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In thle past generation or two tlue American bar haa under-
gonie a significant change. The judicial office has sufeéred froin
eneroacliments but private practice has becoîne more and more
lucrative. The bar has in a ineasure divided between those wvho
could afford to accept the uncertainties of the judicial position
and thoge who 'scoru public service. In Ontario judicial tenure
is Mor life and the salary is such that practically no lawyer in
the Province could afford, fron a inere pecuniary standpoint, to
refuse to commiute hîs probable earnings at the bar for a life
salary of $8,000 on the benchi of the lligh Court of Justice.
Even coitnty judges are paid more than the Justices of supreine
courts iu certain American states in wliih perverted derno-
cratic ideals have been mnost rampant.

Tithe oiiw central feature of the Ontario ju(licial. establishmnent
bY whiich we caui profit nmost readîly is its unification. It was
iiot always so. 0f course Ontario ilever wvent as far as England.
wvhere at one tinte thiere werc four seore separate courts, and
il was easy andi natural to eopy England 's great unification of
1873. The change reaclîed Ontario iii 1881 whien lier varions
trihurtls wverc atialganikatc lu ic heSipreinue Court. of Judi-
cature. This court lias the fifflest inrisdietion, both as to trials

and appeals.
wlien onle contesî to think of it lit realises thlat thc soie puir-

p;ie of advocat y is to See that no fact and 11o point of Iaw ix
overloked.It sfiould e te court 's prerogative to see thlat

iieitltei' side overstcps etitical boundaries. Tiidge.4 w1o ilave
nothim, to fear frot counsel or clients dIo titis unfailingly. "Ille
tliiug wich ivill niost strike vout as pecuiliair whcni youi attend

yorfirst trial iiu Ontario is the utter lu forinality in exaniiu-
ing witnesses. Let une quote Mr. Justicv Riddell. wbio said tilt
following to tiie New York Bar Assoeiatioil in 1912

-We do ilot lhave auuieh bottier abouit adntission or rejeetion

of evidence iii aur couirts:. unless we CaRI] see thlat the exclus.ion of
evidence or th1e admnission of evidence har, led to 8onme iutjitstice,
thlen we pass it by. Matters of law as a rule are the deter-

îniiniing faetors iu the appcllatc court ; iltltl)lgli titere arc oeaI-


