
THE VOCATION 0F AN ADVOCATE.

difference, at any rate in courts of law, between bathos andpathos, and the line even in greatest* oratory is a very fineone. Everybody who takes an interest, as ail lawyers mustdo, in the art of speech, recails perhaps the most famous,Most moving passage ever spoken in the British House ofCommons in the last century,-the passage in John Bright'soration dealing with the Crimean War which contains thefamous phrase: "The Anget of Death is amongst us. YouInay almost hear the beating of his wings." And yet it isa good bouse of Commons tradition that when Mr. Brightwent out -into the lobby and received the congratulationsof his friends, one of themsaid "It is just as well you said'beating', for if you had said 'flapping' we should havelau,ghed." (Laughter.)
Now, Mr. Justice Duif, I had intended in what I firstsketched out for myseif tco occupy some portion of my time,and perhaps a major portion of the time, in discussing aquestion aiways, I think, interesting, and one which is ofimportance both to professional lawyers and to those of thePublic who take an interest in the law,-the question as tohow it is possible to reconcile the duty and function of anadvocate with the dictates of morality. But after I hadaccepted the invitation which Sir James on behaif of theassociation so kindly conveyed to me, I found that last yearthere had been delivered at a meeting similar tol this, andis recorded in the transactions of the association, a mostadmirable addresif I may be allowed to say so-on thissubjeet by Ohief Justice Mathers. I have read it-I~ hopeeverYbedy has read it-with the greatest interest and ap-pr'ec1ation ' Therefore I will curtail what I had intended tosyonl this aubject, though I wiîî not enitireîy omit it. Theproblern is a famniliar one. Most members of the bar havebeen ch4llenged'at at some time or other with the question"bow it is Possible, Sir, thât you, should be prepared todefend a guiltY man ?" We ail know that question; .and it isWorthCOnsidering for a moment, because it has a directOerng t%he question as to what is the real nature of thevocation of' the advocate.
Now is It consistent with the duty of honour and candourto espouse what Mnay be the worse cause, and perhaps, stilimore, to resist an argument which may turn out to, be, andmay upon its faeappear to be, founded on truth? IIow is'
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