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Bank te Mitchell. No dlaim had been mutie against the testator
i respect to this suretyghip, but after hie desth a dim wua made

by the Bank ajaizit hie etate for £4000 and the exeoutore paid
£3100, part of the ainotint olaimed, and the preserit proceeding
was for the purpose of determining whether notwithsta.nding the
releame of debts, the exeutore were entitled to deduet the amouit,
so paid front moneys coîning to, J. J. Mitchell out of the estate.
Parker , J., field that until a surety had paid sornething under his
guarantee there ie no debt; at lame, but only a right tu go into
equity tu comipel the principal to indemuify the surety against
the liability. Therefore hie heki that the release of debts did flot
bar the right of the executors to retain the legacy payable to J. J.
MNit chelI ini order to make good pro tanto what thiey had paid the
Bank.

DENTISCT-1"NRw,ICLTEREI' PRSON AL'TING AS DENTIST--N,,3E: On
TITLE 0F DoENT5T-DEÇIPrION IMPLYING TIIAT A PEIISON 1e
RtC.EItE -DENTisTe ?w', 1878 (41-42 Vic'r. c. 33), s. 3-
-(1 GE:o. V. c. 39, ss. 18, 25, ONT.)

Robr-8oii v. Haivkiem (1913) 1 K.B. 57. Tfhe defendant in
thisý ease was îîcither a registered dentist nor a duly qualitied
neieial practitiorer. but carried on dent istry. and was apr lied
tu hy the plaintif,. whi was in the ernploy-nient of a municipal
couni tend whose teeth were dtŽfertive, for a certificate that his
teet h were in a satisfactory state. He toi the defendant lie was
requireùi tu get a certifieate front a registered dentise and pro-.

emda paper containing the' requireinentx, which the defendant.
read. The defendant examiined thlie plaintiff es teeth and extracteti1
soit, antI asured hinm that hie had given hutndreds of surit certifi-
cates to the Post Office, and that lie woul give the' plaintiff the
certifiett required. when hie returned on a subsequent day tu,
have his teeth flnished. The defenilant did flot at anv titue,

e it in writîng or orally, state thàt hie was a "dentie or ia
registered dientist." or state that he wae a Ijerm)n specially quali-
fied tu practise dent-ý 'ry, nor did lie, i fart. give the required
(etrt ifieate, andti e mlagistrate Wreed tu eon viet. Thel )i%-i.ionial
Coaurt ilard Alverstone, ('.J., and ('hanneil and Avory, JJ.).
liowvver, helti that the clefendant hati etnîmni)ittteti ait offenee, aitd
that %vhen lie was inforxneil by the plaintiff that hie requfred the
vertifieate of a regi-,tervit dentigt, what the' defentiant did wax,
iti faet. ta boit! himuéelf oîut am lsŽing a registereti dentist eoini-
1;4twnt ta give the' rijuiretl certificate, and the' ca;te wa.4, therufore,
ri'niittel %vith a direction ta convict.
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