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Now, 'vhat is the remedy ? According to my view, the expert',-
true posit;ion should be that of an itssistant or adviser to the cour t. (Ap-
plause.) We have an illustration in another branch of law.' -If you
ever attended any of the trials in the Adiniraity Cour-ts in Bngland, you
'vould notice that in technical nauticali miatters the Court is assistcd by
two skilled nautical assessorS, or ad\viQors. The Court is not bouud to
adopt their opinion. Whien a question of seatnanship cornes up, whether
the righit manoeuvre w~as made, the Court leans over to the ý;tout old
captain on bis righit (w~ho is supposed to be one of the sait of the earth>,
and says: -"Captain wras that a right inove to niake under those con-
ditions? " «« No, iny Lord, that wvas injudicious.> Then lie turns to the
old saIt at bis left, IlWhat do you say ?" "i thiuk it was in 'judicious; I
thinlc it led to the disaster.' The judgre thus learns froni skilled men
the force and eifect of the particular manoeuvre, and nattunalty is aided
w ca rroper conclusion. 0f course, we cannot put a doctor relativaly in
the sarne position. 1 arn afraid the court would suifer if thley haLd a
doctor sitting on each ýside (laughiter), but w~e can perhaps devise an
approxirnate, condition, or est.atlishi a modified inethodl for obtaiuingrÏ
skilled advice and assistance fronm your profesion.

My idea is this: 1 think the Court itself. the judge or possibly the
State (thou gh wvîth the latter politics inighlt interfere), should select the
Iledical experts, iF a dispute arose w'hich called for the opinions of med-
ical experts. A fund should be provided in soine form. A fee could be,
,tllosved anid taxed in the cause, against the unsuccessfu1 parties, and ot,
of thiis fuiidl the court could direct that a )iberal fee be paid the doetors
whose opinion,; 'vere soughit. The expert selected in suchl a nianner
could not be said to hiave any interest in the issue of the case, noi, would
his reward depiend upon the nature and character of the evidence oiven
bv iw

So inuch lias the Local Legisiature been irnpressed iii connection
with the subjtcù of exper-t testiiony and its abuses> that a recent axnend-
meut of the Evidence Act lias beeni made with. the object of restricting
the numnber of experts- to, be calledl, and three experts only are now
allowved to be called by eithier party to, a cause, ex.-cept with the leave of
the Court. If <a party desirous of calling experts thinks that thrce will
not bc sufficient, hie has to apply to, the Court for leave to cail, say, five
instead of thirce, but such application nîùist be made bef ore the oth er side
tenders auy evidence. Hee bas to a.pply to the Court in advance and be-
fore the trial to be pcrrnitted 'tO eall more than three experts.

A learncd. gentleman, I think hie wvas a little more iree-spoken than
1 amn, -%as asked whether there wvas a-3 mucli peijury in the wvitness box
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