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character af badily injury or disease should be established. How
can this be established except by the opinions of medical men
We trust aur lives and the lives af aur families ta these medicî I
men. Why should wve flot trust aur private righits of a civil or
criminal character, ta the saine judgrnent ? It is of the greatest
importance to the mani who is prostrated by disease to have honest
and careful opinions regarding bis position and treatment. We
accept these opinions from our attendant physician. Why shauld
Nve impute wvrong motives ta medical men, when only a fewv
hundred dollars are at stake, inistead of a lueé? Why should wve
harshly criticise or ridicule the evidence ai those who are highly
respectable mrembers af the cammunity and well-k-nown reputable
men in their profession, %vhen wve trust them in the ordinary busi-
ness transactions ai lufe, and in %vhose hands we are willing in tirne
ai trouble ta place aur physical and mental safety ? Under such
circunistances, it scems reasonable that the evidence af such men
ought niot ta bc lightly treated, nor should thcir apinions be laokcdl
upon as ai less wveight ar value than the evidence ai any othcr
witness.

It 15 true there is a rare specimcn of the inedical expert wvitness
%vho sees nathing but that for which lie is paid ta sec. îl Ici a
partisan ai the wvarst description, and doubly dangerous, because
he knaos lie is beyand the reach ai the law as regards perjury-ý.
Nat content w~ith giving an opinion which is measured by the
rnaney ai bis employer, hie is ready ta inivent aIl kinds ai reasonls,
theories, and excuses ta controvert w'ell established principles or
clearly proved facts. Insteaci ai answering a question, lie proceccds
ta deliver a lecture irom the box. It is alinast impossible, frorn such
a witness, ta get a definite answer ta any question bovever simple.
This specimen ai the medical expert is the inost dangerous af expcrt
witnesses. His glibness is equalled only by bis moral obliquity.
J-lis readiness in explanatian is largely the result ai an unscrupu-
bous, scheming niind. Falsehoad under oath is a matter of no
marnent ta him. I-le may at times, accidentally tell the truth, but
it may be safely coniceded that he shoulci on aIl occasions be dis-
credited. The man %vha %vilfully admits nathing except that wvhich
tells in favaur ai bis client, is disbionest and shiould nat be believeci.
Such evidence, fortunately, is very rare in aur courts, and it wvould
nat be fair ta condeînn the whale medical profession by reason ai
the croakedness aý ane or twa individual members. No continutA
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