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ethers in the profession of the law, that they
should flot defend persons, whom they thought
were iuilty, or of whuse guilt they had a sus-
picion-yet hie would maintain that the duty of
counsel in assisting in the proîsecution of fraud
was a very différent thing indeed, and lie would
say that lawyers, whoever tlîey might lie, who,
after demonstrations of the iniquity. the injustice
anti fraudlilent character of a elaim, lent thein-
selves still to the prosecution of tlîat dlaim.
mnade themeselves accomplices in the crime which
they bielped forvardI."

As the ]amented Mark Tapley would have
said, tbis is certainly - consing out rernarkably
strorng," and it was scarcely to bie expected
that such insinuations would bc borne in
silence. Accordiîigly we find that later in the
day Mr. Seijeant Ballantine said:

"I1 was not presentwben the Attorney-General
mnade the observations wlîich lie thouglît proper
to îîîake this morning. Temper mav not always
be kept uniler control, and tîserefore I rt not
Eorry that 1 was flot prescrit then, or 1 fp'ar 1
inighit have made observations, which, flot on
accouint of their wanit of truili, but on account of
tlieir want of politeness, I might afterwards have
regretted. * *# * We ware aloftns prfectly
well acquainted with that latter, and we bad a
mass of circumistances baaring upon it, and upon
the case of Orton, wvhich, when the proper time
cornies, will bc submitted to the juîry, and thtey
will forni their judgmrnei.t as to whîetlîer it was
possible for- us to îîursue any other course thian
the ohne we have adopted. The Attoirney-G ýenerai
reminded your Lordship that hae was Attorney-
General, and no doulit hat lias beau inost worthily
placed in that high office, Lut it gîves hlim no
riglit to impugut the honour of othier members of
the Bar, wlbo hîave as exalted a viaw <if their
honour aîîd character aîîd of the strengtlî of their
principles as ha can possilîly have of bis. 1 do
hope. thierefore, thiat youir Lordship and the jury
will protect ils whien we are oni of court froîn the
neediless insinuations and sneers with which the
Attorney-'3eneral lias ihiouglt it proper to jnter-
lard his observations lit the cotir-se of tha crier-
iaously long speech lie is delivering

Mr. Giffaird, who, it will ba renicniberad
hiniseif c, une near baing mnade Solicitor-
Genaral, was sotriewhat lass temiperata iii bis
reply. Ha said:

1' 1 aim to say ai word, and I hope 1 shial say
it temperately. Wit lias fallen front the Attor-
iney.Geiieial would produce tua inipression upon
the mid of every cue that il, was an inîsinuation
agatnst tise mernbers of the Bar who were opposed

to him. My learned friend bas referred to hi&
character as Attortiey-<4eneral, but I venture to
say that that position, whiehi he ucdîmpies by
accident, dues net make Iiim more than siimply a
niember of the Bar, and I refuse te have my con-
ductijudged by hinu."

We are sincerely glad, for the credit of the
Bar, that the courste which Sir John Coleridge
chose to adopi, has incurrad the aliîîost un-
animons disapproval. of the profession ; and
that the foreinost legal journals bave admuîiiis-
tered to hlm a digîihiad, and well-ussarited
rebuke.

The Law Timeàr says:
"h, ray fairly ha expacted tbîst ive shuîuld

givP expression tii the general opinion in tho
profession witlî reference te, the conflict, for such
it must bie called, between the Attorney-General
and the counsel for the Tichborne cîsituant on
Wednesday. The prevalent feeling anti opinion
!S strou2ly opposled to the course pursued by the
Attorney-General. The prinîiary question is, [las
any counsel a riglit to itinpogîi the honour and
integrity of counsel opposed to hinu ou grounds
surli as those advanced by tIse Attorney-General ?
The learnad gentleman cuncludas that a certain
Jieca of evidence proves fraud, and that simch
evidence catînot ith rabutted. Ile coneltides
further, that thîs conviction hias also been brought,
home to the rnîirds of bis oppontents, and'he
charges, thamn, as coun4el, with being accessories
in the fraud, uîîîless they at once throw up their
l>riefs. .As imtarpreter, by bis position, of the
rules of etiquette governing the bar, Sir John
Coleridge would undîiubtedly be jnstifieii in ex-
pressinig ibis viawv if bis hopinion \vere taken ipou
the point. But iatmediately that he constittotes
hitnseif the cef4,ur mare in a yet undecidted
cause, in which hae is acting not as Attorney
General, but siunply as an advocate, and con-
damns his opponetits as accessorias in a frauud, un-
leas they pursue a certain course, hae fraines a
danýgerou.q precedent-a precedent calculated to
prouiote indecent display s of temper iu ouîr courts
tof law tii the confus-ion of suitors and the detri-
nient of the profession. We ara not at ail sure
that hae is ight iu drawing ai distinctionî betwveen
the duties of counsel lu defending a man shom
hie lînows to hae guilty, and in usîhîohuifiîg à Suit
which, in bis tîwn mmnd, lie believes to lie tdis-
<-onest. But tir add thiat coisel in tire latter case
is tii nsurp the fonctions of tlue jury. aînd anici-
pate thiair verdict by îhrowmîg up the case, and
that if hae fails in this, hae is a participator hii the
vihlany of luis client, is to proponnd a îi'eîiple

most difficuît of uipplicuition, and which, if
accepted, iniglt Iead to disastrous consaquemuces.
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