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The 'Tichborne case seems Iikely to be a
cause cèlêl<re in more ways than one,

Besides the importance of the stake, the ro-
mantic character o'f the claimant's story, and
the immense timie taken Up by the trial, there
was in the evidence adduced a succession of
surprises, enough in themselves aven without
the startling and unexpectéd denouement, to
render the case a memorabie and notorious one.

We are sorry, howevar, to sc that startling
,episodes were flot confined to the evidence,
but occurred even in the speeches of counsel .
To us in Canada, witb our colonial reverence
for the Bench and Bar otf the mother country,
the Attorney-Generel's speech bas bean in
msany ways a surprise, and in somne respects a
most unpleasant one.

WTo can ramaniber the amusement with
wbich from a professional point of view we
witnessed Mr. Pickwick's astouishmrnt and
horror when Mr. Serjeaut Buzfuz, counsel
for the plaintiff iu Barde il v. Pickzcick, pre-
sumcd to tell the defendant's couinsel, Mr.
Serjeaut Snubbiu, that it was a fine moruiug:
bout bail the leaders of the Bar in Mir. Pick-
wick's tinie been what et presant they seani
to ba, hie would scarcely, we thiuk, have been
startled by any such irterchange of civilities
betwean opposing counsel.

The Attornay-General scouts to have made
bis clientIs cause bis own in the strictest
sense of the word, identifying bimself with it
so couspletely as altogethar to ignore the fact
that, upon every principle of law and reason,
the matter, while sti judice, must be con-
sidered as undacidad.

Assuming frorn the first that the claimanit
was an impostor, hie did not hiesitate to de-
nounce bim in tbe most unmeasured termnis 
the leading spirit of a vile and gigantie cou-
apiracy ; and altbough, fromi what bass since
transpirad, the Attorney General does not seem
to have heeu far astray, in this, bie certainly
transgressed the bounds of professional eti-
'quette, if not the social canons of ordinary
English society, wheu bie iucluded by direct
implication in bis wholesale denunciation Mir.
Serjeant Ballantine and Mir. Giffard, Q.C.

The portion of the Attoruey-Genaral's
speech to which wa refer is thus 1reported in
the Tîmes of February 9th:

"The Attorney-Geaeral, thon resuming bis
sapeech, said lie was awara that thora was no

limit to the possibility of facts, and there migbt
be for ail ho coulfi tell some triumphant explaia-
tion of the two facts which hae hadl hadl t commu-
nicata that mornussg. He should have thought la
any other case but the «'Tiehhorna case' that
tihe fact of one of theaettorneys and, bis son
retiring from it, that the production of a letter
writtan by the plaiîtiff beginning 'My dear and
heloved sister,' addressed by the plaintiff to the
sister of Arthur Orton, and signed with a forged
addres-beceuse it wvas plain, as it lsad been
read, that the writer never saýw tise person w'hom
hoe proposed to introduce tili long aSter hoe hadl
left Australia-and with a forged date, becau,,e
thse writer bad Isever seeii Stephieus at ai], until
noonths after 1866: these facts, in auy other thian,
tire 'Iiehborne case wouid bc thouglit conclusive
as agais4 tise plaintiff; but in tis case ordinary
ruîes of action dlid isot seeni to apply. The day
before, the speaker said he beas'd tbst his proof
against Roger Tichborue ever isaving benec nt
Melipilla was lu favour of tise plistriff; th it it
mnight,' indeed, be a sliit suggestion in favouir of
tise Orton case, but tbiat as far su the Tichiborue
casa svas couceruoed it w as entireiy beside the
case. Astonisitment came uipon astoutbshneut
day by day, for lie bcd practisGd for sorne ' vears
lu isis profession: he bad lsad soîne practico in
cross-examination (a iaugh), and aithougli bis
powers migbt have beau feeble in that respect, as
the 'eulightanadl critie' suggested, yet hie nover
met with a case like this, and hoe did not know
that if ha remained ir praotice for anothar 22 or
'23 yoars hae ever shouid again. Iis mird
might ho clouded by the strauge myster ' and
obscurity lu whîch thia case was enveloped, but
hoe should have thought that the demoustration
frein Roger Ticbborue's isaudwritiug that hie hadl
nover beau et Melipilla, or near the place, svas
Moma siight evideuce that the plaintiff, wbo said
hoe was thora, was a rauk, a Lross, aud an arraut
impostor. But it \vas a mistake ; it xvas a proof
iu favous- of the ciaimant. (A iaugh.) It ussgit ha
that thera was au auswer ta ail these mattars,
but le eny other cause the mattors mentioned
that morning wossid hava put au end to the case.
But this badl net followed hare. And those who
eouducted the plaintiff's case lu the face of the
arguments pressed upon them thus, sud lu the face
of tIsese danstrations, must not corupiain if, by
aud by, it shouid be poiutad ont that although it
was the duty, the great sud sacreci duty, of
mambers of the profession to whieh ie belonged
to defend by ail legitimate arguments any casa
svhich migbt hoe iitrustedl to tisem. and, although
no man wouid stand up moreý ludiguantiy tissu
hae sisouid againet tise imputation whici was
sometinsies ignoraiitly cast upon the Bar sud
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