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contitruing the testimony if possible so that the witness will be
considered both truthful and rationai. When a came is called the
judge acans. the pleadings mucli as you go over the headlines
of your newapaper. As the barriaters advance to the bar the
judge demanda: "What is thia ail about, anvway?" He has
already, formed smre idea and noted the names of the parties.
In a minute or two the plaintif's, counsel informa the court of
the mnatter in controveray. The defendant la then perrnitted
to confesa what is flot in dispute and frequently it is poasible at
the outset to diamiss moat of the witneesm. The trial wiil be
haif over in the time it takes to cross-examine one witness in
an Illinois court. And why flot? The iawyer in his office gets
the te.stiiuony from severai witnesses in an hour or two at raoqt,
Why bhould it take more tfian twice as long in open court to
accompliahi the same thing?

Coincident with the examination of witnemsse there iuay he
a comparison of precedent,% between counsel and judge and not
infrequently these informai discussions so fuliy cover the case
that argument after evidence is in ia quite unnecesary. If
there be no jury the argument je not likely to exceed five min-
utes. It wili commonly be confined to consideration of the appli.
cation of a precedt--t. Throughout the trial there can *be no
wvearisonie reiteration o? questions, no horsing between couinsel.
no bombast. n rhetoric, but there is usuaiiy a matching of wit.sý
and knowledge of the iaw which rnakes a triai an inteilectual
treat to a visitîng iawyer. Some of the older harristers find it
hard to forget the practice of their youth, but the younger men
aiid the miore clever o? the older oneii have abandoned tht' old
drainatie way of trying law-suiitR,

Sitting Iith Mr. Justic Riddellinl the Toronto Asisiz yI
heard a case which typifie4 the informial and flexible procedure
of Onitario courts. The plaitiif, Mary Smith, sued a certain
broker. 'She liait hought nhining shares over a period of five
years and on final accounting beiieved that she had heen de-
frauded. Followig the usual etiatomi the broker had held the
rertiflcates in bix vault and plaintiff had never had thein iii


