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POWER 0F COU-xSîjî _,D SoLICITOR TO COMNPROMISF SUITS.
Jackson, Enyt , Q-- C., and Charles Russell, bona fide exercise of reasonable care and
Q.eeaei af h qeto skill to compromise the pending litigationPolicy of t thus e woqetinte" naymanr may judge to he in thePOlcY f tusdoingawywt these judicial, interest of his client. Such a compromi.selis.prizes. There may be said to be two main binding, even if no express authority has-
reason te ing p toidc e s c s fu m en to been obtained from . the client. But if there
gie up Ohei pratie and go on the jbe no express authority, and the arrangement

tire, and fil, as ahighîyaede consented to is of so unfair a character as to:sir toh, honorable posi- suggest fraud, then the compromise is flottip, ndthe second isth certaintY bindingon thc client: Brady v. Guirran, Jr.of a handsome salary fo life. NwjuialR C.L34 Bryv. u/eJ..
saaisaefot, in comparison with the stand- C 1o -6 31Th eryv ulI.R

ard Of modemn incomesy hat tlhev once 5E . e8r.rlemypehp
facetis- be stated succinctly thus: The attorneywr. In fc hsinducement iliay be said has power to make bona fide compromises of

tObill ctcal flOt, trfo e nd bvni nland, the client's case in the absence àf any dissentand more so in this country. ,,'he salary on the part of the latter: C/iantbers v. Mason,
we certain obtan the best men, aod 5 C. B. N. S. 59.wcheain nud ed nth byenyeas men, fr -I, however, the client has given express

chleap justice; in fact much the reverse. As ieseemtios tb tha compromise thbter-
tO the other inducement we mnaY aptlv quote ve emto be ai asm etomin the-
the language of anEnglih h afe'fetd ilb ai a ew h
speaking on the 4uestion o rtr fhe if oîicy nti n h

bruh p ytepublication terms to suggest suspicion or to put the op-bornie's letter :-"c An 'ordinay , oiePryo nur st h xeto h
'Sno qitbwat it once udgeship ptoîte' on enqiy as bto theta exteteciency of the Cor o s 5; the Very effi- attorney' athcit,; th thate s libetwenCourts Our ofOfs Appeal has turned theatre n let hefre slil oacutOffrtinsta.nce in reîtit neiraction for, damages, and will not be exculpatedCourts. .It, therefore, iria Well admit of or ablgandessiofulhand for the benefit of hisdoubt whether the abolition 0f histori ot, ougfeso hths odc esnsncbo as thator of abeadBaru n o h bnfto
suc a tatofthe Chief Baon ic flots limis- Fray v. Voules, i ElL & Ell. 839.take. It does flot need the eampl nof ir- This implied. authority extends flot merelyAlexander Cockburn to Prov o reatp o S nire hadnetofhe ais fbi,alutary, and elevating nai ble t rat o o enter into a compromise, but justifies the

fuur wiî trdton n the influence e tr b n o m n f teý1i s o i'Of historical trdtosadassociations. The client in the particular suit, per BACON, C J.
fte wl n a ssrel h lite by Sacrii-n in bankruptcy ini Re Wood, 21 W. R. 104 ;thenaresor heOffices whîch rfcn see also Rlirnsay v. King, 33 L T. N. S. 7-28,judges of the High Court withh ann mp e atotepresi.

and~~~~~ g riu pat"s e The proctor who acts for a married woman
Po IVER OF COhas the like ample power to compromise on

PO f VR OR UO(ZNSL AND SOLICI. er behaf, and that in litigation affecting ber
TOR TO COMPROMI1SE SUIS matrimonial rights or otherwise: Sianer

The Power t --- v.lpoie ut m Sianes, L R. Prob. & I)iv. 42. So also
actn copoms incidentd may compromises be carried out on behaîf ofactions *icietto the generai authority infants by the observance of certain pre-re-tt rey an Oiio ave to con~- quisites; which are well indicated by the*duet cau e o J e a f of t e r c i n . T he M aster of the R ols ini the case of W ison Y.atonyhsben held to have power in the Birchail, 2 9 1«. R. 2 7: "'Before sanction-


