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book--is dedicated to our families. It is especially dedicated to Jim and
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patient when we had to isolate ourselves from our hectic law practice.
They understood that long and lonely weekends for them would be the
only way we could finish our manuscript. It is because of that and our
appreciation for their part in helping to make this book a reality, not
just a dream, that we dedicate our work to them.

Grand Rapids, Michigan

Our special dedication, and the reason why we wrote this book, is
two-fold. We believe in trial by jury. All the work we have done in
this book is dedicated to the preservation of our civil jury system. It is
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the solution. Our problem is clogged dockets and long delays resulting
in inefficient justice. We wrote this book with the hope that our work
would somehow help to improve the quality of justice in this country
and to speed up the trial process. We dedicate our efforts to that end.

Grand Rapids, Michigan
Merrick, New York
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