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SOL.îCrroR AND C! JENT--l'NCEWRriviCMTEO St)LICITOR-COSTS AND
»1SB'RNEENT~-RITA!NROP CORTS OU'T OF CIFNT 'p. MONEYS

-SOLICITORS ACT, 1874 (37-38 Vivr. c. 68), s. 12.

Jlroirme v. Barbrr (191:3) 2 K.B. 553, i.s a case wbieli shows
thiat thiere is a difference between Englishi anid Ontario Statute
law, in regard to solicitors practi.ýÀng wit.hou-t et certifleate.

Tho Englimli Solieitors Act, 1874, s. 12, provides that, wht're ill
tuiqtialifledl pt'rson ngets as a molicitor, he can reover no fee
reward, or disbiurseinient, for inythiing so done. It was thert'fore
lield, ini this case, by the -Court of Appeal (Willianis, Farwell,
and Kennedy, L.JJ. J. affirîning Chnniieil, J., that, %v.herýe an
unqul itied( person net.% ais a solicitor, lie cemnoot rt'tain ont of nniy
mfoIIQys of bis oliit, %viieiC conUC tt> bis biands, any, fee, reward,
or dishurcînent. l'nder tht' Ontario Act (2 Geo. V. '.28), el penl-
ilty of $40 la; impoqed on a solieitor practising withiout a eer-

tifieate (s. '24) ; ant ie is matie liable, to ouspen.4ion (s. 2-5)
and lie cannot. rveover iny fee, or reward, or d(Esbutr.eiinent, ïor

anything done by hlmii whih' inxplrisoiied or sllspen(h'd (s,. 27). l3 v

s. 4. permois practisitig wvithout heiîig ntlmîtted, are gilty uf a
eontenipt of Court. But the' Ontario Aet does not alppeair to
contain any similar provision 10 tha,-t of the Eniglishi A'2t of 1874

above inentioned. M'lien thie Ontario statute' wa's rect ntly untder
revision, it seerrhs a pity a siîiliar provision to thiat of the Englisbi

* Aet of 1874, wvns not included.

î' STATUTE op LiMMArvIONS (21 mAc., c. 16) -(10 ED\V. VIL, c. 34,
s.46-49)-TRUST--ýX1'RFE$4 TRUST-SIIIPIPING \GFZNT-

SALE 0F CARGO AND PAYMENT 0F CLAIMS BY AGENT-3AL,\NCE

IN AGENT'S HIANDS.

JIcnry v. Ilamniond( (1913) 2 KÇ.B. 515. TliLs wa's an action

bronght by a principal against, his agent, who bRil been employed
byv tdie plaintiff to sell a cargo of goods, which biai heen malvcd,

and1 out of the proceeds pay ail clainuq and exj enses in connection

witbi the cargo. This the defendauit did, uin 1883, and banc

remained ln his bands, which w'as, not paid over to the plain-

tiff, and of whieh he did not know. ThiLs balance appearedi tlte

defendant's balance sheets f roin 1884 to 1888 as a debt owing,
the nanie of the vessel carrying the cargo had been first inentioned,

but the naine of the croditor w-as not statcd. and in 1889 it was

carried to profit and loeî in bis accounts, and thçe&eafter did not

'~ kappear on the -Ialai'ee shieets. The defendant set upl the' Statute
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