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                                                          ABSTRACT 



 

 

The standard conception of adversary advocacy postulates that lawyers be partisan towards 

clients, within the limits of law, and be unaccountable for the client’s lack of integrity. Thus, 

lawyers owe duties to both clients and judges. Partisanship requires lawyers to conceal from 

judges confidential information received from clients and to advance arguments they believe 

are incorrect. Thus, say critics, the standard conception permits lying and cheating. This 

essay refutes that proposition. It is argued that truth-seeking is merely instrumental in the 

legal system and what is sought is ‘proof.’ The standard conception is defended, albeit with a 

corrective emphasis on balancing partisanship with duties to promote effective judicial 

decision-making. Counsel’s role is defined as a licensed fiduciary intermediary, who by non-

disclosures and insincere arguments acts morally because such practises promote the 

legitimacy of the legal system and uphold client dignity. The contending views of leading 

proponents and antagonists of the standard conception are examined. 

 


