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CRIMINAL L Aw-AuTRrois ACQ IT-PERIL 0F ('ONVICTIC'N ON
PRzviQus cHARGt-Two OkY ENCES SUBSTANTIALLY THE
SAME.

The Kingi v. Barron (1914) 2 K.B. 570. The defendant in this
case had been previously indicted for sodomy and acquitted.
He was charged in the present case with committing an aet of
gross indecency with another maie person. The facts proved
were admittedly the same as those on which the previous charge
was based; the defendant pleaded autrefois acquit and gave the
former charge and acquittalin11 evidence, but it was held by Rîdiey,
J., that the plea wag not proveci, and the defendant was convicted.
The Court of Criminal Appeai (Lord Reading, C.J., a~nd Lawrence
and Lush, JJ.) affirmed the conviction, holding that to establish
a plea of autrefois acquit, it must be shown either that the defen-
dant had been pr2viousiy acquitted for the sq-"e offence, or couid
have been convicted at the previous trial of the offence with which
he is subsequently charged. Here the Court held that on the *
charge of sodomy the defendant could flot have been convicted
of gross indecency and, although the prior charge necessarily in-
volved gross 'ndecency, yet the acquittai for the graver offence
did noý necessariiy involve an acquittai for the mninor offence.

PRACTICF, - COSTS - TAXATION - PLAINTIFF'S TRAVELLING EX-
PENSES-CONDITION 0F ALLOWANCE-JURISDICTION 0F TAX-
ING MASTER.

Hlarbin v. G7ordon (1914) 2 K.B. .577. This case turns on a
siml le question of practicc. On a taxation bctween party and
party i.charge was made for the traveling expenses of the plain-
tiff which thc taxing officer allowved, subject to the condition f bat
the plaintiff>s 'golicitors shouid produce to hirni either a reccîpt
by the plaintiff of the said sum from his solicitors or a letter from
the plaintiff showing that he knew that the aînount had been al-
lowed to him. The plaintiff appealed, but the Court, of Appeal
(Williams, Buckley an.d Kennedy, L.JJ.) held ti.zL the taxing
officer had juri8diction to impose the condition. Williams, L.J.,
however, disgented, thinking the taxîng master's condition had the
cffect of casting an uncailed-for slur on solicitors as a profession.

PRINCIPAL AND AGENT-HO7JSE AGENT-LEASE 0F flOUSE-SIUB-
SEQUENT SALE TO TENANT-COMMISSION ON SALE-" EFFI-
CIENT CAUSE 0F SALE."?

Nightingale v. Parsons (1914) 2 K.B. 621. This was an action
by a house agent to recover a commission on the sale of a house inJ


