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OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL OF TEXAS
AUSTIN ‘

mw C. MANN
ATTORNEY SEHERAL

¥r. ¥. B, Rightor, Seoretary -
Texas State Bosrd of Registration ror o
Professional Enginesrs

sustin, Texas

Dear Sir:
Opinion No. 0-9L

Re: JFrofessionel E nee and
Land\Surveyors as ' \witfhesses,

¥e are in rece g ar Tatter of June 1 in
wh’ch you ask our opiniocn as e relative weight {0 de
given evidence of licensed profetsiofial engineers apd 1li-

censed land survsyors.

5305, R. C. =., £25) fa ia o re;oal where elther pro-
fessicn is given XY,

t 414 not err in refusing
e the jury, at the request of
s in orror, that the .report of
eyor appointed by ths court es~
tetiliglied prima facle the true location

Ye surveys 1o controversy. The re-
was evidence; but we are of oplae
onn that 1t was sntitled to no more

welight than the testimony of a witnesa
who knew the zsame fagts.”

Ses also the case of Xerlliek v. Meyer, 190 &, W,
379. .
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If either a licensed professional engineer or 1li-
censed land surveyor should be called as a witness to quali-
fy as an expert, it would not be sufficlent to prove caly
that he belongs to the profession or celling to which the
sub ject matter of the ingquiry relates; he must further
show possession of special knowledge as to the very ques-
tion on which he proposes to express an opinion. See 19
Tex. Iu!.‘. ?2, Par. 47. )

The general rules of evidence would control the.
testimony of either witness and the court or jury is given
the province of psssing upon the oredibility or weight to
be given such evidepco.

Yours very truly

ATTORNEY GENERAL OF TEXAS

BW:FL

AFPROVEDJIUN 21, 193¢

ATTORNEY GENERAL oF TEXAZ

a3



