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aceeptance of the bill in paymnent, barred the client of his right
to the delivery of a detailed -bill of costs: and the court while
allowing the appeal directed a delivery of the 'bill of costs as
claimed.

.APPEAL-' FTNAL ORDER IN .WITION"-RUJLE 87 9-(ONT. JUD.
ACTr, S. 73).

Johnson v. Refuge Assurance Co. (1913) 1 K.B. 259, may be
briefiy noticed for the fact that the Court of Appeal (Buckley,
and Kennedy, L.JJ.) held that an order of a Divisional Court
dismining an appealfrom a final judgment in a County -Court
action, is, for the purpose of appeal "a final o rder" iii an
action within the rneaning of Rule 879, (see Ont. Jud. Act,
s. 73).

CRIMINAxI, LAW-INDICTMENT -JOINDER 0F SEVERAT4 C1!AROE9
AGAINST DIFFERENT DEFENDANTs-LAPCFNY ACT, 1861 (24.
25 VICT. C. 96, s. 5)--(CaR. Coon, ss. 856, 857).

Vie Kiîig v. Eduards (1913) 1 K.13. 287. This w'as an ap-
plication to quash an indictment after verdict. The Eng]ish
Larceny Act, 1861. s. 5, providps that several courts may be in..
cluded in an indictment for any numiber of dis9tinct apts of steal-
ing, not ex\ceeding three, cominieted against the saine person
within the space of six inonths froin the first to the st of such

ats(see C'r. Code ss. 856, 857). In the present case the indict-
mient inildd one count for larceny against one defendant and
also another couint for la.reeny against the saine defendant and
Hnother person jointly. This the Court of Crirninal Appeal,
(llidley, Philliînore and Bankes, JJ.) held was not warranted by
the Act, and the in(lictnient was quashed, notwithst.anding it
was turged uponi the part of the Crown that the defendant 's
c'ase was devold otf inerits, the court heing of the opinion that
801111 degrec of prejudice had resulted to the defendants froin
the joinder of the counts.

PRI NCIPAL AND A(IENT-AGENT BORROWING W!'THOI T At'THORIT-1
---4TN\plTynR!ZED LOAN TO AGOENT APPLIE> IN PAYMEN"l 0F

P'RINCIPAL. y8 3Ts- LIAflILXTY OF r'RINOIFAL-ýNOTICÇE TO
LENDE1R OF" OF %UTIIORITY 0F .W.ENT-EQYITABLE RIGHT
11F LENDUR.

Ieversion Fiind and Insuran<'c Co. v. Maison (1913) 1 K.B.
.164. This wis an action -by the plaintiff to recover frorn the de-


