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the partlautor intueance." Cerîity muait of the
,,Il pelulei out by Lnrd Langdale mnigitt result
Imm~ thte delivery of bille hy solicitors whicb

thel were tut liberty te wvithold upon any grounil
frein tsAtilon Hia Lurdsblp proncedeil upon
lte construttCionof lthe Act, ad' ,Il ougbt

l e) bc bserved tient any other t action or lthe
Act would failtittle the pract. of great fraud
&at opprespii>n." tami ho, lthen proceeded te0 point
out hnw îiis wttutdl bd it the longuage tiot 1
ha'vu q1ilteti. It it 1)-), cotittetiiitt Mn bhii of te
soîteitur lit tIti cite tîttt the bile ttc.!oresi wore

flo 1t.titlt unelur filer Atetu't' iuuiîti.c eved fron
tsxtieîîl h? te relervatin meIde by th tioliior

Who Ielivreu1 ttutn. Tiiore i lottgnage of the
,&me lorîtetl ju-Ige iu anotier case, La re Cartien,

eot.wlîicli iiitpt tus witit lettre or tocs force to
litts Otuce, Rocilr.littg Il) t lie .'te4 iii wlîîicl certain
wor4 are Ukol. lie BtLYc : -1 1 iitt8t tae tetive

e ey tint tf a. snciir lias tieltrereti lis bill lit
le bottn hy il, fendl the tx.Lttýn mruet bu on tiat
bill tlie iti ntt eititietlfui of cetirpee ti reduce bts
demttd, or te ruierve thù power otf tlivering a
bill cotnîîng ntter chaorgtes. I coticeive thant ti
mont improper îthje6t' If by renan of the
wurtIs, lrieryo titen ptiwer,e' le muant thtît ito
ctînol expruemy reit.rve the power, tat te tii

saut t if by te wottl is nleteult ýlie cnoito
tarve the power ihi ritittrye," tt iii nt i d irect
auttitty îgiintte on exproe rceevatittn of lte
pntier. but il lt ani !tttlo.trity eignittt thte pctlicy

Ofalowilig sliul n, iWîr te bu etusrvei.
WV19t, Wtîs dltitto iy theu M0o1iioior lît t11i8 ocase

wies tu append te ti font of Pchd billI titis ineie-.
raititio: ' [i the evetît of a taxattiotnbt'ttî
appi!d for' lit titis case we recerve to ourdelves
the riglît of dettsoring anoîber and! more coin-
plete bitl," and onderîteatit le written thte part-

ce-rship naine of lte soliottor, nnd lte solctor's
agent nt Wood8tock says tbet before deiivertug
lte bils to tlie two clients tu wbont or to one of
ilium bui delivttred tlirm, ho salt tint te Seoti-
clter& reservoil te tle4ieto'îlr the rtgitt of makteg
up anîd deiiveriîtg more fat and compltee bile
of cuets. Thte soltcitors now put il that titere
wau noc abeuitte deltvery t tht' clients of the
bille ur outs ;bat oit y et qiilifle. or con- ltin!
deli ut t, fin i liet the 01ete lt til iii Lt I1sn ob-
juchel t reul vu tium i r tîuy were fltot cotntt

#0 te irîceiru thitetî. 1 ilîicltttet at fiteýt t>) ngreti
telth ltelotiu bul cîpon exatnintig lthe itx eot
terme ni It ino'iî irandainî. atilt of wbaàt fea qi(l
tY ttte 11get't [le Lclietnts, te tlstivery of the
tlle dstl(e )t aptîetîr te tus te lise buti a clin-
dittuil crie. Vie ineînrai Iium treals lte de-

auç- o4fn ftittîtîl tltlivery tif a iltl of cents,
&tti u1teîks oif tîtotîtur delivery oif aouther bill,
Sud te nies-4tige tif lte igeît@ t lthe clientîs w.i"

tl the cme ufrocl Titu qiietti nuir la, wiîether
Ite uticitrs cati to this way lnice ltetnelves out
Of the guttural rule. Thvy batve dlilveruil b!ils
Islrîitîg oi riglît wictei lîy satd tiîey ruservedl

le tieliver ottiet bille. Tlîey hall, lu fitut, no
lucit riglt fis they S'i e!atmied 10 have. How is

uh il tulivery oîf bills of ottest lisb regardet Te
Iî Wi8 'iti R dolivery fîr te tîrpose of txtiton,
Oe lte clients use il for lte pîtîposes of tain-

lien. boofiusu il.ti a bitl detliveruoel uit elolute
Onnole ttt billel dulilvuohll~t bu taable ?

Apart from the policy of lte law , ani1 If Ibi&
wu il lriauuoctioiî itt connectuti wIîh bille of
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costl, I eitoutd bol lte parties t0 whom these
palpers were delivered ual entlîled lu use teom
for su7 purpose front wili lbey were lu termes
restricteil frot using lten. But the sulîject
niotter boing bitla of tinett, and lte polioy of lthe
law being inu my jutigment against lte delivery
of lten wiîlu lie restriction wio lte selicitors
have atteited le put upou their dellies-y. thte
question preseuls alter catîsiderntions. lm ltera
tîîy way oif eiîrrying out lthe pnlioy tif lte taw,

stitd prevuuîiiig lthe mlîuiefà pointeti outt by Lord
LittgloWu and otiere le wtîtut 1 have refrrred,
uxoeîpl iîy holding lthe moticitor's ollempletl re-

strictionu upon lthe ordiaîry rigîtt et the clitent
upm)n the detivery of a bilt tif eu$s te be noper-
olive? I confuse I thinit ilecesaary te go te
that length 1 founititielsof enlirely upon the
pollcy of lte lîîw wiiich cutild in ny case bu
defcialeel if Botîcitors were te bc ait liberty te
otex lelthe delivery of thoir buil of titis stîci

n restriction w4 bas been attetnpîted lu Ibis c'Ise.
Titere te no buriliip upon lthe solicitor lu titis.
If theril le auy getîd reahoit wty liiuy aittutil uat
bu boutiti by titeir bis deliverel by tem thte
Court will, lu a proper case, relieve tîtein and
altow titen te deliver cter tbills, or tu nmend
thon@u atready detivereil. Tîtat wotîlî bu o motler
lu the~ diseretion tir lthe Cout. %Vitl bas been
attemptt'd hure lits becu 10 etîb.etitute l'or the
dtqcrrîtt'n of lthe Couîrt, tîndiet the' mince of ru-
serviug a t ight, te net orf te soliclor bimieîf.
I ltlîîk il ri glil lu meut titis atteîted iuntiva-

tien nt lte liîresbod, sutit e eny -t tieue tat lt
catînol bu

Sirîre wrtting lte furegeing, 1 hatve ru-
ferrel t0 lthe caîse of In re o/tutbers, 34 Bev.
177, A bill otf cote bil iteen rlulivere., and
nfter sorne objuctions andl some diectiesiren lthe
soticitorrs detiveredi a new bill of coets. giviug
notice tient bu obaulonet lte firat bill andt sub-.
slituied lte seconîd. Tite client Ilîsu toot out

au order t0 tl lthe ifitst bill. The salicilor
movell terotuet it. and te question wan, witter
lthe solil ors could substitte thte second bll tand
have taI bill taled, seuil lte Mamler or lte Rolle

heu! taIt bo migit. Tient doue differelI froi ltae
onte befere tee iii ttis, thaI hure ltert havîe her
nie bills bu. the one sel dettycred. anti tuat lime
btai bet'n tit oriler ftor tîxetton, witile in ltaI
cie'lucre was no itrier lt tax unît! Rfler lte
deuivet'y of lthe second bill. Thte tonguage of
lthe Moster of the Itolîs lu giviug jutîgmpnt le
agaii ;t lte soliulaor. It tii oece -I amn of
opittion lueit a solicilor cannot detivur bis bill
wltlî items of overoitorge. antd oty, 1 1 do net
iterthIis t0 bu niy bit!, bul If objeoiteil t I
inîend lu delivur aolter.' Titis le preoisety
whitl lte sotteilors ln titis case h,.tye doue." He

gîtes on teaaey, e Nrr tfiler a bIll bas been once
refu'rrvd for taxation, whien lie finde; tiet items
lu il wiil b. struoli off, cau bu deliver aotlier
bill of caste. B3ut lte circuntultances of Ibis casa
are dlifeèrent, for lthe subatutedl bill was de-
livereti beforu lte service of or notice of tite
order 10 tel. Lord Ltungdale helil, sud I ittve
mtien itett, ltaIt a solicitor caîîeot subtitîluts ant a
maîlter of course as second bill for lte firmt ; but
I bave not iteld ltat y00 never con do il."1

Ltoking nt lte previous port tif lte judgtnut,
that I Ro seneltrt' cannot, deliver a bill atîti say,
1 du net inlend, Ibis ta bu my bill. but if olijected
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