
more, ami tl.o wprk ol the ju.lges lishtc.n,-,! acunlinRlv. H,.l l,,.f„rc ,l„. pi.opk. ,,„«
to sucl. a conclusion, let each consiilcr how he woul.l lik,. to have hi- case .lochlc.lupon I he slatenienw of witnesses, perhaps hostile to him l„r some reason, these s|„,e.
merits not licllig sifted liy cross-e-amilialion.

'I'I'e 'luestion of appeal, ronies up now ami then for .lifcv.sion ; an,l il inav
not he out of place if 1 say a wor,l or two in respect of Appellate fourts

ilut hrst It is to Ik. notue.l that in a hir-c iH,.|centaj;c of eases trieil there is
no appeal iMorii the ollieiai report for V.m 1 take the followi,i« lif:,„,.s. Of thecases tried in the Ili,H, Court there were ap,».aled „, ,.-, p,.,. ,,.nt.,;r, -av, 1 i, 7
to the Divisional ( ourl, ami to the Court of Appeal less tha ,er ee„i ,„.'

i i„ rBy far the jri-eater ii„„il,er of these appeals were ,lisi„i,s„l. (If all the eases in the
Divisional Court ahowt H per cent., or I in IS. were ap|«.ale,l to the Court of \ppealand more than half ,lis,„isse,l. l-'rom the Court of Ai'.peal only !l eases went t heSupreme Court (so far as I can liu.l, an ' these r'were dismissed; wliil (1 v n
to tlu' I'rivy Counol.

The theory of appeal is that Ih.. trial jud,-,. may have made a mistake in the lawor facts, or the jury ,i,„y hav- made a mistake in the facts, or some evi.lencc hasbeen sitiee discovered which should ,hai,,„. the result, or somChiuR of tha kindA very large part of the time and lah„r ,.< a llif.di Court jud,.e i." occupied w"t

h

considerations arisinj; upon appeals, sometimes sn.res of l.,iks nuist he xaiii;
requiring niuel, tiuie and thought. If appeals could he aholishcl. all this would
be aved; hut would people Ih. satisfied with ,he opinion of one judge upoi anporlant matter? And if there is ,o l„. an appeal, is there to l. muTand im nor"
All that cannot discuss; it is for the jviple themselves, through their represen ai
lives, to dwide. '

Tl. l.'i
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;'«, ''''' """' "' "" ™n)Oialiou which hi^nelits hv an appealThe las case I had at the bar for a Railway Company, the plaintitr was n„n-"„i II atthe rial, and she needed to go to appeal in order to gel her rightful lama^es In

bu an appellate court ordered a new trial. The second appcdlate court, the PrivyCounc I. hovvever. ordered the ,,laintiir to Ik. paid the verdict which tli^ jiirv hadgiven her. I remeuiher a ease in which my client was sm,, for a large aiioimt byon American lirni; at the trial we siicccK-ded: the Divisional Court reversed tiltrial jm ge and I went to the Court of App..al ; tha, Court va. „,,„ „g„i„,t"e
I went to the Supreme Court, ami that Court reinstated the verdict which Hadgot at the trial. Had we s,ep,»,d at the two low Courts of cm li nwould have had to pay a very large sum which he had no riHit to pavThe whole question of appeals, and the nu cr of them to he' allowed is arnos difficult one. and is not to lie decided olT-han.l hv anvbodv. The experience
ot other countries may, perhaps, not he without advantage to us.' In |.-n.d.„d , levhave a Divisional Court, a Court of Appeal, just as we have; and tlie^ House „YLords, as we have the Supi.,„e Court at (Htawa. They have ^o Court beyond a
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We have almost evactly the same practice, too, as tliev have in England-buf it
IS impossible for me to pursue that matter in the time at mv dis|,osal, or to consider the relation of the legal ,,rofession to the administration of Justice

1 shall just say one word about the lawyers. I have been activelv e„.„„ed inthe law for 2T years, and during all that time I have never known or heard ^fi^^person so poor, that, having any fair .semblance of a claim, he could not have Hs
ease submitted to the Courts hy a lawyer with all due skill and gor-in nanvinstances, too. without any real hope of reward. It anyone gels into troiildc
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