JUDGE BAKER IS TAKEN TO TASK. 2 s
Chicago Daily Tribune; Dec 2. 1900; ProQuest Historical Newspapers Chicago Tribune (1849 - 1986)
pe-8

JUDGE BAKER IS
TAKEN T0 TASE.

Appellate Court Criticises Him
Sharply in the Mary A.
Reilly Case.

SAYS HE SHOWED TEMPER :
Attitude Toward Plaintiff’s At-
torncy Held as “Severe
If Not Hostile,”

JURIST DISCUSSES THE ISSUE

Tho rulings and remarks of Judge Frank
DBuker of the Circult Court In the trial of the
personal "Injury case of Mary A. Rellly
sgninst the Chlcago City raliway company
during the May term of court In 1809 are
criticized sharply by Judge Sears and his
assoclates of the Appellate Court,

The criticlams appear In the Ninetleth Illt+
nols Reports, which reached the public yes-
terday, The opinton of the reviewing,Judge
ia that tho conduct of Judge Baker during
the progress of the {rlal was unwarranted,
and not caused by anything the counsel of
1ho plaintife did. i .

The ceitictsm of the higher court aroused
constderable comment among attorneys.

Trial Judge Oriticised,

‘Tho referenco to the actlons of Judge Baker
may be found on page 407, While the judg-
ment In the lower court Is affirmed because
of errors In the record Judge Sears says:

* The only remaining questlon Is as to the
xulings and remarks of tho trial Judge upon
the oxamination of witnesses. Tho record
Qizcloses that the trial Judge becamo Jrri
tated and angry toward counsel for plaintift
In error,  While we are not prepared to hold
that the substanco of the rulings of the court
upon the limit to the examtnation of wit-
nesres constituted error, yot wo are of opin-
icn that the attitude of tho Judge presiding
toward counsel for pldintift In error i3 sub-
Jeet to criticlam,

“‘ Tho recotd presents a long running con-
troversy between court ‘and counsel, In the
course of which tho attitude of the Judge
Yresiding was severe, If not hostlie. \We are
unable to discover In ft-all anything upon
tho part of counsel which merited the se-
yerity of the court. i

‘Tho learned trial Judge doubtless in.
tended no unfalrness. But the apparently
unfriendly and severe attitude of a preslding
Judgo toward vounsel engaged In the trial
not only tended to humiMate the lawyer but
as well to prejudice the Interests of the client
whom he represented bofore the jury.”

Polnts of Contention.

‘The case reviewed In the reports was a sult
for personal damages Incurred whilo the
plaintift was allghting from a car. The
depogition of Mary Krances Rellly, a wit.
nesa for tho plaintiff, was taken and after
her death was ordered suppressed,

A subsequent motlon to set asido this
order was overruled, no showlng by aMdavit
being made in support of the motion, or bill
of oxceptions upon the hearing 10 suppress
belng proserved for the information of tho
roviewing Judges. The verdict was In favor
of the defendant, and Judge Baker overruled
& motjon tor,a new trial

On this point Judgo Bears decides that the
condltion of the record Is such that erroris
not ahowlng. ‘In closing the review he says:

“ Upon an examinatlon of all the evidence
and because no writ of orror appears In' the
substance of the rulings themsolves, we are
not inclined to roverse tho judgment, The
judgment is aflirmed.”

Sustained, Says Judge Baker.
Judge Daker snid last evening that he gid
not reeall the case clearly and that ho
couldn’'t have done anything especially Ir-
regular, as the higher court sustained him.
i
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