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young people were similarly stirred with
hiope and expectation in consequence of the
Intercolonial Conference at Quebec. Among
the young men of that day was Mr. W,
Fraser Rae who has been chairman of the
Library Committee since 1873, and who
wasg then practising asa barrister and con-
nected with the Westminster Leview, the
T'imes and other journals, Through family
connections he was kept au courant events
and politics of the old Province of Canada
aud threw all his ardour into the scheme
whose importance he foresaw ; interesting
the English pablic through articles of his

own, inserting articles by young Canadian .

writers like the late W, A. Foster and Chag,
Belford in the Westminster Review and
cther popular magazines, When the Con-
forence resulted in the Confederation Act,
Mr. Rae assisted the delegates, and the Re-
form Club was one of the most influential
centres of influence on the gide of greater Can-
ada and Greater Britain among the politi-
cians and statesmen,

Of the Library Committee of five two
retire every year, but are eligible for re-elec-
tion and the list of names of members since
1852 comprises those of men eminent in
nany various branches of literature,

— —

CLEVER LAWYERS.

The lawyer who is most convineing to
juries is often least convincing to courts.
The lawyer that knows the most law is often
the least skilful in applying it. The law-
yer whose advice is best is often the least
capable of defining the principles from which
his judgments aro drawn. The lawyer who
can make a discreet, logical, eloquent speech
is often the least tactful and intelligent in
examining witnesses, And the lawyer who
is supremely great must combine all these
capacities in such a measure as to be ready
for every emergency. It is in the art of
cross-examination that a lawyer's knowledge
of humanity most often ditcovers itself to
his advantage. A certain case of damages
for false imprisonment mentioned by the
New York ZT'ribune, furnishes an illustrg-
tion of this point. The plaintiff was an ex-
tremely attractive young woman. She had
been a saleswoman in a large dry goods es-
tablishment. Suspecting her of theft, her
employers procured a search warrant and
went with s policeman to her apartments,
found there the goods they believed she had
stolen, and arrested her. On the criminal
.trial, however, they were unable positively
to identify these goods, and with the result
that the woman was acquitted. Thereupon
she brought suit for $50,000 damages for
false imprisonment. The defendant’s adve-
cate was Judge Barrett, now of the supreme
court in New York city. He fully realized
the hopeless character of his cage. Against
him was a beautiful woman, in herself a
powerful appeal to the jury’s sympathies.
Then there was the judgment of the criminal
court, determining her innocence of the
charge. The woman took the witness stand
and told her pitiful story, Then Judge
Barrett arose to cross-examine her, o
said to himself, as he got upon his feet,
* If this woman ig intellectually honest she
will beat me. But if her integrity is not an
integrity of mind, I shall catch her scme-
how.”

* Madam,” hessid, quietly, and with
great respect of manner, * I shall have but
few questions to ask you. You say that
your accusers brushed past you ag you
opened the door and began to search your
rooms ¥’
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“Yes, sir,” was the reply.
 And that in a bureau they found articles
which they claimed to be theirs, and which
they accused you of having stolen ?”’

“Yes, sir.”

Suddenly the lawyer’s manner grew in-
tensely earnest and dramatic. “Then,
madam, of course on the instant of that ac-
cusation, at the very second when they said
that you, an honest woman, were a thief,
you indignantly denied the charge and
boldly asserte d your innocence ; you did
that, surely, didn't you 1

The woman hesitated. The way the
question had been asked implied that the
lawyer desired for his own purposes, an
affirmative reply. She glanced from him at
the jury, then at her lawyer, and in an un-
certain tone said; ¢ N-o, I don’t think I

did.”
“What? You didn’t ? Why not 1"
“I scorned to answer them.”

He had caught her.
said.

The plaintiff’s attorney called another
witness, but Mr. Barrett interrupted and
said to the court ; *Ig it necessary, sir, for
this case to proceed? This woman says
that although she was innocent she made no
denial of this terrible charge when, with
the goods exposed before her, she was ac-
cused of having stolen them. Did not that
furnish a reasonable ground of suspicion ?
I move that your honor dismiss the cage,”

A shrill cry arose from the chair in
which the plaintiffsat. « He's tricked me!
He's tricked me? I deny it !” she almost
screamed,

“Let her go back on the stand,” said
her lawyer. ““Let’s have the whole story.”

But the court said no. The woman ad-
mitted a perjury and her testimony must
stand. The case wag dismissed, and a sig-
nal illustration of shrewd Judgment of
human nature on the part of a perceptive
lawyer had been diaplayed.

The instinct that enables the lawyer to
Jjudge juries is not less important than that
which enables him to see the weak spots in
& witness’s character. A case was tried
lately involving the tremendous fortune of
$6,000,000, and it is literally true to say
that although four days were occupied in
the examination of witnesses, it was really
won within five minutes after the jury was
sworn, Joseph H. Choate opened the case
for the plaintiff in about these words :

Gentlemen of the jury, you are here to
determine which of two men ig the rightful
owner of a certain $6,000,000. There is no
opportunity here for an appeal to your sym-
pathies. It is not the case of rich against
poor, of capital against labor, of power
against weakness. All of us here are rea-
sonably well-to-do. If you will permit me,
gentlemen, I will present to you the parties
to this controversy. This ig Mr, Smith,
wy client and the plaintif. You will ob.
serve that he is an elderly géntleman, that
he has a portly,comforta.bleappearance, that
he wears a suit of broadcloth and the man.
ner of a man to whom the fates have been
kind. He is a hard-headed Scotchinan,
gentlemen, a solid, substantial business
man, out of whose energy, thrift, sagacivy,
prudence and careful economy a great for-
tune has been earned. Every dollar he
possesses is the reward of honest industry
and frugal habits. There, gentlemen, sits
Mr. Jones, the defendant. It might, per-
haps, be more appropriate were I to leave
it to my learned opponent to make you ac-
quainted with him. But, being on my feet,
and the main point being that you should

“That’s a!l,” he
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know him, and know him just as he is, 1
will introduce him, gentlemen, and in such
terms, I think, as will enable you to know
him as well as if you had been his next-
door neighbor all his life. Sometimes he
lives in one place, sometimes in another.
Most of his life has heen gpent in San Fran-
cisco, and in that part of the country be
owns many houses, many railroads, many
banks, many legislatures, many judges,
many newspapers—and they call him there
the Jay Gould of the Pacific Slope !

From that time until the end of the case
there was no moment when the jury would
not have rendered their verdict in aCCO_"d'
ance with Mr. Choate’s interest and desire.
He had told them that it was not s case in
which there was an opportunity for an 8p-
peal to their sympathy, but he had made
that appeal with a scientific skill that came
of a superb intelligence and a long experi-
ence. ' d

After all, it is only in a case of life an

death, where the stake is the highest, that
the great qualities of an advocate have
their largest opportunity. Because the
stake is so great a lawyer's courage is often
put to severe tests. He often feels that the
result of this or that experiment on 8 W‘PI'
ness might be good, but in the infinite peri
ofa different result he seldom dares to take
the risk. An instance in which that risk
was taken, and soundly judged, occurre

in the famous trial of Miss Borden at New
Bedford. One of the wituesses against her
was a policeman, who, being called upon to
describe the dress she wore when she ap-
peared at the Borden house, some twenty
minutes after the discovery of the homit-
cides, proceeded to rattle off an amazing
fashion-plate description, freighted with
dressmaker’s terms, and containing a minute
account of every part and parcel of the dress,
ribbons, braids, trimmings and all, Miss
Borden’s attorney, in cross-examiuing' the
policeman, asked him to furnish to the jury
that description again, satistied that if he
did 0 in precisely the same phraseology he
had employed beforo it would be plain evi-
dence that he had learned it by heart, .ﬂfld
that it did not proceed from his own ability
to tell what he saw. In reply to the law-
yer’s question the policeman whirled off his
description again, line for line, word for
word, without the change of a monosyllab'le.

“ How long have you been in the police
business ! asked the lawyer.

“ Six years.” ,

*“ Have you ever been a dressmaker ?’

13 No.”

‘“Is your wife a dressmaker or a milli-
ner }”’

“I kave no wife,” )

“ How did you come to know that Miss
Borden wore the dress which you have just
described ¢

“I gaw it on her.” ,

“Did you ever see it more than once !’

% No.”

“ And at a single glance you took in all
those colors and ribbons, those ¢sghirrs,
those flutings, those flounces, those ¢ cuts

bias’ and those en train,’ did you? You
took ‘em in all at once, just with a sweep
of the eye—is that it 1"

“ Well, I looked at her and saw what
she had on,”

‘“ Well, look at her again. Lock at her
now. Then turn to this jury and tell them
what sort of a dress she is wearing, and, let
me warn you, Mr, Policeman, to put in all
the flutings and flounces, the shirrs and the
cuts bias thig time,”

It was a risky thing to do. If the offi-



