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Correspondence,

0 ¢ . ,
he Editoy of THE CANADA Law JOURNAL: ,

preSsIR’\There is a distinct violation of good‘taste creepiqg into the pub‘lic
and,é ,I' refer to the calling of a mefnber of the legal profession ‘f Lawyer So-
e“phoo' ike many a short cut in language, it offepds against custom,
ad iny’ and the dignity of the profession. Fancy calling one of the much-
Too T8 leaders of the Bar, ‘““Lawyer Robinson!” It smacks too much of

ex '
;:tfreed‘)m for my taste. What do you think, Mr. Editor ?
e

w, April 25. _JH.B.

TnanyHE ENGLISH CErEMONIAL ON TAKIN?‘, SiLk.’—It will be interesting t’o
Cou}] Members of the profession, and especially to those who are now Queen’s
%L, and to all who expect to ‘‘take silk,” to read the following letter of
Ser;,edocock Webb, (.C., to Mr. Hodgins, Q.C., on the English cer.emonial ol;-
Oupg lon a barrister becoming a Queen’s Counsel. Mr. Webb is a Queen’s
of ¢ ee of eminence, and one of the leaders of the English Bar, and a Bencher
“Pr -Mlddle Temple, and is well-known as the author of a work on thf
The Ctice of the Supreme Court, and on Appeals to the House of L..ords:
Tep] etter, which we publish by the permission of Mr. Hodgins, was written in
ing .thg ohe from that gentleman to Mr. Webb, requesting information concern-
explain Oz}th taken by Queen's Coun‘sel, and other matters W.thh. are fully
olq ®d in Mr. Webb’s most interesting letter. 'We have made inquiries from
Cour ®Mbers of the Bar, and have also examined the old Ter.m' Books .of tbe
Coupt %S to whether the Queen’s Counsel’s oath was ever administered in this
» but oyr inquiries and searches have resulted in a negative.
Hog o Years ago we published an article written for this Journal by Mr.
LAwng’ on the ““ Right of Queen’s Counsel to defend Prisoners,” (17 CANADA
Coup DURNAL, 74), in which the duty imposed by the office on Queen’s
from, ° 1ot to take cases against the Crown, was fully explained and illustrated
Quee ?refedents in the English Courts. A barrister accepting the office of
it is ¢ ® Counsel js supposed to accept 2 standing retainer from 1:'he Crown, and
With,, °refore inconsistent with that retainer to take a brief against the Crown.
tic o, C1€ Consent of the executive. The point may be illustrated by the prac-
r ot fule which prevent the standing counsel of any of our great railway
of g, +. SOrporations taking briefs against the corporation without the consent
rectors,
intereset tf)OUOWing valuable letter of Mr. Locock Webb’s will be read with great
¥ all members of the legal profession in Canada :—
‘ 4 Elm Court Temple, 27th March, 18g0.
—You are quite right, the practice of swearing in the Queen’s Counsel here con-
could meet with the form of the oath nowhere, until I turned up the Oaths Com-
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