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Proud foot, JM [June 6.
RE SOLICITOR.

Solicitor-Restoration to roll-Evidence.
Upon a petition by a solicitor who was struck

off the roll on the ist September, 187,4, for not
having paid over money collected by him for a
client, to be restored to the roll, and to have the
order striking him off rescinded, it w~as shown
that the solicitor had now paid the money, and
the consent of the creditor to the prayer of the
petition was also produced.

HeZdi that corroborative evidence of the con-
duct of the solicitor during the period that his
name was removed frorn the roll, should be fur-
nished, ai-d that notice of the application should
be given to the Law Society.

W JOURNAL J1uS

ADIAN CASES. [raC.

An affidavit testifying to the proprietY If the
solicitor's conduct having been subse quentîY
furnished, it was ordered that the solicitor bc0
restored to the. roll if the Law Soçiety 0 ffer n
opposition.

An order to rescind the order strikiflg tbe
petitioner off the roll, was refused.

Aylesworth, for the solicitor.

that in making Up an account by a mortgagee in
possession unexpected difficulties present them-
selves, owing to delays by the plaintiff and the
death of parties who could give information as
to changes, which would probably swell the ac-
count of the mortgagee, are not such special cir-
curostances as will induce a judge to grant leave
to appeal.

The distinction between applications for in-
dulgence prior to decree and subsecjuent to de-
cree, coînmented on.

S. H. Blake, Q.C., for the defendant Brown.
Hoyles, for the plaintiff.

Cameron, J.] [June 6.
ARKELL, v. GEIGER.

Zntrjleader-Skerég's cosis-Sae

Where execution issued out of the High Court
of justice, and the sheriff obtained an inter-
pleader order under which an issue between the
parties was directed to be tried in the County
Court under.44 Vict. c. 70.

Held, that the sheriff was entitled to his costs
under the interpleader order, to be taxed on the
scale of the Court out of which the process on
which he seized the goods îssued.

Semble, that the parties to the issue should
also have their costs prior to the order directing
the issue on the Superior Court scale. Beatty
v. Bryce, go P. R. 32o, explained.

Glement, for the sheriff.
ý7 B. Clarke, for the execution creditors.
Ayleswort/i, for the clainiant.

[Jule 6.

SULLIVAN V. HARTY.
Administration order- W/èat matters Inay b

vestlzg'ated in taking the accounts udr i
It is not necessary to file a bill or brioig

action for administration except in cases whr

rnatters of misconduct are charged which ol
entitie a plaintiff to apply, at the outset o fcase, for an injunction or a receiver ;*alOh
cases in which this course has been take> theextra costs occasioned thereby must b on
the plaintif.,

Britton, Q.C., for the plaintiff.

Burton, J.A.] [Julie
6

Practice-Security on appeal-InslVecY

surery. o
Where, in consequence of the insolvency

one of the sureties in a bond given by thea
pellant. on appealing to the Court of AlPPe Of
is considered advisable to obtain hfurther Oe
better security, the application for that PurPOs
should be to the Court appealed from.-

Boyd, C.] [Julie -6.

REN v. ANTHONY.
Infant defendants out o] the jurisdictOtZ

Practice in serving brocess- f h
An application for a direction to Ofle

taxing officers to tax plaintiff's costs Of effcting
service of process upon the infant defedInt

resident out of the jurisdiction. do
BOYD, C. - The 0. J. Act and rtlles

not in terms provide for the practice Of serý'i09

of process upon an infant resident out 01th
to~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~, sevcewthnth ursicin

jurisdiction. Rules 36 and 37 and T0his p

to ervce ithn te jrisicton. til dh

pears, 

therefore; to be a case in whic

sect. 

12 of the Judicature Act and the l~ea

Boyd, C.]


