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MEDICAL EXPERT EVIDENCE

0F, the miaking oif iaws, there is no endc. The obser-v-
ance of th-em is "a moweable feast, " it -wo'uld seem,
accordl*.ng 'tc the fancy or frenzy of the public mind.
diseaýed oS' othlirise. Ais Vlie bo'dy <of mati, or, to
mo>re correct4y express it, lis physical condition, has
frequently sueh an effect up-on his choice of wvords, Qr
deekls, Law and Mve&*icirie must put hihnm, often, in the
middle -and on ea-,ch sidle tadke a guiding han'd and lead
hin just where and how lie ouglit to go. So in our
courts of law, wrhen important points hinge on expert
medical test4mony, again Law -and Medicine must
join forces., eaeh off ering in tabket foom thle condens-
tiou of yea's of study and exp>eiienee.

TIhe quest.ion of iedical expert evidene lias been
disocussed a good deal otf l-ate, not oly in professk>nal
,ch)eles, but by bhe laity. Perihaps neyer befoère lias
the me!djcal mani -wl'o- app-ears- in court as, 'an expert
been the subject of as mu-eh discussion as at the pres-
eut time. A re'cen't case of alleged insa-nity was
argued at Osgoode HEall. At tbhe trial the baffle -royal,
we regrTet ix> tenu it, was betw'een six medical men,
three of wihom swore that the man was a iunatic and
unfit to contract a mai'riage, and an equal number of
men just as well versed, in peychiatry swo.e, thiat lis.
case was -ont of senility ouly. Then did the public
talk, and. one heard on eve'ry side derogax>ry remarks
as to medical evidene -in general. The pu-blic are not


