
FORENSIC ELOQUENCE.

that speaks ; it is the law that speaks
through hima. The words fali from his
calm and passionless lips as from the lips
of a marbie statue; human sympathy and
feeling he puts far from him as delaying
or diverting the free course of justice'.
Hie ceases to be a mnere man; he is the
impersonation of law. We stand befere
hiin as in the preseuce cf a divine poewer
-an oracle of Ged, whose voice is utter-
ing the decrees of infinite wisdomi.

It is flot solely by the strength of his
reasoiing or the force of bis eloquence
that the advocatc persuades the jury.
They have, like other men tbeir preju-
dices and prep(-ssessie)ns, often strong in
proportion as they are unreasonable;
these miust be mîiderstood and humourel.
Their modes cf thoughit, dcpending upon
their pursulits, their positions in seciety,
their degree of intellectual cultivation, are
to be carefully studied; their counten-
ance, their dress, their attitudes, miust be
carefully noticcd. I-le who passes these
by as inatters of littie moment, will often
find bimself defeated by an oppenent far
his intèrior in learning andI ability, but
who botter understoed the eliaract 'r of
the persens w'loni bc is addressing. The
contrivances of counsel to obtain the good
will of the jury are sometimies very un-
generous and amusing. It was said by
an erninent lawyer in one of the east-
ern States, wben speaking of a learned
brother, that the latter had the advantage
of lîin in one respect. H1e was in the
habit of using tobdcco, and wheri engaged
in bis argument, would turn to sorne pro-
minent jurylfan, who was a lover of the
weed, and ir an off-hand, familiar way
ask him for a quid. The jîlmyman fiat-
tored at tinding such a similarity of tastes
and habits between himself and the dig-
nified counsel, would follow the exampie,
and the good impression made on bis mmid
was not unfrequently transferred from the
advocate to his cause. iEven so eminent
an orator as Patrick Henry d.id not disdain
to have recourse to vulgar phrases and
vulgar modes of pronunciation, to gain
the favourable ear of the illiterate; and
Mrs. iMartineau relates that Webster, at
the tri-al of the Knapps, made careful in-
q-uuries into the dispositions of those to
whom he ivas a-bout to speak.

Juries often complain, and with great
justice, of the tediousness and perplexity
of the speeches to which they are obliged

to listen. llowever wearied they ma'y
be, they can express their dissatisfactionL
only in dumb show. Coughing and
stamping, and the other well-known
means to which other audiences resort te
drive away oratorical bores, are forbidden
to them. Se long, as the advocate sâal1
chilese te spoak te thein, they cannot
choose but hear. Something, perhaps,
should be ascribed te the prejudices cf
clients, who estirnate the goodness et
speeches by their lengtli, ani wlio think
that their interests bave been neglected
because littie bas been said about them.
It shculd, bowever, be borne in nîiind,
that aithougli the 'I'earer may be con-
vineed early iii the trial, yet it is impos-
sible that flic speaker should knew tbat
he is se cenvinced. lie is bcund. by bis
duty te present ail the arguments that ho
can tbink cf, even at the risk cf wcarying
thoe w hose opinions are already fornîed.
But for the series cf tautology and repeti-
tien which are se coîmen iii cengross as
well as at the bar, thero is ne excuse.

0f ail the erninent law.ycrs in this coun-
try, Aaron Burr was nicst distinguished
for bis pewver cf condensation. Even
wvhen replving te a speech cf Alexander
H-amnilton (rnollgia reasoer), whiel
had ccupied nearly six beurs lu its deliv-
ery, ho spo1i- euh'y fer an heur and a baif.
nle never ~arfedbis logic te bis
rhetcric ; inetaphors, siîniles, and illustra-
tiens, of all kinds he nnsparingly rejected
xvhfn tlîey contributed ncthing te the
ferre cf Ilis argument. In every thing ho,
aimned ut an energetic brevity. Strike
eut a sid-e -Word froni eue cf bis senten-
ces anul, i ke a n arcli that blas lest its key-
sten"e, the whcole fabric falis. It may in-
deed be ueindwbetlier ho did net
carr y bis leve cf brevity te excess, and
did- net foi]l inte the errer cf eletbing bis
thougbts in se plain andl unadomned a dress,
as te render thein distasteful te unculti-
vated mlinds. In what we bave saîd we
liad. reference solely te argument before
juries. _Argument before judges on
technîeal peints cf law require talent of a
very different crder. No knewledge cf
buman nature is required. There is ne
necessity fur graplice description. Brilli-
ancy cf imagination and warrntb of coleur-
ing are but stumbling-blocks in the advo-
cate's way. There is ne dispute about
the facts. It is the knowledge cf the
precedents, the power cf making subtle
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