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lt was not intended that the validating Act should veet i.ý
Crowil any of the property in such a wyas to interfere
the righits of third persons; that wus not the effect of the.
and investig-ation of the tities was necessary in order te asec,,
and deal with ail outstanding dlairrs. The work done waa n,
s ary, inotwithstandixIg the. provisions of secs. 3 and 8Sof the A£1

The bil was not rendered in the manner requirvdi by,
Solivitors Act, because the itemis were flot morieyed eut;
when a defective, bill is rendered, it is conipetent for thie r
to accepit as abill and waïvetrict comPliance Mith the 8ta
The document was treated by the Govemlment as a bill-it
founid adequate te enable the Minister's legal adviiser to as&c
value of the. services rendered. There was no rejeetion of1
bill on the ground now talcen, and no request for a furtiier ace
givfig the. charges in detail. The transaction was on m
called for a lump-charge rathier than for elaborate detail;
the customi of conveyancers, as indicated by the. 'various 1
tariffs of co>sts adopted by the. associations, is te charge a Il
sumn conveyancing niatters.

The order in couneil was an approval of the adjustm.unt o:
account snd an acknowledgment of a prier valid retainer, av~
amounted to au agreement to pay. Tiie designation of the.
out of wthich the. account was to be paid in ne way qua]
the approvil of the. adjustment of the accounit.

It was saià that -nothing short of actual payment was suffi,
to relieve the. solicitors frein the. statutory obligation to deliý
bil. By secsi. 48 et seq. of the Solicitors Act, tiie solicitor anc
client have the. right to agree'net only as te remuneratioe,
conveyancing, but also as te remuneration for services lu eF
of business donc lu tiie Courts; and su are nt renders
delivery of abill unnecsy :sec. 66.-

Section 56 provides, that no action shall b. brouglit upoui
au are nt, burt that it sh4ll b. euforeed upon a ainz
application. But a petition of rilht is net u action: Rustoj
v. Tiie Qucen (1876), 1IQ.B.t>. 487.

Raiy v. Newton, [1913]1 I X.B. 249, distiuguished.
The. eficet of the introduction of the. English oitw.

1870, by tiie Ontario Law Reforin Act, 1909, was net to tak. 8
fr>mn the. solicitor and his client tII. powver of contracting w
tii.y always had, but te give a mI.w power, the. rigiit ofagee
upon an amnm in sudi a way as to preclude taxation, sae
cae -wbere the. Court sets aside the are nt as nfair.

In ordinary cases a reference te taxation may b. th
venient wav of d.ptpmniniz the. ciuantum of a bill. I this


