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A Boox apour LAWYERs,

at their tables, in their chambers, in the House
of Commons; lawyers in love, lawyers on the
stage, married lawyers, henpecked lawyers
lawyers pleading, singing, fighting, jesting,
dying. We are even told what they wore,
what they ate and drank, when they rose, and
when they went to bed. A curious entertain-
ment this. The muse is not great and high
and inspiring. There areno bmtles, and state-
manship, and things of nations; less heroic,
perhaps because the sight is from a valet-de-
chambre’s standpoint. - Those with the fine
black eyes and full-bottomed wigs, have re-
moved these tedious coverings with their
flowing robes, or perhaps their collars of ss,
My Lord JIWh Chancellor Eldon becomes
“ handsome Jack Scott,”” and elopes with pret-
ty Miss Bessie ourtcef;, of Newcastle. Lord
Thurlow is no longer the savage old peer, with
overhanging white eycbrows, giving from the
woolsack that justly celebrated democratic re-
proof to the Duke of Grafton, which American
schoolboys delight to declaim; but “lazy,
keen-cyed, loquacions Wed Thurlow,” perplex-
ed where to find a horse on which to ride hig
first circuit, taking the animal on trial, riding
him the cireuit, and returning him on its com-
pletion, * because the animal, notwithstanding
some good points, did not altogether suit him.”
So Mr. Jeafiveson leads the reader through
the book. The chapters are aptly designated ;
and, if one topic tires, the reader can skip to
anothbr or, tmmg up the book at any pomt
cannot fail to find mach thatis clever, curious,
and amusing.  For let us be as studious as we
12y of the d’dmty of hist o*"y, and let our rev-
erence for the fountain-heads and sages of the
lawy be however so deep, there is for “all this a
larking— —nay, ‘mee an eae’or'curiosity to
know what clothes these fine historic person-
68 WM‘Q, what wine they hl\cd best, how thelr
ves ¥ and iiO‘,V many (»Jl}( rs or
pounds they setind to their descendants,
s gossip any the }es;s amusing because it is of
the grent ? 'i e contrary ; and the ap-
pmm ineres oportion as its subject 18
higher in the world. Lot others give the phil-
osophical reason for this. Suflice it for the
pxekuxt th‘m the fact exists; and that those
students who have pored \'ith diligence over
the les 'm“d judgments of Mansfield and Ellen-
borough,, and read with admiration the elo-
Guence of Er ine, will be none the lesslikely
to be {amu»"*d by a narrative of the dress, the
manners, the foxbles, or the wit of these great
lawyer
Anceuote% of the bench and bar have been
published in considerable numbers before this,
Lord Campbell's works on the Lord Chancellors
and Chiel Justices abound with them. The
author of “Law and Lawyers,” Mr. Polson,
has given many; md ay are to be found
strewn here and there through the memoirs
of the distingnished men and histories of the
periods ; but it is thought that t’fm"e has been
nowhere =0 full, 50 well assorted. and soread-
able s that of Mr. Jeaffreson. As

satod them

THoe

VWi

collection as tha

a matter of course, there i3 much to ke found
here that is by no means new, and nos a little
that iz familiar, and almost hackneyed. Still
this is necessary, from the natare of the book;
for, in a work that pretends to completenoss,
the omission of these familiar histories would
detract from its value, and constitute a serious
defect. TFor one who desires an agreeably
written compendium of the familiar iife and
manners of English lawyers of the past, there
is no more readable book than the one “at
bar.”

While this “Book about Lawyers” con-
tains some topics of a local nature which the
English profession would feel more esgentially
its own, there are many matters which are
caleulated to give it a peculiar interest to the
American lawyer. The separation fortwo cen-
turies of our courts from those of the mother
country, one of which has been that of divorce,
together with the dissimilar natures of institu-
tions and society, has produced in the courts
and professions essential difference of prac tic“
and ctiquette. Our early colonial courts wer
modelled on the English; ocur carly h»vye%
were bred in the Fﬂ””lu& ‘tans. The English
courts were their models in practice ‘,‘v”r“m"o
then, is the change ?  Not, as one might “hxnn
entirely in the new, but in the mother ummtx .
Mr: James Russel Lowell, in the preface to his
“Biglow Papers,” has conclusively shown
that s a.very large number of words and phrases,
which are commonly regarded as provincial
Yankeeisms, are in fact of ancient English ori-
gin, from which the modern Hnglish speech
has varied, and which are vreserved in this
country in the true vernacular form. Indeed
any one in the habit of reading the older Eng-
lish poets, and especially Spensor, will readily
observe how often he happens upon p!
which he has hthcwto thow.f"‘.f the native fruit

of “down Hast.” Bo the student of the anci-
ent customs of the Hnglish pmfessi n wiil find
in them quite as many resc‘.‘n‘(ﬂtmoex to \mer«
ican, as to modern English, practi i
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qnettc To give some of thes Jt
leading principle of Hnglish' professiona
(mette that the cliont must consul }cb

ter on‘y through the medium of an attos
but in the days of Sir Matthew Hale, and even
afterwards, this was far from Dbeing the sase.
At this time clients were in the b b t of
dressing their counsel personaily, and taking
tireir advice; and, in the seventeenth o ”xi'zz')g
almoy mlwavs ingisted on having personalinter-
views; and thougn their attorney or solicitors
ugually conducted them to the counsel's chiam-
bers, and were present during the conference,
no member of the inferior branch of the pro-
fession deemed himself afironted or il used if
a client chose to confer with hisadvocate with-
out the presence of a third person.  Long, too,
in the eighteenth certury, barristers were in
the habit of acting without the co-operation of
attormys in cases where no process required
the employment of the latter. ¢ They
accustomed,” sa “

rs Mr. Jeaffreson, ““to red



