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THSE FRENCHS BAR-NTRRYPCÇON By JuDGES-TELEGRAMS.

THE FRENCH BAR.

Sketches of two eminent French barristers,
members of the Corps Legisiatif, have been
furnislied to an everiing conitemporary. Tbis
is M. Berryer:- It is singular tiiet this great
master of the art of oratory nover addresses an
audience withiout boing seized during the first
few moments of bis speech w ith the same
kcind of trembling wiîich Miirabeau confesseid
lie invariabiy experionced under similar cir-
cunmstances. No sooner, hou evcr, is he fairly
cm-barkod in bis subject than this nervous
feeling vanishos, and instead of quailing, as it
wceo, before bis audience, hie appoars te hold
tiioni iu complote suihoction. le rarely
notices an interruption, but w bon hoe does it is
with a disagreochie rejoindor, wbioi et once
insures silence. Ilou evor intricate the ques-
tion under cdscusion may bo, ho nover rofers
to either documents or notes. Ris meomory is
the sole storebonse wbence lio draws bis facts
and illustrations, always apposite and always
produccd at the proper moment. le is
perfcsly indifferent as te the w'ay in w bich.
lus speeches are reportcd, and ncvor bas any
inter'ceurse witli tbe short-baud writers of the
Ctaînher, and, least of ail], noever troubles
linmself, like nsany of bis colicagues, te read a
proof of the report of bis speech w bich is te
appear in the lfeuiteur of the follewing
moVni1g." 0f M. Jules Favre it is said that
bus " insinuating veice, eloquent academic
bunguage, gracefully rounded pcriods, and
persuasive style of delivery, distinguisb bim
aliko at the Bar and in the Tribune. Tbere is
no man in Firauce uf wo m the Deouratic
party are muore proud, ard there is cortainly
ne mian amomg the parcy of the saine oxtreme
opinions whe are listeued te witlb sucb atten-
tioun iud respect by bis oppenents icn the
Corps Legis asif. Wbon, perlhaps, seme
conversationai discussion is geing on wbich
doos net oblige the speaker te address the
Chamber frei the tribune, yen mnay chance
te sec rise np frein the fonrth row of bouches
a man of cemimandiug and well-developed
figure, wvbose grey hair and whbite peinted
hoard give charactor te bis grave-looking
contenauco. No sooner does hoe epen bis
lips, even tbough lie îuay ho speaking on the
nuost ordiriary topie, than you fool interested,
and it is impossible te listen te biiu for any
lenoth of time without boing fatscinuated hy bis
eoequeut lauguat'e, aud caini, insinuating voice

INTERRUPTION ]3Y JUDGES.

A good stery is going the round ef the Chan-
oery Pacr. An uiiinent counsel recently spi)ke
for tare heurs before eue of tihe X ice-Chaneelers,
and the prooedings arere reperted urratiïn
by a short baud writer. It appears from his
notes, that tho j idge iuterrupted the barrister
procisely eue hundrcd aud thirteen times,-
alinost exactly once in evcry minusto. TIbiS

practice of interruption, et least in tare of the
equity courts, bas near reachod sncb au oxcess,
that those tribunels are albnost incessantly
the scenes of indecorous wrangling or gossip,
and the administration of justice is soriously
împedod. The establisbed rid w itb respect
te the bcaring a cause is logical, couvonieuît
aîsd jiit. Fîrst, the party on wvhom theo nut
179refbndi lies is heard ; nest, his oppenient;
thon there is a rigbt of reply ; and. 1astly, the
court delivers judgment. That cule bas pre-
vailed for centuries ; and it exists as a, rmtter
of right ini overy tribunal lu the kiu-doin,
wbotlîer of legal, equitabie, criminai or ecciesu-
astical jnrisdiction. It mcy ho presumed,
therefore that a usage so avel estahiisbod bas
been found heneficial. If coansel miobt net
ho board without interruption, the next stop
wouid ho net te becar et ail. The evil bas uow
groaru sO great lu the two courts te wiiich we
refer, that counsel flnd cennected and close
arguent nearly impossible, au-i hence tbey
aire forced into the bcd habit of substituting
short exciamatory sgggostious. Con, idering
tbe difflculty and intricacy of the subjecets with
w bicb the Court of Cbancery bas to deal, it is
obvions that this virtuel prohibition of close
ferensie reaseuing is a serions loss te the sui-
tors. Nor shonld it ho forgetten that the
right of audience helong-s te the suitor, and
neot te the counisel, wbo is bis naouthpiece.-
English paper.

TELEGRAMS.

Vi-e Chancelier Giffa,,rdhas beld in Coqîç3lsnd
v. zdrrow8mith, 18 L. T. Rep. N. S. '55 that
a tolegramn is edînissable in evidence as e botter,
if it ho preperiy autbenticated. It w as objoct-
ed thet, as an advertisement was inadmissible
as net heing under tise signature or su the
lîand-writing of the party, se ai se sbonbd ho a
tolegramn, wisich, is neitlher writteu uer sig-ned
hy thse sonder. But it avas ansu ored that a
telegramn is a message by A. te B.; unlilce an
advertisement, wbicb is a gonerai netice, it
differs froin a letter only in this, that the sondl-
er writes it by the hand of the teiegrapb elerk,
as hie migbt write a botter by bis secretary.
But it mnust ho authenticated, of course.

Theo questioni, tiierefure, arises, wh at is a
sufficieut anthentication of e telegram?

'To ansaver this, lot us sec avbat is requircd
te ho prevefi. Tt is that the me,,se e came
fromn B. the aiieged souder of it. T e wri tten
instructions for messages are, ave believe pro-
served et tbe telegrapb offices. The frst stop
avili ho te procure this document, an(d ascortain
by auhemi it was auritten. If by B. himlseif,
the production ofit,,witb proofofbhanduuitin',
wiil suffico; but if writton by another, that
other mcust ho fenind, and bis authority, aud se
beekuvard until it is traced te B. But if, as
must froquntly beppen, it is impossible te
ascertain avbese baud wrete the roessaýý e, or
w ne brought it, tisere romain eniy tue courses;
olier te oeil B. bimseif te prove it, and w hcn
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