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and the privileges conferred upon him by the governing body.
His average if e, if of a high moral character, adds very materi-
ally to the repute of the profession to which he belongs, and if he
lowers the tone of that if e by misconduet or bad living, he un-
coiisciously lowers his profession in the eyes of respectable men.
If ail lawycrs were immoral in their living, or otherwise dis-
reputable, the Profession would become out-cast and condemned.
If they were ail upriglit men, the Profession would stand as the
highest and noblest calling in the world. The question is one
of dcgree and comparative standing, and the nearer we indi-
vidually approaeh to the ideal, the highcr wîll be the plane
rcachcd by the organization of whîch we form a part.

Another element to be considered is this: How shahl we up-
hold the honour of the Profession, except by uprightness in the
practice of it? I am not refcrring to the matter of upright-
ness in the sense in whîch it is used by religious denominatioùls.
What is meant is the high sense of honour of each individual,
the aggregate of whieh is eirý stalluz.Â «n the woi'ds of my sub-
ject. What are the objeets of the lawyer's calling. Amongst
others, there is the conscientious performance of his duty in
aiding in the administration of justice and law. There is also
the desire to sec that no undue advantage is taken as regards
others. There are rights due by our Profession to persons
other than our own clients. Do wc up-hohdprofessionah honour
by sharp practice, or by laying traps for an unwary antagonist
to fali into, and by this mcthod scck to advance our case at thc
expense of an innocent man? If wc believe in truth and
honesty, arc wc justified in conccaling facts which, if known,
might mihitate against our clients. Are wc acting uprighthy
whcn we kcep a witncss hidden, or a fact undiscloscd, which
we admit would be most important in its bcaring on thc issue?
In other words, should we not ail unitc in dealing f rankly with
each other, and with the judges and the public, and lay bare
thc actual truth, and on that, and that alone, ask that the very
right of the issue be determined. We miglit ask the question,-
Why we do not corne into court with full disclosure, and many


