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r5igits conceded to the people of nîost foreign couutt
unrder' the Berne Convention, whichi seems a suggesti
quite unworthy of a place in this controversy."

Par. 64. "lThe Canadian Parliament bas not ov erlook
the interests of its authors or any other ciass. When
speaks, as it bas done on the suhject, it speaks after fuill c(
Sideratitîn of ail tire interests involv ed, and wvhiclî it is w

bi netig ail1 the clauses of tbis Canadian reply "lsuri
tti teBritish Copyright Association rejoin:
Par. 6.3. "lThis migbt be the outcome of the isolat(

Position Canada takes up. Canada attacks the literary PI.
perty of aIl nations, and thus places herseif outside of ti
arrangement of civilized society, even more tban Liberia,
IRayti, and in the sanie paragraph. (63> is sbocked at ti:
idea tbat lier, interests .should not he consideî'ed more tha
the rest of the world."

Par. 64. Il Eitiî-' Canada lias ox erlooked the interest
of ber authois or cannot un(ierstand them."

XVe contend that Canada bas tire î'iglit to impose in
Possible printing, reproducing, and~ ptib)lisliiîiig condition,, oi

I3ritisb, Austialian, New Zealand, Indian, ~ul fiaS8outbi Anieriea, and West Indian authors and artists, vu
Canada is stili to retain ail the privîleges under the Imnperia
.Act of 18,6 wliicli she now enjoys. and have the free uncon
ditional run of ail the Empire, inerely by copyî'igbiting inCaniada. We are to be îernîitted to break up the Berne Con
ventioîi and 'vitbdraw tberefromn, to jeopardize the copyrighîl
arrangement betwceen the United States and tire Britisl
Emipire by our unî'easoning wilfulness, and destroy tire riglit
t(> copyrieht in the States, not only of Canadians, but otheir
Melmbers of tire Empire, and stîli retain aIl oui' privileges
intact throughout tbe Empire. Wu wish to eat our cake
-and stili to hiave it, and like naughty cbildren must be pur-
mfitted to misgoverni ourselves, even tbougli we destroy thie
rigbts anid privileges of ail] the otber miembers of the Empire.
The reply of omîr i(joverment is so artless, clmild.-like, and
bland, that one would suppose it emanated f romn that dis-

tiislied statesnuan Li Hung Chang of Eastern faute. Wewant no intercourse with Il foreigri devils." While we Can-
adians are content to play the unmnanly î'ole of running for
Protection to the British Navy witliout contributing a dollar
or a nmai to its maintenance, altbougb wu will let tliem use
our dry docks wilin battered in our service, because the
M(itleî. Country lielped to build themn, it ilI-becomies sonie of
Our politicians andi Librarian Lanicefield to tail twist the
Briti.sh lion .'soine day tire noble beast will put down its
Paw and grrowl, wlien tire tail-tw'isters will bue tumbling over
O9ach other to geet out of the way. Brave words should bu
backed up by bravme de(ls, or one is apt to appear ridiculous
or contemptible.

t As to tbe oft-repeated statement that oui' Piratical Act
Of 1889, hav ing been passud unanimously by both Cbambers,
iS the will of Canada :J state tlîat 1 have interviewed
seVeral niembers wbo had voted for tbis Act anmd wlîo peti.
tiOimed the Queen for its allowance, and I found that tbey
knew absolutely notbing about its provisions, liad neyer read
it, and 1 was assured that it went through the buse of
COmimons witbout discussion, on the statement of the late
Premier and Mr. J. ID. Edgar, M.P. Wbien its provisions
Wvere explained to tbem. by mie, they were entirely opposed
tO it ; one of tbemn, Senator Boulton, bas sirîce made an able
speecb in tbe Sunate denouncing the Act; flot one of ourtrecitv mem bers had aiiy knowledge whatevi' of the sub-
Ject. Any verdict so gained hy a liberal use of Ilsuppressio

en" ana Ilsu2gestio falsi " should neyer be tlaunted as tbe
Urnanimous wishl of the people of Canada who do not care
about or understand the question. As the Act of 155,9
laPsed sonie years ago under the provisions of Sec. 57 of the13 .N.A. Act not havig been assented to within two years, it
Iflu8t bu re-enacted. When brought up again in the'House,
its provisions sbould bu explained and discussed, when it is safe
t0 say it wiIl not go tlîrougb so swimmingly as before. The

jPUblie do not wisli to see the rigbts of Canadian authors,ertists, musicians, etc., destroyed by isolating Canada, merely
to allow haîf a ddzen publishers tbe privilege of app ropriating
-]'ritisb, Colonial, and American novels and music on their
'OWl' ternis. The exasperating thing is, that the literature
QO'veted is of the class of serial novel one sees daily in the
ti$V Tegram. The nearer it appî'oaches tbe l"penn ydreadfuî " or "lshilling sbocker " style, the more pPular, it

ties is anml the more likely to bu gobbled by our piratical publish-
ýon ers, and foir this denoi'aiizing trash our Canadian Act and

literature isto be isolated and squelcbed.
ed Mr. Laurier, at Morristown, rucently diagnosed the
it position as followvs:

)n "lTire policy of protection," lie declared, Il lad degraded
ehl the cliaracter of the Canadian people. The naine of Canada

lmad becomne at by-word and a shame by reason of the
a- stealing andl robhery whicli liad disgî'aced our eonimiom

country."
,d By the Act of i sý9, we propose îîow to lugalize piracy,o- anti set Canada up as thie literary pirate of the world, yet

ie we are not aslîaned.
)r In the matter of copyright and naval defence, the Aus-

îe tralian colonies set us a manly and genurous example, which
n it would bu well for Canada to followv.

Toronto, October I 3dm, 18~95. JOIN G. Rmîmoî 'i'.

LE ýAL J'T'HICS.
Sît-Alare aware that the great maJoi'ity of oui'

lawyurs aî'e reputable andi honourable nmen, liut it is no(toI'ioujs
tlîat there aî'e a few who are below tîtat level. O>f late years,t there biave beun notable instances wbiere barristeis 'vhiem

1defending in criminial cases, biave grievously ti'aIsgrese(l. It-is an ancrent saying that '' ail] is fait' ini love aîid( war', but
sncb oflènders apparently helieve tlîat Il ail is fair ini law."
Sonme of the painful failuî'es of justice ini crirninal cases have
been cause1 by (1) Iîvsteiîcal oratoî'y, (2>» misl'epîesentingand
abusing boniest witneýsses, (3~) and hîy adoptiiig and upbolding
manufactui'ed evideîîce afteî' counisul have becomu awaî'e of
its falsity. Thiere bas been a very bad case of the latter. The
Crown sbould prosecute.

Wben Couî'voisier was tried about ")0 yeaî's ago for
murdering Lord Williai Ilusell, a Mr. Phillips-aîî Ir'ish
barristeî' after the prisonci' hîad confessud the crime to binî,
suggeste(l to tbe jur'y tîtat a certain se(r,,Iant-iimaidl lad coin-
mittetl the awful deed. I-le wvas severely blaîned for' so
doing. Now-a-days a 1awvyuî guilty oi sucli a crine wvould
be proîniptly disbarî'ed. In the Durant case in Califoînia,
counisel-wvitmout thme slîadow of any eývideiice -sugg(esteîl
timat tire pastoî' of tire chuî'ch liad nmuî'teîed the gir'l. The
pil hî'y would bu a pî'opei' puiiislhm&n>it foi' 8ueli mnari. In
En«igand about sixty yeaî's ago tlie'e was sait] to, be a barris-
ter', M lio vvould, if thme fee weî'u suiliciently lîuavy, shîed tuars
wmem adtdressing a jury. Thîis is a poiniter' foi' oui' îy.sterical
lawyerîs.

.Ail baî'risteî's of uxpe'iuuice bave groîe imîto. court lionesi -
ly beiieving theit' clients' stoî'ies, but have discoveredt oit
heaîing tire evidunce on botu. sides, espccially the c's
exaîninations. that thme oppo>site side wVas in the 'i1glît. Tire
foliowiug is one of immunerable cases :A, a imaclinist,
occasionally went on sprues. While undeî' sucli a spell bu
called upon B, a founde' 'vho lived a hundred miles away,and ordered certain castings. He was sober eîmoîglh to give
cobierent orders, and B, kn'oîing hini, anîd aiso tbat lie would
often require sucli work, fflled the order. But A, being
under the influence of liquor, forgot al] about it and refuse(]
payîiient. Botb bue and 'bis Iaw.yer lookud upon it as a

plant "; but tbe facts weî'u clearly proved at the Assizes
and of course B3 obtained a verdict.

Suppose in a critiinal case the fiends of a prisonet.
muanufactur'e false eviduncu wlîich is, coîîclusively sbown to

bu untrue-is it rigbt for a lawyer to lîysterically alpueal to
the jury, and to contend tîtat that is truc wlîici lie weil
kuows to bu false ? If an unbiasseci and intellig-ent jury wuî'e
askud to decide wbuther such an ofl'under slîoul ?4l bu d isba'rutl.
or not, ail know what their verdict would bu.

I respuctfully subrnit that the Bencliers slîould take
action. If in tliuir semi-judicial capacity tbey openlly sided
with public morality anmd wulfaî'u, this growing evil would
bu stopped. in conclusion, 1 respectfully minantain that the
followingy misconduct sbould bu dea!t witli: (1) Tire
shameful abuse of respectable witnesses. (2> Oratorical
bysterics. (3) Upholding nîanufactured evidence as true,
after discovering it to be false.

The Benchers sbould not sanction the inisconduet of
such lawyers perpetrated foi' mnarket-place purposes and to
advertise tilemselves. Sucb misbebaviour in miany ways
injures the honourable members of theu profession, as also the
public at large. FAý,IPLAX RADICAL.

Toronto, Oct. 21.-

251:11, 1895.1


