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the saine noble aîîd Icarned person intirnatcd tlîatil* an attorney were to
display ignorance of the A. B. C. of bis; profession, and damtage con-
sequently ensued, lie should bie bound to repaîr it ; but othcrwîsre un
action would flot lie.

Lord Campbiell entercd more fully into the question, observing,
«that iii an action sticl as this, by the client against thc professional

advisû cr, recover daniages arisitng from, the miscojiduct cf the profes-
sional adviser, tîtere wvas no distinction wliatevcr, between tîte law of
Scotland andi the law of England. The lav must be t1e samne iu ail
countries were lave has; been considered -as a science. The professional
adviscr lias nover been supposed to guarantec the soundness of bis ad-
vise. Against thc barrister iii Enzland and thc advocatc in Scotland no
action eati ou such. grounds be maintained ; but against the attorney,
bte profess;ionial adviser, an action nîay be maintained. But it la only
w'liere hoe is guilty of gross negligence ; because it would lie mon-
strous to, say tlîat lie is responsible for eveîi llîng into wlîat must be
considercd a mistake. You cari only expeet from him tlîat lie wvill be
lionestand diligeCnt. It wvill bc uttcrly imîpossible that you couid have
a class of men %vlîo, %vould give a grîarantee binding tlîemselves, in ad-
vising uipori suits at law, to be always in the riglît."l

Tlîc Lord Chrancellor, conctîrring in thiese views, restedl his opinions
siîortly upon this tround,-.tint" cc hen an action is brougit, against an
attorney, [le is hiable merely in cases where ho lias ehown a want cf
reasonablo skill, or ivhiei-c'e lias been guilty cf gros negligence."

SOLICITOR AN~D CLIENT -PURCHASE - FRAUD - -CONCEAL1ENT-

LAPSE 0F TMIE NO DEFENCE. 1

A vERY important and remarkable case, recently decided by the
House of Lords, is to bie found la the last ixumber cf Messrs. Clark &
Finelly's Reports, vol. 2, p. 714, illustrative cf the just severity ivith
vhîiclî professional frauds are visiied by courts of equity.

This decision is perliaps co cf the strongesturpon record in support
and eîîforcenîent, cf the grat principle, thiat where there is fraud,
lengtli of time shall be ne bar te the remcdy ; for there were many
circumistances in the case wlîich miglît appeartveil calculated at ail
events to, put the late Sir Johin Trevehyan on [ils inquiry ; circurustan-
ces which ivere pressed wvith great ability and confidence, thoîîgl wit-
hout success, by the appellant's counsel. The case in ail respects is
pcculiarly deserving of a deliberate perusal and attention.

The leading circumstances appear to'have, been shîortly these
In the year 1770, the hate Sir Johin Trevelyan was owner cf the

manor cf Seton, in Devonshire. Tite steward and receiver cf this
estate wvas the hate Mr. Thomas Charter, a solicitor residing ut Bis-


