
IS06 sktoJ, it is not, I think, a jjiatter wliioli I  am at liberty to enquiro
M adhud present slate of the case. The rule must be discharged

L a l l  -with costs.
Rule dischargea.
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jg gg  Before Mr. Justice Sale.

15. IN TH E M ATTER OP AN A TTO R N E Y.

Praatica—Attorney.,— Charges agalust— Piibliaation o f  name.

Tho practice wliioh prevails in England as rogarfls ilio nou-publioalion of 
the name o f  an attoraoy, against whom a rule has boua obtained, approved of 
and follow ed.

D u r in g  the heaving of a rule obtained by the petitioner 
against an attorney of the H igh Court, in which he alleged certain 
charges of miscohdiict which, however, wore not substantiated ,̂ 
tho attention o f the Court was called by the Counsel for the, 
attorney to tho fact that, contrary to the ordinary practice which 
prevails in England, the name o f the attorney against v?hom the 
charges were being brought had boon published in Court by the 
Counsel for the petitioner, and appeared in the Court list for the 
day.

His Lordship expressed his dissatisfaction with such a practice, 
and gave tho following ruling in the course o f his judgment

S a l e , J .— The practice which prevails in England and to which 
Counsel has called my attention, namely, that o f not publishing 
the name of the attorney, until tho charges have been proved, has 
my entire sympathy. The present case afPords an instance of 
the very great hardship which can be inflicted upon an attorney, 
when that course is not adopted,

c . B. G. JiuU discharged, ,


