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'l 'Th e I ii î 'tee i.' *t r.î î*'îîî tîct. nt i n t li seet inn jsq iht j.

o;ti>ly lrite r(-%cr-iîn (iitiî iipiîn dit,' tenancy in lîitiitîrii
A nd the pvri% t ntitltd t(3 it întir n iay trot lie th liciirty
graiîtintr the leasoý te uice defentit. [For exatuiple, if a

case th.c lue:00i retuse tii p;iy tIi- rcttt i r _-ive tri flie pro.

îierty, wc t i n k the' mi ier, riider the purni lit,, ettuldiI llit

(tcj lici iii flic~ Couitty C ourt, as bciîig the Lltnlid unîler
tli c .îît ivr pe rsoîî c i tiftb >lic i titei nl rcvters ioii ;

foir iiy li î lica- .e lecaiiie til iorf thle ptnpi i, su b-
luc toe tetîati y Oir if tctiaiit fuor lit'e dLtti-e îr'tî

ftir a tent' ori ycir,, uyioi the deâtlî of ferranît f,)r lift-, tire
pari y eniti t Ic lu titi iumna iii hr i n ftec cooldt bri ng hi, :îct i oi
ai tice pursoi untiilei1t u tlie Jiremiises But it lias btcti
lbeld iiier anl analaguuS Ei•i eii;ctîilenr liy i'attc'îtt,
J , iliat a lucere tonstr uctive tetiarîy arisiig out (if' a muort

gage tranusactio tit n flt suffloient. (Jti4. sv. (lit. o, IS,
L. J ,Q B S). Thi- was; a vuo for prohibition lu ve:straîti
the ceutity jutige 1t'iota tredin tlu Uc cae, on flic Lrvound
tlîat tiiere was nu te!nanciy provcd, ti. exist bctwccnt tire
Parties, Lcyitîd ~a :s to bc iîîplied froilt the' relatioîn-
slîip betweuti îîîortgagiîr atd nîovtz:îagce. l'le pl.îintiff itas

(tot iîe f lte-pvçîîîi>v. ; tire deîdant elaiîîîed ululer
lte tîîorig:gor. It iras objectcd at tflc erntî that tlie
w:is no privity of' cotract hcîweci tlic plaititiff anti

defenidauit, but flic jutige overruled the objection, anti gave
judgtucîît for tîte plaintiff. Patteson, J1., in giviný, judg-
utent saii " 1'I do not think anytlîing is elearer titan that
the act enteuoplates ilic oniinary position of laîndlord aind
terrain, tiiii tit it eÎtî bel weeîînîragr mni ort-
gagee-. ; anti 1 do net lind anrytling in tlie affidavit.s to show
that arîy such relation cxistcd in tlic present case bcttwcen
thti paîrti"s 1 thelîv tiik îtirait e cttunty judLe liaI

A'ITOINF'SBItANCII OFFICES.
[t lias bcen intiniatet I.> us by the Beî'~sof flie Law

Soriety, thaI in Ipetlania: flue is a Viions q.NîIl
spri(iging up vlbert'hîy lîtoît\s1 iiný in lîaii~citieS and
tîtwit'. e'tab1i-h iri iiial1e', places9 branch offices, under the
superintenîlenct, of artieleil or nîlier cekwho receive a
e.ortaîn protpotion of fee.s for wirk done lin eînîpensation
for îlîcîn services.

W'c iieeti iay o (tur motre e~eineIbrcthren i tlic
profession, ltat ini poîint cf lait sueh a systeutN il~d aîîd
on groutids of puieiý pIiiey iîîtstîtjeioab.

It Nq tlie îuty fl ;t attotrney to iiiîsîruct hiN elerks anti
adi- ie iroi.lly %vitî Iii,' ( lients, in arIen tbaI tLe eiitier

inay profit by tlie itîsýtructiorî so a,4 tu qitialify theiîselvos to
pursue the' duties aujd avoeatious of flic priîft".siîîn tii wlîîeh
they are brou ' ht up, aîîd thaI flic latter Iîiay re:î1 the hene-
fit (if thie atiçice atnd jîîigm'ý,euît cf' their principal (penl
ardsott itt 7 'Moore, '2-I3ý.

'l'lie attorney 'who, w~hile Lctually carryin.- on bis profes-
sion ini one place, establishes branci lfie iuî other places-
under the mîanag'et oF Mis clerk.s, is unnîindful of both
these duties. On thc one ianti hc ncgleets.w bis cierks
whonî lie is bounti pcrsonally to instruel, and on the other
he negleets fliose clients who are entitled te; bis personal
attention, anti the fruits of bis experienceti judinent.

la our opinion the case is nul at ail iinproved by the fact
that the attorney ocensionally niakes the circuit of bis
branch offices.

Attorneys, after havî.ug been duly examitied and found
qualified lu act, are admiitteti ta practice unider the sanction
of -aitt. ih flie approbtioni of flie Vourts WVhcn adinitted
tlity arc entitîcti te flie privilege aîîd protection of tic
<'ourîs, anti are subject tu punisîttîtent by the Courts in

neo jurisdietion tui try tii case ; qi(l that as, far as riî',ht i>- cases of i'ibehaitîi(ur. 'l'le Courus, however, coulti eyer-
encnl.the defhrîdarît is etititledl t(3 a prohibition. ci, *,,ti, contrul whttŽ,er over attoîrneys if they were allowed

Th.'rc was, a tîîtal w.uît of jtrisdictiîîn'' to bave different clrk l diffurent, pirts (T the 1rovinec,
Anther cas;e bias b-en decidcd in EngIan'1 upon thiN where clienits coiuir seldoni îf evcr have personal coniltnuni-

point K ber 20 1, J ,Q B. .17f.) It cations withi theni (.sec per Burroiigh, J., 7 Moore, 241).
appearcd that an aLrrceet in writittz li been entvreti Besides, the s;ystcinr of rentuneration c.stablished in these
int.o betwcen the paîrties, for flic purchase (if flic pro itises offices, is (fuite opposeti to every princip1p of public policy

tiii 1c-iiulfo'r the ýuii of £1 'ii>, te be paitI by eciîlv reîxîilating. thec condtuet tif the prtýs>ion ini thecir relations
îitýt(t:lt>t ofI £'ý cxh , unitil the whole purclia,î httonvy 1 te ftic publie. The payalulîit of -L propoirtion of profits to

waspati Utt atu fr poIb~îîît t ashcd itt ncpciee; clQrlks, coulti oîiy bc an iticentive to stir up
tîte rclatitin cf aidl.rd -and tenanît diii rit exsantiflint litiuation hceld out to mten (tir ratber bo3 s) whose motives
th(' cotunty £eîIurt bail nui)*uliiietiol) would not bc !ýovcriîod cither by lcarning, experience, or

If tînt vivw lie iiL lit, flic que-tioti wliiclt a practititîner commun prudence
should tlctcrtitnc,:v ao lu wetlîer the plaintiff is entitiecîl te h is îînneccsizary te do more than reror te l'o ;sav
briitg the-aitioii î1,z, - he Ilepry(rf(tSliP eSnl, 7 Mettre, 237, toi shcw in what lîght te partner-
tertancve) etittied tui i . îrci;iiises in dispuite ? If lie iN. then, ships are vicwcd in England Lt there -ppear(,d that plain-
subjecet te other rc>trictiqtls in the Fstatute, the action lies. tiff, an attorney, liveti at Dcwsbury, in Yorkhire, and liad

( T,', ~ioîi ) a branch office at Wakefield, five miles from Uewsbury,
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