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administration of justice is based upon the commion law. So far
as these are concerncd, one neyer hears abuse of the miedical. expert
from beneli or bar, and one rarely hiears unfavorable eritieism
from either of these quarters. In iny experience 1 think the sever-
est eriticismn of the medical. expert whichi I have kîîown came fromn
the members of the medical profession, and this is oftenest heard
under oath from the witness box. -No medical mîan who lias had a
eonsiderable experience will fail to recali tÉiials wliere what was
iafterwards ealled by the press and the public contradictory' expert
testimony. was passed over without, a single word of attack or
insinuation fromn either couinsei or the court.

1It is worth while to say at thiis point that the miedical profession
owes it to itself to treat xvith very great respect the opinions of its
inembers given under oath. To begini with, it does inot add weight to
the evidence of a tcstifyin, inedical expert to treat lightly or as
ridiculous the opinion of his brother practitioner. On the con-
trary, mueli more weight is earried by the testifying -witnesses re-
counting the cireuinstance that lie lias carefully considered the
opinion of lis fellow-witness, and, in spite of this and the recognized
ability and standing of sucli fellow-mwitniess, the testifying witness
is eompelled to differ. To begin witbi, tbis is polite and considerate.
It predicates an understanding and thorougli knowledge of the
other professional brother's opinion. It elîmiinates ail suggestion
of rivalry or taking sides; it eliminates any suggestion of egotismn
on the part of the witness; it elimnates any suspicion of spleen or
ill-will towards one whom a Jury is like] y to regard as a. rival.
witness; and, lastly, it takzes out of thec mouth of an over-zealons
eross-examining counsel many weapons of attack. Let me mention
some of these last as they occur to a lawyer. To weaken a witness
ini the eyes of a jury it ýis important to show that the witness is
(apable of being unfair. No casier way of showingo that the witness
is capable of being unfair is possible than to show"that lie is unfair
to lis professional brother. 11e does not think his professiona]
brother knows mueh, when, as often appears, lie hms had rio oppor-
tu nity of knowing of lis brother 's knowledge, and, therefore,
allows h'imself to swear without much foundation; lie dýoes not think
it is a very serious thing for another doctor to swear to what is, as
this testifying witness puts it, plainly and evidently untrue, and,
therefore, the jury will probably be led to reason that the witness
himsèlf does not consider it a matter about whýich a witness may
very easlly go wrong, and that it is flot of very grave importane
which way a 4doctor swears upon matters of the kind in hand. This
ias likely to lead the tribunal to think neither witnessis on safe


