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Lrcar Texper Nores BEFORE THE SUPREME COURT.
SELECTIONS. ‘We had the agreeable opportunity of listen-

LEGAL TENDER NOTES BEFORE THE
SUPREME COURT.

(From ““ The American Law Register.”)

The recent discussion of the question of the
validity of the Act of Congress creating the
legal tender notes, before the Supreme Court
of the United States, and the manner in which
the question is viewed by the publicin general,
are certainly calculated to create, or perhaps
we might more properly say to confirm, dis-
trast in general public opinion, as an index or
guideto truth. When the law was first passed
it was regarded as evidence of disloyalty for
any one to impugn the validity of that Act.
The class of men, considerably numerous,
indeed, and highly respectable in point of
character, learning, and ability, who did
openly denounce the act as an unworthy
debasement, or attempted debasement of the
public money of the nation, was encountered
and assailed from every portion of the country
as disloyal and unpatriotic; and certain
epithets which were regarded as derogatory,
and specially efficient in producing opprobrium
and discredit, were freely heaped upon them,
without measure or stint. At the present
time, however, all this seems to be changed.
Livery one seems to feel at liberty to discuss
the question of the validity of the law with
the utmost freedom. But what is most re-
markable in the discussion is, that while the
best lawyers and the most cautious and con-
servative men in the country now approach the
question with obvious diffidence and distrust
in their own power to comprehend all its
bearings, or to give it a satisfactory determi-
nation, the politicians, and letter writers, and
others of the clags who spend much of their
time, as the Athenians did in the days of St.
Paul, in hearing or telling some new thing,
and who are supposed to reflect pretty accu-
rately the general, superficial. political public
sentiment of the country, for the day, or the
hour, exhibit a most amazing amount of flip-
pancy and readiness to relieve all the doubts
and difficulties of their hearers and readers by
their own single and simple ipse dizit. And
s0 common ig it, in and about the Capitol, and
in the leading city journals, at the great com-
mercial centres of the nation, to hear and read
the unqualified opinion and declaration, that
the conrt will declare the law invalid with all
but unanimity, that one is led to seek the ex-
planation of this surprising garrulity against
the law in the very quarters where but lately
was found such inquisitorial intolerance of all
such opinion, in some source of light and in-
telligence quite beyond any developments dis-
closed in the argument. It almost seems as if
the authors of the act would now be glad to
escape responsibility by invoking the aid of
the court in declaring it void. But the court
will do no such thing, for any such reason.

ing to the arguments before the court through

most of the sessions for three successive days,

and it was certainly such an intellectual ban-
quet as is rarely exhibited in any forensic en-
counter. We do not care to venture upon any

specific estimate of the particular excellencies

of the successive advocates, where all were:
confessedly so able and so eloquent. We had

listened to all the advocates, on other occasions.
with the exception of Mr. Potter, of New

York. The opening argument in favor of the

validity of the law was made by Judge Curtis, ,
in his clearest, purest, happiest vein, as nearly

perfect, both in matter and manner, as it is

possible for us to conceive a law argument to

be. Mr. Townsend, of New York, and Mr.

Potter occupied parts of two days in reply,

placing the main force of the argument on the

ground of the impolicy and injustice of the

law, and upon the early history of the Govern-

ment and the Constitution, as showing both

the improbability that the Constitution was

intended to receive any such constraction,

and, as far as practicable, the fact that such

was not the purpose of its framers, or of those-
who adoptedit. These gentlemen commanded

8 good degree of attention, and made them-

selves, on the whole, very interesting.

The Attorney-General, Mr. Evarts, closed
the argument with his usual copiousness of~
learning and fulness of illustration.

The only possible exception one can make-
to his manner of arguing causes in bancis,
that he is, if possible, too deliberate, causing
the attention of the court, after listening a
congiderable time, to rather flag, and lose
something of that keen edge which it is always
desirable to maintain throughout, if possible.
A certain degree of deliberation and quict
self-possession adds very greatly to the force
of a mere dry legal argument before a bench.
of judges, especially where, as in the present
case, they are considerably numerous. And
we know that Daniel Webster sometimes
adopted this peculiar mode of argument with
great effect in addressing courts; and juries
possibly sometimes, but not by any means as.
a general rule. And he could dosome things,
sometimes, which it would be scarcely safe for-
any other man to attempt. As his favourite
brother, Ezekiel, once said of him, * Brother
Daniel could puzzle” [or even overwhelm] *“a
great many men that knew more than he did.”
No American, probably, and no Englishman,
perhaps, ever possessed the power of manner
which Daniel Webster seemed unconsciously
to fall, or be driven, into. What seemed in:
him the inspiration of the moment, or the
result of the secret and hidden springs of the-
cause, might not always appear so in others,
at least on occasions of no special interest.

But bating this single and unimportant:
drawback in the Attorney-General’'s mode of
speaking (which we are specially desirous of
seeing improved to the extent of the Latin
maxiwm, festina lente, on account of our great



