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PRIVY COUNCIL,

Is  THE MATTER OE F. ^Y. QUAHRY,

[On appeal from the High Court for felie Jvortli-Western Provinces,]

Act X V III  o /lS 79 , Legal Practitioners Act, s. 13,

A pleader’s professional misconduct having' amounted to “  reasonahle cause,” 
within the meaning; of 13 of the Legal Practitioners Act, X V III of 1879, for suspend­
ing him from practicc, their Lordships declined to interfere 'svitli the decision of the 
High Court as to the punishment, it not Toeing clearly shown that the quantum awarded 
was unreasonable and excessive.

A p peal from an order (3rd December 1889) of the High. Court.

The appellant; who in August 1871, had obtained a certificate 
tinder the Pleaders Act^ X X  of 1865  ̂and had practised as a pleader 
at Mussoorie for some years  ̂had been professionally concerned on be" 
half of the Dellii and London Bank, through their agent at that place, 
until the latter had ceased to employ him. After his employment hy 
the Eank had ceased, a correspondence commenced between him and 
a suitor against -whom the Bank had taken proceedings to recover a 
debt. It  was alleged in the Court below that this correspondence 
showed unprofessional conduct on his part. The result was his 
suspension from, practice for twelve months under s. 18 of the Legal 
Practitioners^ Aet_, X V I I I  of 1879,

■ Mr. / .  JI. 1 . Branson, for the appellant, argued that the 
correspondence was open to a construction more favourable to him 
than that which the High Court had placed upon it. Even if 
that construction was correct, the sentence of suspension was iu 
excess of what the circumstances required.

Their Lordsliips^ judgment was delivered by L ord W atsoit.
Loan W a tso it.—-The appellant, Mr. P. "W . Quarry, was heard 

last Saturday on a,n application to stay the execution of an order of 
the High Court of the North-Western Provinces pending an appeal 
at his instance, and their Lordships on that occasion directed the 
peiation to stand over, and allowed the appellant to be heard to-day 
on the nierits of his appeal.

X  G. 
P.O.
1890.

JPreseni; Losd Wa.tson, S iu 3. Pbaoook and Sib'E. Cotroa,
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1S90 The letters pi'odnced appear to tlieir Lordships to afford ample
Iw THE AiAT- eTiilence, iiuder the haiid of the appellant, that; in his professional

guilty of grave improprieties wliich the Court could 
not overlook when the matter was regularly brought under its notice. 
Such eondnct; in the opinion of their Lordships^ amounts to 

reasonable cause for suspending a certificated pleader within the 
meaning of s. 13 of the Act X A ^II of 1879.

That being so, the only Cj[uestion which remains for consideration 
is, v l̂iether the learned Judges of the High Court have erred in 
visiting the offence with twelve months'* saspension from ofBce. It  
must be home in mind that the Court which awarded that penalty 
were in a much better position than this Board to estimate the 
degree of puaislmient wdiich  ̂in the whole circumstances of the case, 
and in the interests of the profession and of the puljlic, ought to follow 
such misconduct on the part of one of its pleaders. Their Lordships 
cannot, in a case like the present, interfere with the decision of 
the Court below unless it is clearly shown that the q^uantnm of 
punishment was unreasonable and excessive. Notwithstanding the 
able and temperate argument of Mr. Branson, they are unable to 
come to that eonclusionj and they will accordingly humbly advise 
Her Majesty that the appeal ought to be .dismissed.

SoHcitors for the appellant;— Messrs. W, Carpenter and Son,

Appeal dismissed^

1890 
JulS 10.

CIVIL REFERENCE.,

Before Sir Jolm ISdge, Kt,, Chief Justiee.

PIEBHC NARAIH SINGH (P'TjA i n t i e 'f )  SITA EAM a k d  o t ic e e b  >

r  ('DbT'EKDANTS) *

Couri-fee-~Moi'tffaf;e^:B.e(Uw3Jtion~Decree fo r  redemption conditional on. 
payment o f a certain smi—A'^peal hj mortc/agor-Coiirt-fecjjayalU on memorandum 
o f  aj)]}eal—Act VII o f 1870 f  Court Foes Act), s. ch. ix.

Wliere a moi’tgagor sues for rcdempfcioii on the allegation tliat tbe mortgage 
aeU lias ‘been satisfied, and a dccroc M- redornirtion is jmssed OJi payment of a certain

XieSereiice uiiilec s. 5 of tlie Courl F»s8 Aet. ;


