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onle. It consists iii seeking every legi-
tirnate advantage for one's own client, fo
niattcr ho0%' tic clainîs of others iliay ho
affccted thecreby. 'l'ie miost usuial instance
of this is the ohtaining of priority, for
instance iui cases of insolvency. A man
whio bccomies fi nancially cm barrassed hias
naturally quite a number of creditors, ail
of ivhomi have an cqual righit to be paid
their demiands in fui). Now to the
untbinking, it scems nîanifestly unfair that
hecause onie of those creditors is thiotightfiil
cnough, to immediately secure tie services
of a laiwycr w"ho gets liin a judgmnent
whilst the other creditors are hazily
speculating on whatthey wiflldo, bis daim is,
unIess an assignmient intervenes, paid in
full, or as far as the assets will allow,
vvhilst the othiers get nothing. Suchi a
thing coutd not occur lu E ngland because
of the bankruptcy law ln force there, but
as ive have no sucli law iii Canada it can,
and docs not unifrequently occur boere.
If there is any injustice, therefore, it
is in the 'Jaiv flot in the lawyer. But is
there any injustice? I ruaintain flot.
E ach one of these mien lias a righit to have
bis dlaimi paid ln full. The amouint is, it
is assunied, justly due bini. Now if by
superior diligence and business foresigbit,
hoe obtains tic %vhole of it, even if lie
tliercby precludes others fromn receivingy
any part of theirs, lias he conmitted any
wrong? H-e lias mîerely secured what
%vas bis own and by legitiniate means. I
know of no principle of tiatural justice
which niaintains that a maan sliould flot
cniploy ail legitiniate means to obtain bis
own, oven %vhen by so doing lie mnay prevont
others fron receiving thelèir equally just
claîims. I-lis righits are totally unconnected
Nvithi theirs, and as long as xîo morally
censurable course is pursued to enforce
theni, no one, 1 takec it, will contend tliat,
iii tic absence of positive law on tic
subject, natural justice wvill conîpel lmi to
forego theni in favor of theirs.

Thiis is one instance only, but it ivili
serve -as an exemiplikat.,tioni of wvhat is
meant by legitiniate shiarp practice, if 1
nîay bc eri)Oritted to coin a phrase, and
the reasoningy in this case is likewise
applicable to ail otiers. 0f course, if
there is any fraud in sucb a transaction
it is worthv of the strongost reprobation,
anîd this sucli practice always receives
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from tic truc laivyer as distinguislied froin
the licttifogg:«er. To put this airgument
into tic forin of a pbilosoplical principle;
a nman is entitled to enforce the riulhts
acquired by natural law by every just nicans,
even if by so doing the riglits of otthers
whiolly unconnected witlî bis owvn arc ron-
dered incapable of enforcenient. Or, to put
it in the language of popular philosophy;
the early bird is entitled to Uic %vornî.

To deal non' withi tie tlîird, objection,
viîz: Uiat a lawy'er will take any case good,
bad,or indifférent, 1 niust begin by deîîyiîîg
the truth of this statement as it stands.
Nc lawvyer ivorthy of the naie %vill uzider-
take a civil case %vbichlie kniowvs to hc
niorally wrong. 1 venture to say that
there are not ten law offices iii Canada
in which clients are flot alnîost daily
iîîfornîed tlîat tiiere case is not good, tiat
it cannot be w'on. And this Milen thore
is no suspicion of mioral ivrongy; but
whien Uic inipossibilitv of winning the case
ap)pears froni the clierit's story, and it ver>'
rarcly doos, for nîost clients believe what
they do flot tell wvill nover be found out,
no truc lawyer wvould think of staininig his
professional lionor by attcmpting to sub-
stantiate it in court. Why thon, 1 hear
sonie one ask, are tliere any civil suits ?
One sidc iust bc righrt aîîd the other
wvrongP If wlîat you say is truc, wlhy is
not the party who is in the wrong not
inimediately so infornied aiid an end put
to aIl fardier litigation ? Softly, my good
friend ; there nîav he and in fact are
excellent reasons wlî> this sbould not ho
Uic case. iMany civil riglits are but tic
croation of positive Ian', and circumistances
may arise in whichi one positive Ian' mîay
conflict n'itlî anotlier. Wîiiclî, then, is to
bo obeyed? Thiis is a question n'hiclî only
a compercent court. after learned argumeont
can decide. To takec a sinîple case ;
suppose a nian owningr a large estate dies
after exectiting a vil in favor of sonie
person other than luis lawful hiir Non'
further, supplose tiat owing to Uhc non-
fulfilinent of sonie of the legal1 requisiros
for executing a wvill there is reason, to
believe that this last testament is not
legal îy valid. The hecir by law cornes to
a iawvyer and requcsts lii to contcst the
ivili. Is it wrong for hlmii to do so?
AdnîitiiîgtUic riglit of the inibvidual ro
acquire property-aiîo io oiie is muore
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