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P"LCTICE 0F CONVEYANCERS.

shaken ; and there is a danger that the

due administration of public justice may,
ini a greater or less degree, bave been iirn

paired in consequence. But whlether this

be so or not, of one thing there is no

doubt,-if this case be reported, as we

suppose it wilI, it wvi1l be the only ojie to

be found in the books whiere a contempt

of Court so gross, and language so insuit-

ing and so shanîelessly justitied bias gone

unpunisbed.

PRACTIGEP, 0F CON VEYANCERS.

Questions of real property Iaw, many

in number, and great in importance,
have been settled by conveyancers,
whose course of practice in the investi-

gation of tities bias been recognized aud

usually adopted by the Courts, %vben

the like points arose for decision. Lt bas

been remarked that as a conveyancer

neyer advocates au opinion which lie does
not entertain, his (luties bave a good

deal of the j udicial dharacter about thein.

The practice of conveyancers, to be found

embodied in sudh works as those of Coven-

try, Lee, IPreston and llubback bas been

8ettled by a maainer of procedure peculiar

to English conveyancers. Thns when one

conveyancer consideis a title objectionable
on any point, another is usually applied to

by the opposite party to answer or confirm.
the objection. If the two differ, the
difficulty is solved by being referred to
soine eminent member of the profession,
with the understanding that both sides
are to abide by bis decision. The opinion
of this referce becoines, when pronouinced,
a part of tbe practice of conveyancers, and
it mayalrnost le said,of the law of tIe land.

It is not uninteresting to contrast the
contemptuous style in wivbih the early

conveyancers were alluded to by some of

the judges, with the respect and deference

ultiinately accorded to 'the learned mnen
and their s&essors, such as Mr. Shadlwel

<father'of the Vice-Chancellor),, Mr. Bell

and Mr. Sanders, whose opinions were

usually confirmed by the courts, and 'whose
valuable conclusions systematized and
consolidated the practice of conveyancers.
Lord Keeper Henley refers to the duties of

conveyancers in .Pelhain v. Gr-egory; 1
Ed. 52, and says, -great Pyrrhonists they

are." Afterwards, the sanie judge, wlien
Lord Nortbington, adverts to "the want of
of curiosity and oscitancy of conveyancers,
wbich, he says, is " natural enoiigh, their

time being more d edicated to peruisal than
thotught: "D)rurîy v. Drury; 2 Ed. 58.
As agaiiist this compare the encornium
of Lord Hardwicke, iii the saine case in
appeal: "-The opinions of conveyancers
at ail tirnps, and their contant course 15

of great weighit. Tbey are to advise, and
if their opinion is nlot to prevail, must
every case corne to lav? No: the received
opinion ought to govern. The ablest men
iii the profession have been conveyancers.
Sir Orlando Bridgnman (a bopk of whose
precedents bas been published) ; Webb,
a great Vractiser in the King's Bencb, was
an able conveyancer, and the present Mr.
Filmer," 2 Ed. 64. Iu later times, Lord
Eldon, in the great case of Sn? ith v. Doe
v. Jersey, 2 Bro. & Bing. 599, thus ex-
pressed hirseif: "My Lords, we hear of
the practice of conveyancers, and that
amounts to a very considerable authority ;
and 1 amn justified in that assertion by the
opinions* of tbe greatest men wbo bave

sat in Westminster Hall, ivho, I arn per-
suaded iii iany instances, if matters had
been res integroe would bave pronounced
decisions very diffé~rent froni thuse which
tbey thouglit proper to adopt, if they had
nlot taken notice of tbe practice of con-
veyancers as autbority." And in this opin-
ion he is followed by Lord IRedesdale in
tbe saine case at p. 611i. See also Candier
v. Candlir, Jac. 232, where Lord Eidon
sumamarises the matter by observing that
a long course of practice sanctîoned by
professional men is often the best ex-
positor of tbe law. Again, in Howtard v.
Ditcane, 1 T. & R. 86, we find the saute


