
July 18S.]LAW JOURNAL. [o.I. .S-7

TnE Tvo BRANCHES OF THE PRoFEs-ioN-AmALCA',ATION.

as would bie doue in England in any action
other than one bronght by an attorney.

Such are the main features of the American
system. If introduced here the general public
would, in our opinion, be benefited. Clients
would be brought into immediate contact with
their legal advisers, with the resuit that advice
would nc given more speedily, with more ac-
curate perception of the facts, and with more
opportunity for guidance in the further carrnage
of tbe inatter; that each flrma would contain
within itself complete powers of conductîng
cvery description of business ; that mucli un-
necessary labour and expense would be saved
to tbe profession ;and that remuneration
would be based on a plan more satisfactory
to the client and to tbe lawyer. Then what
would tbe profession lose ? Certainly the Bar
would flot by this change lose its honour ?
That is to bc preserved nlot by artificial rules
and irrational restrictions, but by the good
sense and honesty of the individual members.
No doubt tbc attorneys and solicitors will ]ose
what niay be called the patronage of the Bar,
but it is not clear cither that the patronage la
riglitly lodged, or that it is nlot a nuisance
rather than a pnize to those who are driven to
exercise it. Lord Melbourne detested episco-
pal patronage, and took te, bis bcd whcn a see
was vacant. Are there no London solicitors
who experience siiruilar sensations with regard
to tbe choice of counsel ? But we say boldly
that the general public ougbit to cnjoy that
patronage, and that a man ougbt to choose bis
own advocate, aithough unoer the present
systema a solicitor is amply justificd lu refusing
responsibility, nnless he is left a free agent in
all sncb matters. Thon the suggestion ofi\lr.
Justic~e Ilannen must not lbe overloked tbat
a young man cannot discover w'hat is the pre-
cise bout of bis talent, until it is too late to
adapt bis course to lhat inclination, neither
iindoedi, it mav be added, can he auticipate in
wich branch of the profession he may be
most aided by connection or capital or the
like, ail of which in a higbly civilised country
must tell in the strugg'e of life.

These, thon, are an * g the consideratons
that seemn to support the proposition of Mr.
Justice Ilannen. Even the opponents of the
change admit tbat the force of events is hu-
coming too strong for them. The mere t'act
thait there is a v. at systema of Courts in which
attorneys appi ar as advocates, but in which
harristors are prpclude I from acting as attor-
neys, is enough, on tbe simple principle of
fair and eqoal dealing, to condemui so one-sided
an arrangement. It iý woll recoguised that
law and equity are dal:y approa tling each
other, that codification will consumtmate their
union, and that the amalgamation of the two
branches would then be but the work of time
But in our view there is no need for delay.
On tbe contrary, we believe the proposed
change to bc not nieoely salutary, but one tu
be speedily completed in the truc intcrests of
the profession and the public.-Law Journal.

AMALGAMATION.

Amalgamation is a word as fainiliar to lawv-
yers as to chemists or metallurgists; the
amalgamrations of insurauce and other joint-
stock companies bave been a very fertile source
of crnployment to aIl ranks of tbe profession.
It is not, howevcr, of these arnal * amations that
wc are now tbinking, but of that which is
to takc place betwcon the bar and tbe attor-
neys and solicitors. It is now some years
since this proposition was first broachEd, and
though it bas not yet found much favour eîther
with lawycrs or those who employ tbcmn, it is
evcery now and tben revivcd to becomo the
thome of more or less discussion. In the pre-
sent instance, the revival bas been occasioned
by a strong opinion in favour of the change
delivered by Mr Justice Hannen, at the auni-
versary dinner of the Solicitors' Benevolent
Association. Mr. ilinde Palmer, Q.C., in ros-
ponding to the toast of "thre Bar," took occa-
sion to express a hope that the day was far
distant when any change would be made,
which should place the bar in direct communni-
cation with suitors, believiug as he did tbat
such a change would dirninish tbe honour aud
utility of both branches of the profession.
After this it was hardly possible for the lcarucd
chairman, holding an opinion fiair beyond the
contrary to Mr. Hinde Palmer's views, not to
give utterance to bis own ideas upon the topic.
Any opinion delivered by ajudge held lu such
deserved esteem as Mr. -Justice Hannen is
cntitled to the highest respect; and it is vcry
truc indeod, as hoe obscrved, that aIl good
opinions were in the minority once. As to
this one opinion, however, we are unable to
agree wvitl Sir James Hiannen, believing that
on this subjcct hîs opinion is not only iu tho
minority, but is s0 descrvcdly.

The present condition of the legal profession
bas been arrivcd at by a very graduai growth.
If we could go baeýk to the earliest days we
should find the prototypes of our nmodern bar-
nisters holding direct communications with,
and rcceiving direct payments fromn, the liti-
gants who consulted theiu. 'Uhe attorney,-
and solicitors were hardly then, as thcy are
noxw, a distinct branch. of the law. But as the
study and practc~ of the law grew apace, cer-
tain individuals &arquired the habit of "attorn-
ing," and of course a man who had discharged
that function several timea was a botter as-
sistant than one less experienced in the formis
of the law. 'Ibus Attorneyship came to be a
distinct vocation, a sufficient cmployment to
occupy the whole of one mian's timo and energy.
The attorneys gradually rose to the dignity
of a profession, and as tboir importance in-
creased, provision was made for admitting
noue but properly quglPfied persous. Indeed,
as far back as 15 Ed. Il attention sooms to have
been turned to this, for the statute, cap. i of
that year restricts the power of adniitting themui
to the Lord Chancellor and Chief Justice, pro-
hibiting, the clerks and servants of the barons
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