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have been passed to put an end, if possible, to, such disgrace-
fui practices. lIt is well then in Ontario to repress the be-
ginnings of anything savouring of this kind of illicit proce-
dure. To this end, I think that the circuinstances of the
case should be investigated and deait with by the Law So-
ciety upon notice to the sol ùeitor.

TIhe plea is put forward that this client was badly iii-
jured and without means or friends to conduct litigation i
the usual way. Granted that it was a case of charity and
one proper to be brought inte Court. The solicitor might
well have undertaken the case as a matter of professional
menelaction and have acted honourably and creditably..
Il hie could only intervene on the terms of sharing in the
verdict, then, $0 far, from being of charitalile import, he
would implicate his client in a criminal transaction.

The true method of dealing with impoverislied client$
is laid down by Lord, Russell of Killowen in a charge to the'
jury in Ladd v. London, etc., R1. Co, (March, 1900), 110 L.
T. Jo. 80, . . . approved by the Court of Appeal i
Rieh v. Cork, ib. 94.

Witli a view of inviting professional or legisiative actioi.
which rnight tend to meêt the recognized dificulty of injur-
ies and wrong suffered hy poor and helpless people, I may
refer to a suggestion long ago made by Mr. Josephi Chitty,
whieh lias not, I think, a8 yet fully fructified in any prae-
tical outcome. H1e says: " Perhaps a power, by leave cf a
Judgc, to permit an attorney to stipulate for remuneration
in difficuit and doubtful cases niight safely be introduccd;
such a stipulation would prevent the hard bargains which
arc secretly made in censequence of the risk incurred, and
constitute a protection te needy persons who have claims
which they .wish to assert, and yet arc not so impoveristied
as to be able to, sue in forma pauperis. Such a power might
be se qualifled as to prevent any risk of maintenance or
champerty :" Chitty's Practiceo f the Law, vol. 2, p. 28.

The second item, 0, is disposed of on the principle
enunciated by tie lahiceCaneIr oa in Re Geddes
and Wilson, 2 Ch. Ch. ý14. 1It i8 not open fer a soliicitor
during the progress of a caete cali upon his client tu pay
a round sum or any suini (otlier than for costs) before he
will go on. It 18 a sort c-f ftand-and-deliver outrage whiý,h
the Court will not sanci(tioni or allow fo stand, wIîun once
attention is called te it. The solicitor must aecount for


