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bursements, in which the amount for cadi service is flot stated,
but a lump sum eharged." The doubt as to tie effect of the
q2T'u1d case on the Johnsoib case lias been donc away with by the
judgment just delivered. "In Goýld v. Fer guson,-,ve did not-and
did not affect to-overrule Re R. L. Johnsioon," per Riddell, J.

To uflderstan1 the present position of tie law on the wvîole
question. it is necessary to look at the nature of the services

1edr. anti the form of the bill delivered in the Statinton case.
The tacts as set out in the reasons for judgment of the Hon. Mr.
.Justice Iliddell. are that the, defeudant Somerville had certain
propertY in Hamilton which lie son and his purchaser sold to the
('anada (irecers. Soînerville claimcd that lie had tie right to
re-ptirchase within a certain time, ant ie wislied to do so. Ife
ýs% Ghe plaintiff, who wrote uhle ow'ners, but they denied his
-illeged riglit, as did the Dominion Canners, who had ail intcrcst
withi tho Canada. Grocers. It was determined to issue a1 writ;
the pliaintiff told the clefendaint that lie did net practice as a solici-
toi,, and lie retained Mr. C. as solicitor who issued n wvrit. Con-
siderable negotiations tooc place whiehi resulted in a settiemient,
NNhiereb)v Somerville wva- to have the property for $30,wO. Thlis
settiemient wvas carried througbi. The bill as delivered to the
client contained "53 items of ordinary law services for which. a
fec inight be charged; 39 of these have a fee eharged. Tien
there are 2 charges of a kind net quite usual, but in no wry extra-
ordhiarv." ' 'ee on revising deed, examnination of titie, closing
transfer oi propertv, etc., amotint paid on settiement S30,000,"
for which a charge of $165 is mnade; and " Tee on negotiations as
above set out, and recovering property of the value of $60,00,
subjeet to a payment of $30,000, charged at $700. There are 14
items against which ne charge is made, and there are aIse 7 itemns
whirh mierely state receipt of letters and the like, whidh of course
have ne charge. On the 14 against whieli ne fee is entered,
there are 2 letters, 10 attendances and consultations, etc., one
draft propyisal and one teleplhoning, ail apparently during the
negotiations for settiemnent and being 'the negotiations above
set out,' referreti te in the $700 item." Where the solicitor lad
interviewvs with the client personally, separate anîounits were
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