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or for leu than ita value. It is the privilege of every profes-
sional man to help those Who would otherwise bo without lega1 -

assistance; but he ought to know what hie charities are costing
him and ought to see to it that hie generosity i. no+ visited upon

* 5iuIe other client whose means niay enable L m tý pay for the
work done nlot for hiru only but aiso for someone elNe. Simila. 'y
just as the mani Who selle goods below cost is an objeet of sue-
picion and a menace to hie confrères in the bu~siness, so a mani
who habitually undercharges je a danger te the profession for
as ho muet live, hie livelihood is necessarily derived from somne
other and poeeibly some qUegtiOLàble source or else he ie bring-
ing the standard of living down to a point which ivili neceeearily
drive botter mon into some more remunerative employmient
where they can live and do business according to higher notions
of propriety than the rewards in law will permit. One of the
firet reforme euggested, therefore, je somne systeni of charges
that wilI enable lawyers te ascertain and to chargê according to
the original cost of the work donc. It is scarcely necessary to
point out that our tariff absolutely ignores this. The only dis-
bursemente provided for are euch as are paid eut of pocket, and
many things that are nothing but diebursernente. such as the
coyping of documente, can only bo chargcd for according to
arhitrary fees. Now tht copying of documents is a dieburse- ~
nment pure uid simple, involving generally the purchase cif a
typewriter, the use of s0 mueh paper. the paynient of so mucli
wages and the intereet uipon capital invested in office fixtures
and roquired in the work; anid the first essential would be
to flnd out what, under modern conditions, is the cost of suchi
work and what is a faim profit te the solicitor for hie ehare in
the production of the document. Much of the work donc in an
office has similarly its own initial cot, but probably such a
thing is never considered in rnaking charges ani it is certairily
never contemplated in our tariff.

The tariff itseîf is not only extremelly antiquated but is very
partial. It miakes no provision for w-ýrk donc in the criminal 4
courts, for the vast amount of work done in connectien with


