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“It would be undesirable in the interest of the fair and efficient
administration of justice to tolerate a system under which... there were
litigation on litigation with the possibility of recurring chain like course of
litigation” (at p. 1013). “..the attainment of finality must be an aim of any
legal system” (at p. 1015).
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“The courts have been reluctant to adopt.. a rule that would encourage

every defeated litigant to retry in a suit against his atforney issues previously

- adjudicated*9,
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“..f such an action could be brought.. then.. Half the prisoners in
England would be trying to bring actions in these days where the welfére state
provides legal aid, -and there would be an abundance of these matters in these
courts, which would be a most unfortunate procedure” (Hargreaves v.
Bretherton (1958) 3 All ER. at p. 124).
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“Every counsel has a duty to his client fearlessly to raise every issue,
advance every argﬁment, and ask every question, however distasteful, which he-
thinks will help his client’s case. As an officer of the court concerned in the
administration of justice, he has an overriding duty to the court, to the standard
of his p}ofeSSion, and to the public, which may and often does lead to a conflict
with his client’s wishes or with what his client thinks are his personzl interests
..s0 that if the case is lost, his client would or might seek legal redress if that
where open to him” (at p. 998).
DX 0T Tb
".the duty undertaken by the advocate is onc in which the client, the
court and the public have an intereste because the due and proper administration
‘of justice is a matter of vital public concern.. To a certain extent every
advocate is an amicus curiae” (at p. 1011),
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“Because erosion of public confidence in the legal profession would

inevitably undermine respect for the legal entire system, it is particularly important
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that the public not have basis for believing that the attorneys are afforded:
special treatmment that effectively insulates them from liability"2e,
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“In a litigation a lawyer is well warranted in taking chances.. the
conduct of a lawsuit involves questions of judgment and discretion, as to
which even the most distinguished members of the profession may differ. They
often present subtle and doubtful questions of law. If in such cases a lawyer
errs on a question not elementary or conélusive]y settled by authority, that error -
is one of judgment, for which he is not linble” 32,
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