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LIAJIILITY 0F THE FîIaM FOR Tlli ACTS 0F A PAIZTN-E'R.

Ail this question of criminating interroga-
tories would nover have arisen if inferrogator-
les uîiight ho administered at common iaw as
lu equity without obtaining leave first. If
there is uny objection to thora the person
interrogated could appiy for any alteration ho
inighf ivish to have made, but the first appli-
cation should corne from hlm, aud nlot frein
the other side. Nothing so înuch encourages
idie objections and fruitcess rosistance as the
refusing leavo f'or that w hich in the great
majorîty of cases ought to be grantedl as a
matter of course. The systeur invites ail sorts
of unnecessary and miscbievous, hecause ex-
pensive opposition. It is niow usual to oppose
ail interrogatories on ail occasions, although
they may ho quite unexceptionable. If the
objection hiad to corne after they wero adtoin-
îstered, it could ouly ho made when thero was
rcally sorne sufficient grocund at least for dis-
cussion. 'This, however, is a matter which is
flot confined to the administering of interroga-
tories alone, it applies quite as forcihly to the
necessity of ohtaining leavo 10 plead severi
rnatters,no matter how mucb armatter of course
it may ho f0 plead tho required pleas. Wo
hrope that when any changes are next mco lu
the practico at judgos' chambers, the mile me-
quiriog leave to administer interrogatories,
and to plead several maftters, wvill ho abolisbed-
-Solicitors' Journat.

LIABILIiY 0F THIE FJRIN FOR THE ACTS
0F A PAIiTNER.

The question under wlbat circunîstances tho
rcceipt of a clicut's rnoney by one inemaber of'
a flmmi of solicitors coustîtutes a roccipt by the
firm so as to eniler thein jointly and scverally
liable therefor, is a question which irîvolves
flot onlv somne considemation of the law of
partniemship, but also of the generai relations
between solicitor and client It is a fonàda
mental axiori of the lau' of partriers~hip, that
the act of one partuer dhies not hind thc resl,
mnless if fall within the geniemal scolie of tbe
partuersbip. WVhere it is sought to charge
thc firîn with liabilities occasioried by the act
of a, single member, the first question is,
whetber the act a hich occasioncd the liabilitv
relates to the partuership. If if does, thon if
is welîl settled that the cet of the single partoor
binds all the otbers (Ilope v. Ccat, 1 East 53).

Iu those unforfunate cases whlch sometinies
oceur, w here a suit is institîîtedl f0 make the
partuers lu a firta of solicitors lilatle for
moneys oisappropriated by a defaulting part-
uer, t ho chiot question is, wbether the niouey
s0 misappropiiated came to the hands of the
dcfaulting partuer lu the ordinary course of
tho business of the lirai. If if did, thon the
flrm are lialule. And this, as e oshaîl prcscntly
sec, muay lead f0 niee questions as tb what i-s
the omdinary course of business of a solicitor

900solicitor, when ho is nof acting in pur-
suancýe of aîîy special autlîority given to bita
by bis client.

As a general propositionu il lias been said
that if is riot lui the ordiuary course of a part-
nership businiess of solicitor's f0 receive rooney
for their clients. TOis point -,vas raised lu
St, Avbyn v. Somart (i6 W. Il. 2194, 1095),
w bore a client wvho w as entitlod to a shame in
a fund lu court gave a power of attorney t0
the firrn of solicitors w ho bcad acted for 1dma
lu the matter to recoivo the money. Tbe
poweor was a joint and several poweor, and one
of the partoors f0 whom if was fomwardod
availoul himself of if to obtain the rooney,
wbich ho paid into bis owu accourt and atter-
wards ahscouded 'The Lords Justices, affirro-
iug Vice-Charcellor Malins, held that this
mouey mnust ho treated as having coîne inîo
the bauids of the flîm lu tho course of their
business as solicitors, if; being fOc omdinary
course of business at the end of a lifigation
for flie solicitors t0 reccive the fruits of that
litigation for thoir clients. 'lhe cav e went a
good dciii on the knoiwlcdge of the transaction
which the flrm were construcfively deemed to
bave po.ssesed but is at any rate an auithor-
ity for it bcing in the oîdiucry course of busi-
ness for solicitors f0 receive mooey for their
clients. wbeu that iuoney is the fruit of the
lîfigation tbey have conduceted to a successful
issue. We shail preseufly sc that the gerieral
proposýition above stated must ho accepîed
with considerable modification.

Tf is not wiflîin tOc scopo of the ordiîîary
business of a solicitor to receive mouey freom
a client for the generai piirposcs of invostront
([irmain v. ,Jc/tosoïl, 2 E. & B. Ci). But it
seerrs that if mouey lie doposited with ono
partoor by a client of the fimni for the purpose
of being invested iu soîno particular secumity,
arîd'the partoor misapply the rooney, the other
partuers ulay ho maile jointly and severally
liable f0 accoount for if, on the grouud of tOc
transaction being witiu the ordiîîary course
of business of solicitors.

'lis lu the wcil kiiowu case of Blair v.
-Bromey (5 Ila. 556, 2 Phil. 3.54), the client
bcd banded a sum of iiioney to a partuer lu
the flrmi for the purpose of beiig invested on1
a partictîlar mortgagc. 'ie rccipieîîf partiier
prescntly represeuted to the client Iliat the
money had been s0 iovested, and paid luirr
reguiariy wbaf professed f0 o tie iutcrcst on
the momtgage, util the partuer becarue bank-
rupf. Tt was thon fouiid out, bu elve years
affer tire transaction took place, ihat the reiçi-
lent partner had uîisappmopriatcd the rooney.
It ivas amgued lu that caIse that it -ivas no part
of a soiicitor's ordinamy duty to reecivo nîoney
t0 la v out on momiage for bis clients. Thaf
m'iy bc so w bore no p'irticuuar mnertgage secu-
rity is lu con terri piation. But in BLýAir v.
BProie y the representafin was that a partic-
ular secuîrity was in contemîplation 'fit
being so, tu rccivc a îeini's rniy for tlic
purpose of hein, iivesteii ou it was wvit1uin the
ornincry coiîîrse of bc'iiness, anîd the defcîiilt-
in', partuer lbcd powe orf undertaçe <un houiaIt
of the firî, fice transaction whlich he profcssed-
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