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1 arn the bearer to, you of a message from hirn which I will now
read:-:a

'II have given niy Lord Chancellor permission to cross theî
seas, so, that hie mnay address the meeting at Montreal. I have
asked him to convey from me to that great meeting of the lawyers
of the United States anid of Canada my best wishes for its success.
I1 entertain the hope that the deliberations of the distinguished lt
men of both countries who are to assemble aý Montreal may
add yet further to the esteem and goodwill which the people of
the United States and of Canada and the United Kingdom have
for each other."

The King's message forms a tcxt for what I have to say, and,
having conveyed that message to you, I propose in the flrst place
to turn to the reasons whieh make me t.hink that the class to
which you and I bclong lias a peculiar and extensive res1ponsi-
bility as regards the future relations of the three countries. But
these reasons turn on the position which courts of law hold in
Anglo-Saxon constitutions, and before 1 enter on thcmn I must
recall to, you the character of the tradition that tends to fashion
a common minci in you and me as members of a pýrofession that
has cxercised a profound influence on Anglo-Saxon society. It
is not difficult in an assemblage of lawyers such as we arc. to
realize the p)roceseî by whielh our customnary habits of thought
have corne into being and bind us together. The spirit of the
jurisprudence which is ours, cf the system which we apply to the
regulation of human affairs in Canada, in the United States, and
in Great Britain alike, is different fromn that whichi obtains in
other countries. It is its very peculiarity that Iends to it its
potency, and it is wortlî while to make explicit what the spirit of
our laws reallv means for us.

I read the other day the reflections of a foreign thinker on
whiat secmedl to hini the barbarismn of the entire system of English
jurispruidence, in its essernce judge-made and not based on the
scientific foundation of a code. I dIo not wonder at sue.h reflec-
tions. There ils a guif fixed between the mcthod of a code and ý
such proc- lure as that of Chief Justice Hlt in Coggi v. Bernard,
of Chief Justice Pratt in Armory v. Delmairie, and of Lord Mans-


