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Br«' 1. e. Boulton, for plaintiff. Stands f«r to-morrow; H.
J. Boulton files three papers and motions; W. W. Baldwin file
two Papens"; "1April 25th, ifidavit put in and filed byr R..
Baldwin"; May 5th, "-Rule granted"; June 28th, "The court
withholda giing an opinion on the present application at pre-
sent, W. W. Baldwin, H. J. Boulton."

June MOh, "Rule diocharged, W. W.. B., Esq."1 Nothing i.
more certain than if Bidwell had been proved to be practising
as au attorney, he would have been attached for contempt of
court, flned and imprisoned.*

The court exercised strict discipline over its attornies.
Many cases are found of motions against such officers. I give
some of them. In Easter Term, 8 George IV., May 3rd, 1827
(Proe.,Camipbell, C.J., and 8herwood, J.), "li re Sa4m. merrii4
one etc., motion for a rule to shew cause why an attacliment
should not issue against Samuel Merrili one of the attoruies of
this honourable court for a contempt on matters disclosed on
p1fi¶davit, John B. Robinson, Attorney-General,'granted' June
28th, "Attachment ordered, John B. Robinson, Attorney-Gen-
eral. '

hii Michaelmas Term, 7 George IV., Nov. 6th, 1826 (Proes.
Campbell, C.J., Boulton, and Sherwood, JJ.), "The Solicitor-
General handed into court (as public prosecutor) a present-
ment of the grand jury of the Newcastle district against Marcus
Whitehead, Esquire, together -with certain affidavits to support
the same for having charged, in the course of his profession ex-

*speo The Kilig V. Bidwell. Tay. 487. ]1arnabm~ Bidlil w"~ axinistra-
t0l- of' the estâte 09 WV&hburil. Nie celebrated son, Margha,1 Sprinu
J!'dwQI lied beer, a clerk in Washburn's offie. The whole trouble arose
fromn the fact that the elder BidwelI belng managing clerk for Washburn.
ia'd, as euelh, given in WaBhburrn's namne a direction to sheriff MoLman to.
releaéae a defendant frnm eusétody wlio had beeln in executrion, undrr a en.
ma. The Ipnintiff, one Broek dleuied tlio at'tiority tu give this order, auJ
bronglit en aetion for an esca-pe aginst the sherliff. The court he[d that
Washiburn had no authority te rolease the debtor, at ]oust not without
reeeiving paynt. of the debt; aud Brock recovered judginent against the
shrriff: Hroek v. MLa.Tay. 310, 308. Thereupon McLcul took th1est'
proceedingq. with the object of compeUling ]3ldweil to re-imbursehl-
b)ut, as we have seen, fuiled.


