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,%vas called to give expert testiînony in sucli action. Such data arc not
reliable. The witnesse-, should bc~ seen and heard. The hi.ghier courts,
wli-en reviewing the findings of a trial judgte, even with the transcript
before theni, will generally decline to interfere with the tria-lI juidge's
tindiigs of fact, al1sogincy that the latter saw the vinss.observed their
dletiîeanior in the witness box, and wi's, therefore, in better position to
dleteruîint the questions of fact, and thougli the linding is at variance
vvith the apparent facts disclosed 1)y the transcript, the court wfll

,generally refuse to disturb the ve d tI is extremely difficuit to get a
higlier court te upset a verdict, based upon a finding of fact, unless the
finding is manifestly wrong or clearly irreconcilable -%ith the swormi
testimony.

Now, doctors ýýoiiitimes have a lbard timie in the box and Nvhyý In
the first place, if one sie is going to caLl a doctor, the oppoite side nis'
have a doctor, too. l'len the 1awvyers, who do flot possïeýs any too mnuch
knowledge on the questions that are to be debated, have got ta lie
coached. You can understand that a inan is very superficially preparedl
wvho nxierely scans a f ew inedical books furnishied by the doctor, andi yet

hie is coachied quite enough to bother a witness, and hie puLs,., as a couse-
sequence, many questions wvhichi are very defective in their ecarnes-s und
difflcu'it, if net impossible, to answer, and Y,i find thec inedîical witness
becoîning, interested in the case to outwit coiun-ýel. This attitude .show.-,
advocacy, or a -partizan spirit, whiereas the propor aini of ail testiînony
should be to de4al %vith the facts in a fair, candid and impartial uwtnler,
and without any suggestion of an~ interested iiiotive on the pirt, of the

rIal<C a very commlon case, the case of ani orslinary witntess --oing
inte the box te meet evidence as to occurrence of certain fact-.: if froîn
the mnomesnt lie is put in the boc lie shiows a strong dû,ire te put the filets
i)o:st favor-ably l'or the side that calis hlm, sncb an attituid' at once
destroys hiis credit withi the jury. Hlis adjectives, his littie exagger:ttions,
his eagerness to anticipate t1he question, ail inthicatu a bits and a, desire
tri serve the interests of the man on wvhose behaif hie is called. .Juries
quickly notice such indications, and a comnion witnetss w'ho shows any
desire to give bis evide-nce wvith a view to helping the inan who calls himi
as a witness, N- at once discrediited hy the jury. A witness iniay be
honest in his intention, but his eagerness te tell hvo,.,urable facts, and to
conceal littie inatters wvhicli igh-t niodify them or affect their itiupor-
tance, shows a bias. If the jury observe this, they say, "'Tlat man is r.
biased witness. His statemnents must be viewed with suspicion."

Now, dortors somnetimes xnanifest the sanie spirit. They show tee
deep an interest in the side that cails thiei, ln giving their testiînony.
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