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or two repetitiofls of such conduct tu enable themn ,a place wit-
liesses of that character in a proper light before a jury.

:n order to remove this class of expert evidence froni the
region of discussion and put it beyond any imputation of partisan-
ship, several proposais have been madle. The most fecasible would
appear ta be that providing for the appointment of a medicai board
of %vitnesses. The 6irst qualification of the members would be
competence and experience, and the second, their moral staniding
in the profession. \Ve have nov in practice, a very limited
application of this principle. A mnedical man is frequently
appointed b>' the court to make an examination and report w~ith 'k

regard ta the injuries and condition of the persan comrplaining.
This, however, is not of an>' great practical value, because in rnany
irnstanccs, his evidence r- -'y be literaîlly sw~amped by a large volume
of equally credible testimany, adciuced on behiaîf of the party
affccted adv'ersely by the report. In cases of crime where insani>
i urged as a defence, a board of say five medical men would be
very satisfactary. Appointmients to the board %vould bc madle by

the court, but the law would no doubt miake provision for ail
partics interested being represented before the judge making the
appointment. In negligence actions, the same principle might
apply, but limiting the membership of the board ta thrce medical
merl. With reference ta issues involving mechanical or scientific
construction or operation of machiner>', a similar board of skilled
artisans, enginieers, or machinists mnight be constituted. These
boards %vould pass upon the questions specially subinitted to them,
and the mnembers %vould be subject ta cross-examinFation ta the
saine eNtent as the expert witness is under aur present practice.
l'le evidence required in these cases partakes somcewhat af the
nature af the judgment of the court, and the appointrment af a
board of skilled witnesses is analagous in principle. Two men
cannot agree upon the facts necessary ta deterniine their respective

7 interests, or upon the law govcrning their relatî'%e righits. Figura-
tively speaking, the>' cali in a judgc ta determine the inatters in

*isSUe. He determines the mnatter iii thc capacity af a skilled
expert. rhe party dissatisfied goes ta a court compised of*
several judges, and there seeks what lie thinks is the redress to
which lie is entitled. The proposition as ta expert evidence takes
the opinion af the larger court af threc or five experts in the
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