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ArƟficial intelligence 
 
ArƟficial intelligence (“AI”) is a posiƟve technological revoluƟon that is desƟned to have an impact on all lawyers, 
irrespecƟve of their field of acƟvity, their professional pracƟces or the size of the structure to which they belong. 
ArƟficial intelligence can be put to many uses for lawyers, but it needs to be supervised. At the start of the 2024-
2026 term of office, the Conseil naƟonal des barreaux became aware of these issues and set up a working group 
dedicated to AI, led by Hélène Laudic-Baron, Vice-President of the Conseil naƟonal des barreaux, with the aim of 
bringing together all the experƟse of the insƟtuƟon for a global and coherent approach to the issue. In July 2024, 
this working group presented its acƟon plan, which is structured around the main challenges of AI. The CNB's 
plan addresses issues such as fundamental freedoms, training, ethics, the illegal pracƟce of law, access to law, 
data and the environment. 
 
The plan presented by the CNB has led to in-depth reflecƟon and the introducƟon of tools. In parƟcular, a fact 
sheet on the control of AI and a fact sheet dedicated to the defense of conƟnental law at a Ɵme of the 
development of AGI, essenƟally trained on English-speaking data and according to Anglo-Saxon models. The 
acƟon plan is also accompanied by the profession's first pracƟcal guide to AI, to help lawyers make the most of 
these new tools and, ulƟmately, deploy them in their firms and integrate them into their business processes. 
Since then, the working group has conƟnued its work, in parƟcular on the ethical aspects of using AI and on 
training - essenƟal if we are to seize all the opportuniƟes it offers, while being aware of its limits and ensuring 
that its use complies with our professional code of ethics. 
 
The profession is convinced that arƟficial intelligence represents a formidable tool for access to the law for 
individuals, already enabling lawyers to improve their performance by reducing the Ɵme they spend on certain 
Ɵme-consuming tasks. 
 
However, while a framework is needed to guarantee respect for human rights in the use of arƟficial intelligence 
and fundamental rights, the fact remains that all lawyers need to grasp and train in arƟficial intelligence. In this 
respect, a naƟonal training plan is currently being drawn up. 
 
To avoid a digital discrepancy between large law firms, which have the financial and human resources to develop 
and/or acquire AI tools, and smaller law firms, the Paris Bar launched an historic plan in October 2024, offering 
14,000 Parisian lawyers pracƟcing alone or with a co-partner a free, unlimited access to GenIA-L, Lefebvre-Dalloz's 
AI-based legal research tool, unƟl December 31, 2025. Other partnerships with several legaltechs are being set 
up in parallel, with negoƟated rates payable by the lawyers. 
 
The Paris Bar, aware of the challenge posed by arƟficial intelligence, has made it a point of honour to work on 
training (it is essenƟal to offer lawyers training in generaƟve AI - how to feed an AI, how to ask quesƟons, 
obligaƟon to verify the informaƟon communicated by the AI and the sources communicated) but also on 
informing the public (informing the public about the limits of AI; this is a task led by the Paris Bar, which has 
already pursued several applicaƟons). 
 
Environment 
 
The year 2024 was marked by radical changes in environmental law and administraƟve procedure, notably 
through the Agricultural Sovereignty Bill. The French bar has highlighted the risk of restricƟng access to the courts 
and to jusƟce in environmental maƩers, under the guise of administraƟve and regulatory simplificaƟon measures. 
Indeed, certain provisions of the draŌ law allow the government to subsƟtute administraƟve sancƟons for 
criminal sancƟons, notably the administraƟve sancƟons provided for under European law, by means of 
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ordinances. In so doing, farmers would be deprived of the guarantees of criminal procedure, and environmental 
protecƟon associaƟons would be deprived of the possibility of bringing a civil acƟon in defense of their interests. 
 
In addiƟon, the bill provides for a reform of liƟgaƟon concerning certain agricultural projects, by allowing the 
possibility of a suspension injuncƟon only aŌer the expiry of the Ɵme limit set for the crystallizaƟon of arguments 
before the court of first instance. These provisions would mean that, on the one hand, the applicant would have 
to seek crystallizaƟon of all the arguments at the start of the procedure, and on the other hand, would have to 
systemaƟcally request an interim suspension in order to avoid the risk of no longer being able to do so once the 
arguments have been crystallized. This would lead to a heavier volume of liƟgaƟon and a considerable increase 
in applicaƟons for interim relief. 
 
In the CNB's view, these measures also undermine the public's right of access to informaƟon and parƟcipaƟon in 
the environmental decision-making process, both of which are guaranteed by the Aarhus ConvenƟon, raƟfied by 
France and the European Union. 
 
The profession conƟnues to play an acƟve role in environmental legislaƟon affecƟng legal pracƟƟoners, in 
parƟcular the CSRD direcƟve (reporƟng and sustainability). Two guides desƟned to French lawyers will shortly be 
published, to support them in their sustainability consulƟng and audiƟng acƟviƟes in the light of the direcƟve. 
The CNB and the Paris Bar AssociaƟon will be keeping a close eye on the measures to be proposed as part of the 
“ omnibus package ” announced by the European Commission, and their potenƟal impact on French regulaƟons, 
and for lawyers. 
 
Profession 
 

 Proposed law on the confidenƟality of in-house counsel consultaƟons 
 
On November 17, 2023, a bill was tabled in the French Senate to introduce legal privilege into French law, i.e. the 
confidenƟality of legal opinions, consultaƟons and correspondence by in-house lawyers. 
The CNB has highlighted the risks inherent in the introducƟon of such a law, which would weaken lawyer-client 
privilege, create inequaliƟes between companies with and without lawyers, and hinder access to evidence by 
liƟgants. 
 
The Paris Bar, for its part, fully supports the creaƟon of a French-style legal privilege, which would not weaken 
lawyer-client privilege and would enhance the aƩracƟveness of France as a legal center, provided it does not lead 
to the creaƟon of a new regulated profession and does not prevent the conƟnuaƟon of the in-house lawyer 
project. 
 

 Code of ethics for lawyers 
 
The law of December 22, 2021 reformed the code of ethics for lawyers, with the aim of strengthening public 
confidence in the profession. The decree establishing the Code of Ethics for Lawyers was published in the Official 
Journal on July 2, 2023. However, when examining the Code of Ethics, the Conseil d'Etat made observaƟons that 
led the CNB to make amendments and addiƟons to the Code concerning : 
 

 the extension of the possibility of waiving lawyer-client privilege for the purposes of self-defense in 
amicable seƩlement procedures; 

 updaƟng the provisions on incompaƟbiliƟes between the profession and other acƟviƟes, in parƟcular to 
take account of territorial changes; 

 the addiƟon of provisions relaƟng to lawyers' relaƟons with the courts, in parƟcular by reiteraƟng the 
lawyer's freedom to plead and specifying the procedures for resolving hearing incidents, with the 
fundamental role of the bâtonnier. 

 
The French Bar welcomes these adjustments, which will guarantee the coherence, modernity and effecƟveness 
of the lawyers' code of ethics, while respecƟng the fundamental principles of the profession and the expectaƟons 
of liƟgants. 
 

 RelaƟons between lawyers and judges 
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On March 21, 2024, the CNB and the Cour de cassaƟon hosted the first naƟonal day honouring the two 
professions of lawyers and judges. This day, iniƟated by the Joint ConsultaƟve Council on Judicial and Legal Ethics, 
enabled lawyers, judges and registry staff to exchange views on subjects of shared interest, and to highlight best 
pracƟces for consolidaƟng harmonious relaƟons in the service of quality jusƟce, parƟcularly in terms of ethics. 
 
The CNB has taken a strong stance on this fundamental issue, on the one hand denouncing aƩempts by 
administraƟons to inƟmidate and undermine the independence of lawyers (pressure, threats) in its resoluƟon of 
September 20, 2024, recalling that the independence of lawyers and respect for professional secrecy are 
fundamental principles protected by law, essenƟal to the defense of the rights and freedoms of liƟgants and to 
the rule of law. Furthermore, the CNB denounces the fact that certain high magistrates may consider that 
violaƟons of procedure are the fault of the lawyers who raise them, rather than serious infringements of ciƟzens' 
individual freedoms. Lastly, the CNB strongly denounces the remarks made against the legal profession at the 
opening ceremonies of certain Courts of Appeal, implying that lawyers are obstacles to the efficiency of jusƟce. 
 

 Impact of the EU anƟ-money laundering package on the legal profession 
 
The “EU anƟ-money laundering package” was published on June 19, 2024 in the Journal office of the European 
Union. The package includes the establishment of the AMLR6 authority, the regulaƟon on the prevenƟon of the 
use of the financial system for the purpose of money laundering, and the 6th AMLD6 direcƟve. 
 
This new package marks a strong desire to Ɵghten the control mechanisms of persons subject to AML/CFT 
vigilance and reporƟng obligaƟons, and in parƟcular lawyers. While the regulaƟon on the prevenƟon of the use 
of the financial system for the purpose of money laundering strengthens vigilance and customer idenƟficaƟon 
measures, as well as those relaƟng to the reporƟng of suspicions, the most striking new provisions concern the 
supervision of those subjected to these obligaƟons, and in parƟcular the self-regulated professions. 
 
The CNB is drawing the aƩenƟon of the French public authoriƟes and remains parƟcularly vigilant with regard to 
naƟonal amendments to the Monetary and Financial Code, to ensure that measures adopted at naƟonal level to 
implement European law do not call into quesƟon the self-regulaƟon and independence of the profession and 
professional secrecy. 
 
JusƟce 
 

 Decree simplifying the appeals procedure in civil maƩers 
 
Decree no. 2023-1391 of December 29, 2023, which applies to acƟons brought on or aŌer September 2024, has 
substanƟally reformed the appeal procedure with a view to simplificaƟon. On the one hand, the CNB welcomes 
certain advances such as: 
 

 The clear division of provisions between the ordinary appeal procedure and the summary procedure, 
and the precise definiƟon of the powers of the president of the chamber, the designated magistrate and 
the “Conseiller de la mise en état”;  

 The “devoluƟve” effect of the appeal has been made more flexible, by allowing the appellant to menƟon 
in the first appeal submissions one or more of the missing points of the operaƟve part of the judgment 
criƟcised in the statement of appeal. 

 the explicit definiƟon of force majeure as “ a circumstance not aƩributable to the party's fault and which 
is insurmountable for that party ”; 

 the systemaƟc invitaƟon to the parƟes to enter into a parƟcipaƟve procedure agreement for the 
purposes of preparing the case for appeal. 

 
However, while the CNB welcomes these measures as contribuƟng to a simplificaƟon of the appeal procedure, it 
regrets in parƟcular the maintenance of the automaƟcity of the sancƟons imposed on the parƟes, namely the 
lapse of the declaraƟon of appeal, or the inadmissibility of the pleadings. The CNB therefore urges lawyers to 
take advantage of the parƟcipaƟve procedure to avoid the severity of the Ɵme limits and the automaƟc sancƟons 
aƩached to them. 
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 Lapse of proceedings on appeal 
 
On December 19, 2023, the CNB and the Paris Bar acted as amicus curiae before the French Supreme Court (Cour 
de cassaƟon) in a case concerning the condiƟons under which proceedings lapse on appeal. On March 7, 2024, 
the Cour de cassaƟon reversed its posiƟon in this case. 
 
Whereas the French Supreme Court had previously held that Ɵme limits for the lapse of proceedings on appeal 
ran against the parƟes once the procedural formaliƟes had been completed, the Cour de CassaƟon now 
recognizes that Ɵme limits for the lapse of proceedings cannot run against the parƟes simply because the 
procedural formaliƟes have been completed. The Ɵme limit now runs against the parƟes only insofar as the 
Conseiller de la mise en état sets a Ɵmetable or enjoins the parƟes to accomplish a parƟcular diligence. 
 
This overturning of the case law contributes to beƩer protecƟon of individuals’ access to the law and jusƟce. 
Indeed, some liƟgants were being penalized by a lapse of proceedings, even where the legal Ɵme limit had been 
exceeded, for example, because the Court of Appeal was unable to set a hearing date within the legal Ɵme limit 
for the lapse of proceedings, due to a backlog in the dockets. 
 

 Legal aid 
 
Since 2020, France has introduced degressive legal aid for cases where the lawyer assists several people in the 
same proceedings based on the same facts and/or claims. With the aim of achieving budget savings, the Ministry 
of JusƟce has drawn up and forwarded a draŌ decree aimed in parƟcular at increasing the already exisƟng 
degressive legal aid scheme. The CNB is strongly opposed to this new draŌ decree, insofar as degressive legal aid 
is already provided for, and its aggravaƟon is in no way jusƟfied in view of the heavy investment made by lawyers 
in the handling of trial files where they are called upon to defend several clients. This involvement of lawyers 
remains for every client defended, even in cases involving idenƟcal facts and claims. 
 
Fundamental rights 
 

 VisiƟng rights of the President of the Bar and dignity of detenƟon condiƟons 
 
Three years aŌer the introducƟon of the right to visit places of deprivaƟon of liberty granted to bâtonniers and 
their delegates, and provided for in arƟcle 719 of the French Code of Criminal Procedure, the French bar has 
noted a tendency on the part of the authoriƟes to impose increasingly severe restricƟons on the right to visit. 
These restricƟons include a limit of two lawyers per visit (the President of the Bar and/or his delegate, and a 
member of the Bar Council), a ban on taking photographs, on talking to detainees in police custody or 
administraƟve detenƟon centers about their condiƟons, and on consulƟng the custody register when the visit 
takes place in a police staƟon or “gendarmerie”. 
 
The CNB and the Paris Bar recall that the right of the President of the Bar to visit places of deprivaƟon of liberty 
is a fundamental element in ensuring that persons deprived of liberty are held or detained in condiƟons 
compaƟble with arƟcle 3 of the European ConvenƟon on Human Rights. The CNB and the Paris Bar are therefore 
in favour of strengthening the bâtonnier's right to visit, in parƟcular by adapƟng the number of lawyers authorized 
to visit an establishment to the size of the establishments visited, enabling the bâtonnier and his delegates to talk 
to detainees and prisoners and gather informaƟon (e.g. photos), and finally, extending the right to visit to other 
places of deprivaƟon of liberty. 
 

 Mechanisms for regulaƟng prison overcrowding 
 
Prison overcrowding and condiƟons of detenƟon in France is a major issue in terms of fundamental rights 
violaƟons. The work of the CNB and the Paris Bar AssociaƟon has highlighted the alarming consequences of 
endemic prison overcrowding, the worsening condiƟons of administraƟve detenƟon and the deplorable hygiene 
of most police custody faciliƟes. For several years now, the CNB and the Paris Bar AssociaƟon have been raising 
the alarm about the physical and mental health of people deprived of their liberty, for whom prison overcrowding 
is an aggravaƟng factor. 



5 
 

 
In a report presented in December 2024, the CNB proposed a two-phase mechanism for permanently regulaƟng 
prison overcrowding. The first phase would consist of a “ state of prison emergency ”, with the aim of bringing 
the prison occupancy rate down to 100%. During this 3-year period, excepƟonal measures such as adapted 
sentence reducƟons or sentence conversions would be granted by the sentence enforcement judge. In the second 
phase, a permanent mechanism would be put in place, with the aim of reducing the prison occupancy rate to 
between 90 and 95%. 
 
In order to ensure the effecƟveness of the mechanism in both phases, the CNB foresees sancƟons in the event of 
non-compliance with the set thresholds. These include the forced release of inmates in the event of non-
compliance with the thresholds, and compensaƟon for inmates suffering the effects of prison overcrowding. 
The CNB and the Paris Bar regularly join forces with human rights associaƟons, notably the French secƟon of the 
InternaƟonal Prison Observatory, to raise the issue of prison condiƟons in the French prisons frequented by 
Parisian lawyers. The Paris Bar Council has passed several resoluƟons calling for a prison regulaƟon mechanism 
to put an end to this systemic overcrowding. 
 

 Reform of immigraƟon liƟgaƟon and the right of defense 
 
The law to control immigraƟon and improve integraƟon came into force on January 26, 2024. Throughout the 
parliamentary procedure, the CNB and the Paris Bar were concerned about the infringements of the dignity and 
needs of foreign naƟonals and the exercise of their rights. Following on from the law of January 26, 2024, decree 
no. 2024-799 of July 2, 2024 on the simplificaƟon of liƟgaƟon rules has specified the procedural terms and 
condiƟons for appeals against deportaƟon procedures before the administraƟve and judicial courts. In parƟcular, 
the decree sƟpulates that hearings for foreign naƟonals are to take place either by a delocalized hearing or by 
video-conference. The CNB reiterates that these ruling procedures are contrary to the right to a fair trial (which 
presupposes access to the judge, public hearings and equality of arms) and are discriminatory. Furthermore, the 
CNB reiterates the strict need to comply with the essenƟal prerequisites for the use of delocalized hearings and 
video hearings, namely that : 
 

 the premises must be under the authority of the Ministry of JusƟce, enabling public hearings to be held, 
to the exclusion of premises located in the center itself or connected to the buildings making up the 
centers, 

 the heads of jurisdicƟon must be the only persons able to decide on the modaliƟes for controlling 
entrances, entrusted to agents of the republican security companies, 

 the use of delocalized courtrooms must guarantee the clarity, security, sincerity and publicity of 
proceedings, 

 the parƟes must have access to the case file to prepare their defense as soon as the courtroom opens, 
with premises guaranteeing the confidenƟality of interviews and equipped with a workroom reserved 
for the parƟes. 

 Following the example of the CNB, the Paris Bar AssociaƟon, in a report dated June 18, 2024, reiterated 
its firm opposiƟon to the use of videoconferencing, which should only be used as a last resort. 

 
French reforms: from the proposed law to rid France of the scourge of drug trafficking to the rewriƟng of the 
definiƟon of rape 
 
The profession has paid close aƩenƟon to the various bills tabled in both the Senate and the NaƟonal Assembly. 
Numerous amendments have been proposed to senators as part of the proposed law to combat drug trafficking, 
in order to counter proposed reforms to the code of criminal procedure which infringe the fundamental principles 
of equitable proceedings, the right to a fair trial, the rights of the defense and equality of arms, as enshrined in 
the European ConvenƟon on Human Rights (arƟcle 6), the Charter of Fundamental Rights of the European Union 
(arƟcles 47 and 48) and the code of criminal procedure (preliminary arƟcle). 
 
Similarly, representaƟve bodies have regularly reiterated that lawyers cannot be equated with their clients, on 
the one hand, by being described as thugs who use manoeuvres to have proceedings annulled, and, on the other 
hand, by only doing their job as defenders and basing themselves solely on the legal and procedural means 
emanaƟng from the code of criminal procedure and the penal code. 
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Lastly, the profession remains very aƩenƟve to the need to respect the presumpƟon of innocence and the rights 
of the defense, parƟcularly with regard to the reform of the definiƟon of the crime of rape and the offence of 
sexual assault, which provides for the inclusion of the noƟon of consent. This change de facto reverses the burden 
of proof. 


