The admission of expert evidence wad
Saunders when he admitted evidence ¢

In Shell Pensions Trust Limited v Pell F
Mimsfield’s judgment in Foulkes v Chadd

Judge John Newey referred to Lord
(1782) where he confirmed that the
scientific men upon proven facts may
own science

s recognised long ago by Mr Justice
)f “other sciences or faculties” .

Buckley v Rice Thomas (1554)

rischmann & Partners (a firm) (1986),

ourts would recognise “the opinion of

e given by men of science within their
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i_preme Court 1883 Order 30. Rule.2 (2) where the Court or Judge ¢
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f)-'_éppoint a Court expert under Ordef 37A.
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. to furnish the jydge with the necessa
Scientific criteria for| testing the accuracy
=~ their conclusions, so|as to enable the judge
= jury to form their own independent judgme
— by the application of|these criteria to the fac
~ proved in evidence”.

Davie v Edinburgh Magistrates (195
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