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Our research reveded that Japan adopts a modd of sdf-regulation for lawyers’ ethics (namely, by the Japan
Federation of Bar Associaions), while Chinaimplements a ‘hybrid’ mode of regulation, namdly, Sate regulaion
(namdly, by the Ministry of Justice’) and sdf-regulaion (namely, by the All China Lawyer Association). The
Japanese regime for lawyers’ ethics has along higtory, whose origin can be traced back to the post- Second World
War era. In contragt, the Chinese systemn only developed after the country adopted an ‘Open Door’ palicy in the
late 1970s

Our sudy aso found that the legdl professon in both Chinaand Japan has grown in the past decade. In Jgpan, the
number of lawyers has grown from 18,243 in 2001 to 28,789 in 2010, representing a57.8% increase. In Ching, the
number of lawyers has grown from 66,269 in 2001 to 185,513 in 2010, representing a 280 per cent increase. In
comparison, the percentage growth of lawyersin Chinais about 4.8 times that of Japan. The growth of the legd
profession in Japan resulted from areform of its judice adminigraion sysem following the adoption of the Find
Report of the Judtice Sysem Reform Coundil in 2001, which advocated a subgtantia increase in the number of
lawyers. In Ching, the growth of lawyers was dtributed to the dramatic growth of law schodls, as wdl as the
increased popul arity of law asacareer choice of college Sudents.

In our research project, we adopted the conceptud framework of comparative legd ethics as devised by Hazard
and Dondi, who argued for Sx ‘professond virtues of competence, independence, loydty, confidentidity,
responghility, and honorable conduct. On competence, our dudy reveded tha the Chinese regime is less
comprehensive than its Japanese counterpart. On independence, the Jgpanese regime confers a high degree of
independence on its legd professon, while its Chinese counterpart dearly Sipulates its legd professon to be
regulated by the date, namdy, the Minigry of Judice On loydty, both China and Japan have developed a
comprehensive regime for this ‘virtue’. On confidentidity, the Japanese regime has deveoped a comprehensive
regime for this ‘virtue’, while its Chinese counterpart s&t the exception of ‘date secret’. There is ds0 a noted
absence of the doctrine of legal professond privilege, which made Chinafaling short of internationd best practice
in terms of the confidentidity virtue. On responghility, both countries have incorporated the virtue, and both are
dmilar inther emphass on the regulation of improper competition. On honorable conduct, both have incorporated
the virtue but they have different emphads. Japan focuses on retainer and fees, while China sressesthe prevention
of briberies
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