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SOLIaIrn's DuTir or- KacrîNo ACCOLMTs-EviDENCE OF VOOTHAUKS.

Lord Campbell telis a story about a disputa
in Court bcto cou Lord Chancellor Broughamn
and Sir E. Sugdon, and ho addIs that the latter
was iau,ilîoed ut. Thbis Lord St. Leonards
donies, an cd tells us wbat really occured. Lord
Broughamî was, lu the habit of reading and
writing lotters iu Court, and Sir Li. Sugden
very propcrly rcfused to g-o on with au argu-
meut w bilst the Lord Chancellor wvus pluiniy
and ex on ostentatiously engaged in latter-
w ritinm. Tfbo Lord Chanellor, made a testy
rco]MuX, but thora wus no demoustration; and
aiLervards, if i hiadl occasion te w rite a lettar,
lie did so on the open note-book-, and lu a man-
lier thai. did not attrsat atten)tion1.

'fhc.' w a an unforturnate difflrece betu con
Loird Chiallor Brug hanm and! Sir E. Sugdeu,
w hich was thre srrbiet ol'a shai p debata iu the
lloe or Coinions, the report of wbich is
c ied frouxiao , and gven as a ripple-
nient to this littia book. Lord Broughamn
attacked Siv E. Sugder, and used a very mi-
proper epithot. Even hefora Lord Broughamx
went ont of office the quarrai w as adjusted,

nd says Lord St. Leonardls: -'Lord Camupboll
i ncw thiat for many y eas L ord Brougharu aud
1 w ara ou teris o efrhiudship, but as bis book
w o1id niot be publiqhed matil after Brougohaîu's
deatb, ho w as saula lu revuiing in its most odi-

cifoin an a(tack whieh Lord Brougham liad
lix cd to regret ai to atone for.' No dloubt
111 eicoont of Lor d Campbell is oua sided, aud,

ic amusnt say, exceedingly spiteful. Lord St
Leonards remarks, lBis objoat w as to strika

ett n. This lie dared nîot do dnîiiig our joint
lives; but it uxigbt ha partially uceorripiishod
by leux ing bis book as a legary to ho publi.shed
sUfer bis ou n dceatb, w ithont regardI 10 w bat
w as due to me, if living., We shahl not cour
m'ent ou tha rest of tha misropresentations ex-
poscd by the iearuad and verial lord, as
'ra bave already devoted considarable s paca to
a revicvv cf bbcG volume by Lord Campbell.
W liii, t living, Lord Campbell professed inucb

icdipami admiration for Lord St. beon-
aîds. So ho did for Lord Brougham, but that
dd not privent bini preparinga vittuparatix cbio-
graffli.. Lord ISt. Lcouai-ds is indignant w ith
tlîc uti-catt of Lx ndhur-st and Brougham'
anid rem-ailIs thiat 'thoir lives romain t0 bc
xx ïttoîî.' c a shdl1 soo ix a.,v the biograjîby
cf Lorîd Brougilîain, and meantinie Lord St.
Le muids vrav rest assured that no 0130 x;ii
tir!k any the worso of either Lord Briotiànî
or Lordi Lyndburst ou accoulit cf tha i rp
ruen'ilation, of Lord Campball.-.L(-i Joucrnal.

SOLICI'1ll1'S DIJTY OF KiEFPI'iG
ACCOU'JNfS,

A Solicitor stinds lu Ibis respect uipon a
x c'y dlifcrent footing froni au ordinary agent.*
It is the duty of tbe latter to keep regular aie-
couts and pruerve the v ouchers, at the peril
of bcing, lisallocrcd cvery dlain- wbicb be eaui-
flot possibly substautiate, If he os nod

tbis, it amouts to a fraud lu equity. But a
solicitor, tbongli it is very repreboensiblo of hlmi
îlot to keep accounits, xviii not ho treated lu tho
saine way as au ordiuary agent or raceivor, if
he lias not doue so. Cousidcring how cour-
alicated is the relatiouabip bctwecn solicitor
and client, extcnding ovar '0 nviy years, as
it ofteu does, it would be strange indaacd if the
solicitor did not meet w itli more c-nsideration
lu the oye of the Court than au ordlinary agent
undar sncb circu ni stances. Jrrcoiarity lu
kcaping secounmts as a solicitor, Lord Elden
said, luý ,; Wl", v. Lady Tincol)ï, 8 Ves. *vi3,
" is not a g-rouud for saying that he shahl make,
nmo deniand. It xx :11 pr7e ýs hlm xx ,itb more dif-
fcuît y iin mal ing Iha denîand, but if finally be
eaui nake it ont by documients and proofs
avbieh tha Coturt can reccîvo, lie cm, it te 1îaid."
TIhe Lords Justices took tha saine vicu of' tue
mui lunity la deciding the prescut cai e,
niamely, tbat the omission to kccp uccounits
ýwas not a grouund for deprivîng tha solicitor
of bis proper taxed costs for the business douae.
lit W/i ite v. Lady Linocln, it is truce, Lord
Eldon refused to ailow a ch-arge for business
dloue by a solicitor, wbo had kopt no regular
aceounits. But it is to be observcd tliat Ibis
solicitor iîad acted as auditor, steward, aud
agent also, iadl kcpt no regular accotnts lu
any of those ai-iies sd had kept no
voucihers oxcept those lu lus ow-n fax oui; aud
w as thorefore treatad as a geucral agont, bouud
in duîy t0 keep regular accoîuts. But lu the
prescrit casa the business doue by special ar-
rangement had houx 1,aid for sepiratcT , and
w as distinuîisliable froni the geucral business,
ni res pect of whiclî no formnai acocnt, lIeur
by hinm, could ho roudarcd. Fromn a conîîar-
Nson <of the prescrit case xvith TV/IiteI v. Lady
Lhico7pî, it w ouid ,,coin hiat if a sollcitor acts
as an agîi cul of bis profcssioiîal splîi c, bko
any otiier agent lia îîîust keep torial accourus
ut làs paril but lu clîagiug for crdiriary pro-
fesslouai busineoss it 1is enoîxb if, lu tia ab-
senice of formai entries lu bis books, lieceau

iaisa ont that the business bias beau actually
doue, by sncb secoudary evidouce as the Court
eau rociv e, uni ha xxiii not be pcrinitted ot
iose, bis eosts alto'gatb r, suraMli bocause bu
ha. faileudt 1, k ap bhooks witii mecantile
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About four yexrs, ugo, as we leain fiom a
pînrugraph ia Ibc Tencs, a in nauried Hlarris
w as conivicted of cutîiuig ont tlîe longue of a
neigliboiir's heorse by niglît. Tlie evid 'ueo

w ssolcly thut of footnarks. 'fice senitene
'aq eigiiteen moîxthîs' irriprisoriiînut, whlich
told so oui the prîoier that ho (lie(d. Since
thon bis innocence lias, it is said, baau coua-
iuietaiy estabi lied.

0f ail evidauce bubitualiy sddned bcfore
uîagi-trata0 , ut quarter sessions, aud ut assizas,
there is 'sarccly any seo coiimon us tiat of
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