
as Ontario. is concernied, the. section would a-Pper to be practieiliy

"udra legat dtuty to provide necessarles f~rb~~iI.2d~

the.Enigilsh Poor Laws a diity: is, . e ieee,- impoaqd bLy Statutcu.'y
authorfty (sEe 4U,e, s . «)and. It tnay b.. that- the qection

of ii. Criinal Code we havé réferred to lias been adapted fromn
an English original without taking Ite account that in this Po
vince, at ait events. the law ir, as stated b>' lacMahon, J.:Se
Taschereau Cr. Code, p. 145-

What ma>' heonsidered as the afterinath of the one-ai.n......
Company' case of SaIlrniôn v. Stïlomotî (iS 89ý A.C. 22, waq before
Kekewich, J., recently, in the shape of an appeal by the âolicitur r
the successfui appeilant (romi the taxation of his cos5tsbcwe
solicitor and client. It is said in the report of the case Aý
~Ra.hael So LT. 236,) that the effect of the decigion of the C.àti't
of Appeal in I3rodcrl v. Saomon (I 1895) z Ch. 223, was to ruin thc
enterprising defendant and to reduce hirn to pattperism, so tli% iii
order to carry r.n appeal to the Ilouse of Lords it was uicssr
obtain leave to carry on the appeal ln forina pauperis. This l"' U
wvas obtainecl by a solicitor with the ailiterative tiame of Rai'h
knphael. The appeaI proved successful, and M-r. Raphnel's ci;unt
was rehabilitated financially. Unfôrttunatcly for Mr. Ritiph
Raphiati, however, his client ciied, and his extecutors or adnffiin;
trators, who Iltnow flot joseph," or, rather, Raphaei, dkpul)ttL
littie bil, and contended that as Mr. kaphaei had conducted Ohn
appeal for the deceased appeliant in forma patiperis, he coffid t
recover frnrn his estate costs. Kekewich, J., however, has 1huM
that inasmuch as Mr. kaphael %vms fot aàisigned hy the. cmit~r
as solicitor for the dt-ceaîed Saloi-non, biit carried on the appc-i inh
pursuatice of the decrasecI Sialemniý owi retaintr of hln, the
cirdinary contract must be premmod to cxiàd botween thepii
anci thut his estate wus hotnd tû pay coSts to Mr. kcuphaci,
nutwilhtandirig the pra&oeutigon of the appv-al la forma paupcvî1ý
Kekeiých.4 J., with a delicate humouir, obeerves thât «Ithe oni-eabw
compavy case was one of suo notoriety, and peopk- seed tl.

cusier Mr. Raphaei tvertity of rettu'd for his &mices nain
tradet,,mneit u hrn thoir bUticsesff intûo tne-ma# compmùk@i. ail.ýd
*fi avoid tieir IlaIulities. Therepon t4-y got up a te tivniaî to


