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POWERS OF BAR COUNCILS.

A case was decided during the December
Te‘:m of the Court of Queen’s Bench at Quebec,
Which, although disagreeable in its personal
38pect, raised an interesting and important
qnes_"ion a8 to the authority of Councils of the
Fe In the Province of Quebec over the mem-
"¥18 of the profession, and also as to the power

1of the ordinary Civil Courts to interfere with

€ decisions of Bar Councils. The respond-

::t’ Mr, Brassard, had charged Mr. O'Farrell, &
~S€mber of the Bar of the Quebec Section, before

® Council of the Section, with conduct un-
Oming the honor and dignity of the pro-
c?:“‘n» in acting on a certain occasion as a
Stable in a case in which he, Mr. O'Farrell,
the ;:ren engaged as attorney. The Council of
guilt of Quebec having found Mr. O'Farrell
¥ he obtained a writ of prohibition to re-
m‘i:::iheir proceedings, and the Superior Court
the © ned the writ. The case was carried to
ing ‘h‘;‘:ﬂ of Review, and this tribunal, hold-
Oixly "y the decision of the Council was subject
an appeal to the General Council of the

Wri; :;‘d not. t? the law courts, decided that the
i Pl‘o.hlblgion had issued illegally. ‘

it abpa : singular feature of this judgment that
only ‘h:nfly assumes to review and reverse not
alag that.llldgment of the Superior Court, but
ighest Of. t.h? Court of Queen’s Bench, the
procpl‘OYmcml tribunal, which had ordered
the ¢, eedings in prohibition. The decision of
urt of Review will be found reported in

the
stzesbe" Law Reports, vol. 3, p. 33. Mr.
the tuart remarked (p. 56) : « The law in

cl::re_“ manner denies to any Court the
neil t;“‘ier.fcre with the judgment of the

uching the discipline and honor of
i%:ﬁ The principal features of the act of
F'\ﬁoe, im;“ are taken from the practice in
tare gy m"dins that tnain and principal fea-
Seltgoy,, Bar shall exercise the powers of
with, .ﬂr?‘""“lltnmmelled by Courts sud
from gy, & t of appeal to the General Council

.Council of Sections, as the sole and

only remedy. There is then a remedy provided.
by the law for the members aggrieved by the
Council of the Sections which is exclusive of all
others, and while that exists the extraordinar
remedy by prohibition does not lie. The scop
and purpose of the prohibition is to keep infer-
jor Courts within the limits of their own juris-
diction, and to prevent them from encroaching
upon other tribunals. The Superior Court itself
cannot practice an encroachment upon the

tribunal of the General Council, under plea of

restraining the Council of Sections.”

It was this judgment which was brought .
under the notice of the Court of Queen’s Bench.
The judgment of the full Court was rendered
lagt month by Mr. Justice Cross, and in, view
of the interest which the case possesses for .
the profession it is worth while to quote the
remarks of the Judge in extenso, which we do
from his Honor's notes. Mr. Justice Crbas
Rid — , R B - .

« The questions raised in this case af¢ on &

writ of prohibition issued out of the Superior
Court at Quebec on the petition of O'Farrell,:
appellant, asking that certain . proceedings
against him taken at the instance of Brassard,
the respondent, as prosecutor before the Council .
of the Bar, Section of the District of Quebec, .
be restrained. o
© «The writ was at first refused, but on an
appeal to this tribunal -was directed. to be
issued, did issue accordingly, and on trial and .
hearing before His Honor Mr. Justice Dorion .
was maintained by judgment rendered ‘on the-
6th of May, 1876. This judgment was after-
wards, on the 7th December, 1876, reversed in
Review by a Court composed of three Judges.
The present appeal seeks to set aside the judg- -
ment in Review and to restore the judgment of
His Honor Mr. Justice Dorion of the 6th May,.
1876.
" «The proceedings sought to be restrained:
were on an accusation framed by the Syndic of
the Bar upon a complaint preferred by the now .
respondent,. Brassard, on which he, O'F arrell,
was cited before the Council of the Bar to
answer to the charge which it contained,
accusing him of copduct derogatory to the
honor and dignity of the Bar.

«The judgment rendered on this complaing
was within the terma of the accusstion, Itis
unnecessary at present to refer particularly



