
CORRESPONDENCE.

COR RESPO ND ENC E

To t/te E-dic, of t/he 3ani'oba Lau, journal.

DEAR :-I arn sure every member of the bar mnustaPPIcat yu artie on " Arguing v. Wrangling," in the
las nunbe ofthLAWJOURNAL, though ail respectable

tnrbers must and do regret that tuiere is any need for such
"'ords to be spokeif or wvritten.

0 fle's regret at the present state of things here, is only
eXeddby one's surprise, that even one member of thebar can be found who lig so littie regard for the dignity of

the Profession, that he can bemean hiniseif and it, by such
Conduct as has reccntly been displayed in the assizes just
clOsed.

At the sarne tirne one could wish that the bench would
hOld a sorniewhat firmer hand, and even enforce by a deserved
cofllritrnent for conternpt of court, the transgreýsion of rules
Of COurtesY which are hardly to be borne when transgressed
by one barrister to another, but becorne, when transgressed
towards the court, littie short of gross insolence of the rnost
unbearable character.

Ofle is almnost at a total loss to conceive the reason forthe Present state of things, when one considers that the large
'ajority Of the bar have received their training in Ontario,'Md have had before thern there for years, the ensamples of
hOlv things should be donc, both decently and in order.

In the tuie of the late Chief justice Wood an order was
Prornulgated that on Tuesday trials no [ces should be
allowed to- counsel unless they appeared in proper court
cost111re; that unless thcy did so, only attorney's fees should
be ttxed.


