
Partnoor, disaenting), With great respect to sa distinguiahed a
tribunal, we humbly venture to think that the judginent of the
majority proceeds on grounds which do not commend thomselves
to what appears to us the common senise viesv of the case. Juries
do sometimes arrive at a clearer notion of what is justice between
litigants than do lawyers, and this, it seems to us, is one of those

* cases. Suppose a client wvrites to his solicitor and adinits having
eomnmitted saine crimainal act, and the solicitor negligently suffers
the letter to ho seen by the party injured, and the client is there-
upon prosecuted and sent ta gaol, according to this decision the

* client would appear ta have no rernedy against his solicitor except
a dlaim for nominal damages, becauso the injury lie suffers is the
consequence of his own act, and not that of his so!icitar. Whe'-eas
natural justice seems to require that the solicitor %vho has thus, by
his negligence, brought his client inta ruin and disgrace should be
held thereby to have been guilty of a wrongiul act, for which he
otight ta miake liot rnerely nominal but substantial compensation, g
This is nat the lawv acrording ta this decisioni af the flouse of
Lords, but nine persans out of ten, we venture to think, %vould say,
that it ought to be.

OF VESSEL FROM CHAtrEES-REQUI5ITI0N 13V GOVIMNMENT

DURING DE'rENTION-MEIASURE OF' DAM~AGE3S.

ElliotU Steam Tug Co. v. Payjne (1920) 2 KZB693. This action 2'
ivas brouglit by charterers of a %,essel against the owrners to recover
damages for detention of the vessel from the chartermr in breach
af the charterparty; while the vessel was oc detained it was requi-
sitioned by the British Gai ernment-and -the only question
diseussed is the meaure of damiages. In the absence af any evi-
dence shewing that the requisitioning arase out of the detention
by the defendants, 1Rowlatt, J., held that 'ýe plaintiffs were flot
entitled ta recover froni the defendants dainages f& the period
while the vessel wus so requisitioned.


