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of the foremost men of their country, it is the
history of the growth of liberal opinion, of en-
lightenment, and civilization.0The profession of advocate in France dates
from a very early period, and although existing
as a separate order eariier than the reign of
Philip the Fait-, the reign of that nionarch is a
very important epoch in the history of the
Frencli Bar. Philip made the parliament sta-
tionary, which formeriy hiad followed the per-
son of the king, and thus hie greatiy increased
the power and influence of the Parisian Bar.

To a somewhat riînilar circumstance our
own Bar owes perhaps its existence. In this
country the 'Bar,' in the sense in which that
phrase is commonly understood, cannot be
traced furthcr back than the thirteenth cen-
tury, for it was not until after Magna Charta
thit the Courts of Law were permanently set-
tled at Westminster, instead of foilowing, as
they previousiy had done, the king's person
in his journeys through the country. Speak-
ing generally, the French Bar is a provincial
one, scattered over the country, while OUF
own is metropolitan, the system of circuits
in this country to a great extent obviating the
necessity of barristers settling in different parts
of the country.

Tlhe growth of business, however, has in
England already attracted great numbers Of
the junior Bar into the provinces, and as un-
questionably the present current of our long

.needed law reforms sets in the direction of
centralizatien as from many centres, the resuit
will be that our own Bar will become to a great
extent provincial also. If this be so, we fear
the resuit will be a degradation of the profes-
sion, which one would greatly deplore. The
circuit system once destroyed, even the imper-
-fect control the mness at present exercises would
be destroyed, and ail. discipline would be at an
end.

No one eati read a book such as that of Mr.
Young's without secing how vastly the ad-
mîinistration of the law, and how greatly its
dignity, depend upon the character and con-
duet of those who are its ministers.

Already changes are at werk (to which at-~uinlias been publicly drawn) w-hich argue
~i i for the maintenance of the traditionary

~,lJ*rnour and dignity of the profession in this
c@--ntry, It would b. well for the Bar (if for
once the body would act as their brethren in
Firence have donc repeatedly) te consider, in
!Yiàiw of càanges which maust eperate upon
thern, whether it would flot b. desirable te
,ojrgwize some new and distinct method of dis-
ciplias througheut the provinces, in forjning
local, bars, with appointed officers, or solne

*systun or mac*einery whereby professiona de-
oorrnn and oe&r may be maintaine&. With
thisecial evil of provincialisma te centend
against, and uimder aM4 the changes and vicissi-
tudea llLrough which France lias passed, lier
advoW appesr te have mairtained un-
cbaLigtd the traditionary character, dignity,

and political power bequeathed them by their
Roman forefathers. This is due, we think, to
the more perfect organisation of the professiOO
in France, and to its loyalty to itself. 11
France the status of the Bar, and the condtlct
of its members, has been considered matter Of
imperial concern, and the State has, by positiyO
enactment, laid down rules for its guidance.

Laws have been passed from time te tiai'
in France, regulating the conduet of the Bar,
One law provides that ail arguments calcuiatea
to, injure the opposite party should be spokefl
ceurteously, and another forbids the advocatO
to, make any barg-,ain with the party for w11 0

lie pleads for a share of the matter in litigation-
This latter rule would seemi to resemble 01own, save that the rules of conduct which Ob'
tain at the English Bar are purely consuettO'
dinary, and the disability whidh the Englisý
barrister lies under fromn enforcing by actiOO
the payment of his fees seems to apply also tO
the French Bar. A subsequent law ef PhuliF
the Bold, publislied in 1274, imposes upOl
advocates the obligation of sweai-ing that tl
will enly take charge of those causes whi(>ý
tliey believe te be just, the refusai te, take the
oath being punished with interdiction. Thi5
rule opens up, ne doubt, matters which ha'
been subjeets of keen centroversy, with whiCll
we lier. cannet deal, but we will only say thOe
in our opinion sucli a rule lias enly to be idv
te be practically abrogated. " If an advec9te
refuses to defend," says Lord Erskine, in hiej
defence of Thomas Paine against the chîrg'c If
publishing a seditious libel (this w-as in 171-901
" frein wliat lie may ehkinlcof the charge, or ý
the defence, lie assumes the character of iudg'4
nay, lie assumes it before thc io.ur eo' ju
ment.",

The conduot of advocates in this countff
lias been subjected to very littie I egislative i'y
terference. But a statute lately in force' lin
for ail we know it may be so yet, passed in tbi
reigri of Edward I., A.D. 1275, enacts, "hi
if any serjeant, counsellor, or others, do 91
Inanner of deceit or collusion in the King'$
Court .. . lie shail b. imprisoned for'
~ear and a da*v, and from thenceforth shail 1109

e hard te plead in that Court fer any ra
And furtlier, in that eld book, the9 c rl
des Justices" c. ii., S. 9, it is, among 0t1e
things, ordained "lThat every pleader is te 1
cliarged liy oath that lie will not maintainPo
defend what fi; wrong or false te bis knowle0bý
but will figlit for lis client te the utmest
bis ability."1 This injunction, ourBar we 111
fairly carrnes eut The second and thirde
dles of the Frenchi law which we have lr
tiened treat of the fe of advocates, whicb 0f th#*te be preportioned te the importance e l
cause and the skill ef the pleader. TIi'
was neyer te exceed a sum, equal te about l
of our meriey. . fr1'

In the year 1291, Phulip the Fair con
the enactments of Philip tie Bold coite to
the. foes of A.dvocates and the. prohibitiOn
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