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just on that one thing, and on that alone—integ-
rity of the judges.

Perbaps it may be considered discourteous to
speak of judges as dishonest, or as lacking that
strict honor and integrity which is necessar, .or
a man to possess to constitute him a really good
judge, but we must look a question like this square
in the face,and call things by theiv proper names
and if even all those who ever judged at shows
were the most capable and the most honorable of
men, that even hardly fills the bill.  What the
advocates of scoring claim is that being obliged to
put their judgement down in figures gives less
chance for disbonorable judgement, and is more
satisfying to exhibitors, as they see how and where
their birds ave up to or are lacking in the stand-

ard, To young exhibitors this is a great satisfac-
tion. He thinks, perbaps, his bird should have

been first, whereas the judge has placed it second
or third; he looks over his score-card and seces
thiere for himself in what points he is up to, and
perhaps better, and where behind the winning
bird, and consequently receives an cducation this
way which he cannot receive by the other system
of judging, as by that method all he knows is that
his bird has been awarded second or 3rd prize, or
none at all as the case mny be; but he does not
know why, and censequently he still remains of
the opinion he was defrauded, and that his bird
should have been first.

The great objection to judging by scoring—and
it is a vory forcible on: too—is that it occupies
much mote time than the other way, bat I thiok
this cin tua gieat extent be temedicdain this way
do not oblige a judge to score such birds as have
no possibility of winning. For instance, suppose
fifty birds arc cntered in one class, a good judge
can walk along in front of the coops once Or twice
and pick out perhaps half of the birds ¢ntercd, or
suy as many as thicty out of the fifty that have not
the ghost of a chance of being placed on the prize-
list. To force a julge to score all such birds as
these (many of them, perhaps, that never should
have been sent to the show at all)) is simply ab-
surd, but to vblige him to scure a reasonuvble per-
centage of the entrics I think would be only just
and reasonable,

For a judge to say that a certain bird in one lot
of entrics is the best and not be obliged to show
why he is so is, to say the least of it, giving him a
good deat of latitude,” and judging by such a sys-
tem will take a long time to educate amateurs up
tu a knowledge of the standard. Judging by the
“rule of thuml,” or without scoring, bas its ad-
Yantages; it consumes much less time, and if a
judge is careful, competent, and thorougaly honest,
can be done just as fairly as scoring every bird in

the entry. Whilst putting down a bird's points
in figures is in theory correet, it does not follow
that a judge finds his figures always satisfuctory to
himself. For instance, say one bird scores 95, an-
other scores 94 ; the judge looks at the 94 paint
bird and knows himsclf that it is the Dbetter bird,
Theve is almost always an indescribable something

about one bird of two which ave so closcly match- .

ed that shows one of those birds to be superior to
the other; you may call it symmetry, quality, ov
what you like, but it is something and it is some-
thing that can’t, when it comes <o close as this,
always be put down in figures, Well, when the
judge finds he has scored ghe poorer bird the higher
he must do one of two things, cither revise his
score to suit his judgement or let his score stand
as it is and award the prize contravy to his judge-
ment.  Now, when a case like this crops up a good
judge could have judged these two birds just as
welly and I think better too, without scoring.

I do not in this letter pretend to give my undi-
vided preference for either system. Both have
their advantages and disadvantages, some of which
I have here set forth, Lut I think if the time ob-
jectiop can be removed—and I can’t sve why it
cannot, to scoring—that would be for all parties
the better system.

I am almost afraid the new system was not given
a fair trial at Guelph ; if the judges there did not
like scoring and were not prepared to give it a
just and fair tiial; they had no business to aceept
the pusition to judge under the new rules,
it is not a satisfactory solutiun to the question that
scoring is a failuie simply because the judges there
were unfavorable to the change, and, as thought
by many, acted accordingly. 1f the Poultry Asso-
ciativn of Ontario is fo continue to be a success,
this fueling which has taken possession of many
of the exhibitors, the amateurs especially, that
judges will favor thuir fiiends, must be rooted out
and no matter what is necessary to be done to do
it, it must be done, if not it will svon come down
to a sucicty of & very few members, and those all
prize guwabbers. Judges bave no business to know
whose birds are whose, they do not judge the own-
ers, it is the birds they judge, or rather should
do, and no man who acts as a judge and has any
regpect for his character, should think to enter a
show, to even look at the birds, until his score
book is ready for and hended to hir, and then he
should go straight en with his work. Iam sorry
to say that I think a good dual of the judging is
done before it has commenced at all,—the readers
of the Review can understand what I mean by this
expression.

I know well, from experience, that a judge’s po-
sition is not always a very enviable one, but men

I claim .




