue right-aud,
generally, things everyone oughit to know. The jtidetotas
judicial cognizance of the facts of mathematical -and natural
science and of flue lawvs lie is administering.

Outside of suchi inatters and the like, at the present tiîuc the
jury (I -use tluis word to ind-icate not only the jury proper, but
also the judge sitting to try, fiacts as a jury) rnust find tiie facts
fromn the evidence. -Centuries ago this was not so; juirors thien
were taken froun the neighiborhood of the locus of the facts to bc
tried; and they determined the facts froin their own kçnowledge.
Now, however, the very reverse is thie case; juryrnen arc not per-
mitted to utilize thecir own Irnowledge at all-they muist "find a
verdict according, to the evideic"-îf tlîey hiave any knowledge
of the faets they nhust, to make that knowledge available, talkc
their place in the witness box and state the faciéts under oath as
any other w'itness.

Evidence is (1) documentary; or (2) by witncsses. 1 need
not speak of the former, but pass at once to evidence given by
wvitnesses.

There are two classes of witniesses-the ordinary witness and
the skilled or expert 'itncss. The former is allowed to spealz
only of facts within his knowledge: being sometimes allowed to
refresli lus inemory by the use of a written memiorandumn or
entry in a book. Hie miay flot express his own belief or opinion
except on sonme particular subjeets w'here positive and direct
testimony unay bc unattainable, as for example, flic identity of
persons and things, the genuineness of disputed writing, whether
two persons are attached to each other, and the like.

Where, hoIw'ever, on questions of science, art or trade, persons
skilled ini the particular branch of science,, art or trade, are
caflled upon not only to testify to facts, but also te give their
opinions, they are called skilled witnesses, or more coinmonly
"expert -witnesses." So far as their evidence is as to the exist'

ence or non-existence of facts which eau be conclusively estab-
lishied or demnonstrated, it is not generafly called expert evidence
-that namie being given to the opinions expressed by themi as
distingruished from flic facts upon wvhich such opinions may be
based. Indeed it is by no means uncoinmon for an expert witness


