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. "...I have, however, devoted some thought to comparative ways of
training judges and the bar and the overall results of the US system
compared to the French. The French system of training judges looks good
on paper. There is a symmetry and logic that appeals to our eternal
yearning for these things that Holmes alluded to, but the result is
illusion, as Holmes correctly pointed out. There is a close analogy, I
think, between the French judiciary and the American consular corps. They
are both civil servants fitting into a preset hierarchy concerned with
promotion or rather doing nothing to impede the promotion that normally
comes with time, statistics, and job location. I have had judges here
accelerate a case and decide it when nothing is ready so that they could
increase their caseload for quarterly statistical purposes which they must
send on to the Ministry of Justice. I suppose this kind of thing is in-
evitable when you have a civil service type of organization. Justice also
suffers here severely from the fact that the bar is appallingly bad. I
suppose it is bad in the U. S. too...What differs in the U. S. is that
there exists a segment of the bar that is highly competent and sets an
example or a tone for the profession. The equivalent does not exist here,
and the work of the judges suffers accordingly. The bar really has no
notion of how to prepare a case for litigation, astonishing as that asser-
tion must sound, particularly when that is essentially all the bar does here.
This in turn is partly the result of the fact that the brightest peopnle do
not go into law here and that there really exist no law schools in the
American sense and that there is not an easy movement between the teaching
profession, practitioners, government lawyers, and ccmpany counsel. A

French law school more closely resembles an under-graduate major in political
science than what we consider the study of law. The problem is also made
What is

more complicated by the splintered organization of the profession.
curious, though, to my way of thinking, is that although both judges and
lawyers lack the professional competence that exists in the U. S. and the
difference is significant, on the balance I am not certain whether the public
is better off under the U. S. system or the French system. I think that
probably for the bulk of litigation the French system may have the edze 2as
the better one. I conclude this because it has two virtues that I thlnx
probably should weigh quite heavily in any assessment of the justice of a
system. By US standerds it is both cheap and quick. A third virtue, found
in the U.S as well, but not found in most countries is that it is honest.
system that is honest, inexpensive, and rapid has so much going for it just
from those three points that it would be exceedingly difficult for any other
system to be assessed as better. When I think that I have a client who spent
close to 30,000 dollars just to get a temporary restraining order In the
Calif. courts and that the equivalent here would cost about 1000 to 1200
dollars, I wonder if there is not a lot to be said for simplifying the sys-
tem. As for the results under the French system from a legal point of view,
they do not appear to differ too significantly from the results that would
obtain if you used a system of flipping a coin which would be even cheaper
but would lack the trappings of justice. (The trappings of French justice
are almost as elaborate as the trimmings of a French meal.) This estimate

may be a bit severe but not much."
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The above was taken from a letter dated 27 January 1979 from Ronzld
P. Sokol to Daniel J. Meador, Assistant Attorney General, U. S. Department

of Justice.




