
CANADA LAW JOURNAL.(coe i 8~

RirczNT ENoL!sH DECISIONS.

IL

years old. H-is lordship hoped that the
father's relations with Miss Dick were
innocent, but said it wvas cerail rathier
dificuit to believe it. But whthr they
were innocent or flot, what wvas the con-
duct of a mnan whio had completely de-
stroyed the character of this girl by bis
association with her, as she hierseif bad
admitted on affidavit, and ivbo hiad driven
bis wife by bis conduct and association
with this girl to take divorce proceedings
against hini, and was no p uttig pres-
sure on his wife by taking from her this
boy ten years old, the child of their mar-
niage, and keeping hirn in biis own bouse
wbiere lie wvas livinr with Miss Dick ?
If the relations %vere as innocert as pos-
sible sncb conduct on the part of a iarried
Inan «as inexcusable -couduct whicb
niust gîi'e rise in the mmid of any inoprejui-
diced persan to the gravcst possible sus
picion of bis fidelity to his wife, and coni-
duct wFich wvas in every way entirelv
indefensible. The boy iînust at once bc
deli%,ered inito the custody of bis niotier,
and the father wvas boiind to pay the cost
of the application. Fuithier, the judge
declinied ta allow the boy to go to any
bonse where Mliss 1)ick wvas livingz, but
said lie inight reside witli bis father for afortniglit in tbe suiinnier and a ekii die
w.irîter holdays, in any bouse in whicbi
that lady xvas not, and to whiclb 4he (lid
flot corne, If she attemipted to asssociate
with the boy in any shape or way bis
lordshi) wvould at once interfère. I t niav
wxell be doubted whether sticb an appi.ica-
tien as this wou<a have becîi slccessfIll, or
so cotnpletely and eaiySuccessfill, with-
out the LegiSiation of x8-LwTiimes,

RJiCJN7' ENGLISH DECJSIONS.

The Law Reporis for Septeinber comprise
i9 Q,~ 13. DI PP. 277-356; 12 P. D. pp.
16î-i84; 35 Cby. D. pp. 611-736, and 12

App. Cas. pp. 283-470.

,4DVNtL3N vCrsHuEADfisÀGSMNTOTING
TRNAWCY- -liaÂrnLITY TO 13 g XITID

Taylor v. Pend1ion, ig Q. 13. D). 288, tbaugh
flot perhaps likely to be of mincb practical im-i
portance bere, is deserving af a briet notice.
The question was ene arising on an assess-
mnent for poor rates. The parties assessed

were advertising agents who had contracted
with the owner of land for the privilege of
erecting au advertising hoarding for a yearly
rent with the privlege of rernoving a wall, the
agreement ta rernain iii force three years and
be afterwards terminable by twelve înonths.,
notice, but if the owner 4 '1ould be obliged to
gave Iess thgn twelve montha' notice lie was
ta refond L2o. Hy another agreement the
owner agreed to let, and the advertising agents
agreed to take another advertising -station at
a yearly rent for seven years, and the agent
agreed to pay rates and taxes, The question
for the court was whether these agreemnents
arnouted ta a tenancy, or a inere liceuse.
l'le court (Wilis and Granthain, jJ.) werc
unanimously of opinion that a tenancy was
vreated in the land actually occupied by the
b oardings, and that the lessees were, in re-
spect of their tenancy, liable to be rated.

P'IACTICP- COMPULNOIIT I ITCP65Nct§- OPPIOIAL REF-'
EsF.g-0. L,. P. AcT, 15i4, 9. 3 -(Rt. 8.O , 50. 189) -

T1he point decided iii Knight v. Cocils, i(

Q. 13. D., 2ç;6, is fhat under sec. 3 of the C. L. E.
Act, 18.54 (R. S. 0. c. 5o, s. i8g), the court or
a nudge bas jurisdîctioti to refer compulsorily
the wçbule inatter in dispute in an action, if

jany part of the rîiatter in dispute consists o)f
înattcî's of inere acrouint which cannot cou-
veniently bo tried ;the ordinary way, and
that under the judicature Act the reference
niav be dàrected to an official refèrec. Snch
a teference having under sncb citrcoînstanices
been direrted by Huddlestonl, BI, and his
order being iiflrined by a I)i%,isional Court,
the Court of Appeal, thotigb not prepared to
say that they would have made surý1 an order,
nevertheless refnsed to interfere.

MEDICAL PRAcTITIONUa - UNsxErstsOTt AI8îS'rANT,
?1GOUT OP lASCi$TCBBD PIRACTITIONE11 TO 1lECUVtlt
1VOI FIEVxCES O -- MRI)îcAL ACT, 1M58, 21 & 2V. c.
Oc -(14. S. 0. c. 142, sq. 43).

Ri-aarth v. Brearley, 19 9. 13. D- 303, is a
decision under the Medical Act, z858. A

1 qualified niedical practitioner, duly îregstered
jund-r the Act, estabhished a branch practice
iunder thbe management of hi% brother, wbho

as ot so qnalified or regiqtered, and held no
apothecaries' certificate. The action was
brought by the assignee of tht registered
practitioner ta recover charges for niedical
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