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_________________ Correspondellce.
"he Editor of THE CANADA LAW JOURNAL: &
SIR ,There is a distinct violation of good taste creeping into the public

Prs.Irefer to the calling of a member of thé legal profession Il Lawyer So-
Like many a short cut in language, it offends against customu,

and the dignity of the profession. Fancy calling one of the much-
d1irdleaders of the Bar, IlLawyer Robinson! " It smacks too much of

freedom for my taste. What do you think, Mr. Editor?
Peterborough, April 25. JHB

Notes on Exdlianges and Legal Scrap Book.
fi GIIS CEREMONIAL ON "TAKINcG SILK."-It Will be interesting to

C ren bers of the profession, and especially to those who are now Queen's
Mr. L a 'nd to ail who expect to Iltake silk," to read the following letter of
ýervedO'c Webb, Q.C., to Mr Hodgins, Q.C., on the English ceremonial ob-

colIseIla barrister becoming a Queen's Counsel. Mr. Webb is a Queen's
(i th of eminence, and one of the leaders of the English Bar, and a Bencher
il P ra Mi~ddle Temple, and is well-known as the author of a work on the
1rhe le ice Of the Supreîme Court, adon Appeas to the House of Lords."
r.pîy ltter, Which we publish by the prisoofM.Hodgins, was written i
. tO One from that gentleman to Mr. Webb, requesting information concern-
tI"%gpîti Oath taken by Queen's Counsel, and other matters which are fully
'Old a. din Mr. Webb's most interesting letter. We have made inquiries from.
Co rn rbers of the Bar, and have also examiîned the old Termn Books of theaSt tos whether the Queen's Counsel's oath was ever adîninistered in this0  bfr, bt our inquiries and searches have resulted in a negative.Sorne

ed .Years ago we published an article written for this journal by Mr.
L,'gnOn the IlRight of Queen's Counsel to defend Prisoners," (17 CANADA

C~JOURNAL, 74~), in which the duty imposed by the office on Queen's
Uns111'el not to take cases against the Crown, was fully 'explained and iîîustrated
f r ec d n s i h n ls o r s A ba rs e c e t n h fi e o

it iS th COunsel is supposed to accept a standing retainer fromn the Crown, and
WithOerefore inconsistent with that retainer to take a brief against the Crown,
tice olt the consent of the executive. The point may be illustrated by the prac-
fi thn rnle which prevent the standing counsel of any of our great railway

ff er corporations taking briefs agaiflst the corporation without the consent
1fthe directorsE.CutTml, 7hMrh 80
îeret fOllOWing valuable letter of Mr. Locock Webb's will be read with great

by all members of the legal profession in Canada:

'e.SîR -You are quite right, the practice of swearing in the Queen's Counsel here con-b~ut I Could ineet with the forrn of the oath nowhere, until I turned up the Oaths Corn-


