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ATTORNEY'S COSTS-RIGIIT or LANDLOIID TO REGAIN POSSESSION By FORCE.

ney agrees for a certain sum of money to conl-
duct a suit to termination, or to perforni somie
other business of a professional nature, and
where a tariff of fees is unknown, though
there the fées corne out of the plaintiff.

It is provided that such suni as rnay be
agyreed upon between the attorney and bis
client, shall fot be liable to taxation, except in
sotne peculiar cases referred to in the Act;- and
there are other provisions as to deduction bcbng
made from the sur n case the agreemnent bas
flot been completed or performed by the at-
torney, either in consequence of his deatb Or
otherwise; but it is not proposed to effect ini
any way the present systemn as te the recoverY
of costs froni, or payable to the client by any
other person. An attorney may take securitY
froni his client for his future fees, charges,
and disbursernents to be ascertained by taxa-
tion or otherwise. In deteruiining the arnount
of remuneration to an attorney for bis service,
the taxing officer is to have regard not onîly to
the length of documents prepared, or the timne
occupied, but also to the skili, labour, and re-
sponsibility involved.

Speaking of the Act, the Solicitor# Jour»al
rernarks with rnucb truth, " that the present
systeni affords a temptation to niultiply tecb-
nîcalities, sînîply because Inuch real work iSrernunerated on quite an inadequate scale."'

If this remuneration is inadequate in Eng-land, how much th() more here, especiaîly'when our tariff was made years ago, when the«xpense of living was haif what it is now.

The following gentlemen wcre, during lastterni, admitted to practice as attorneys, in ad-dition te those whose names we Illentioned
latmontb, viz.:
Messrs. Frederick 0. Martint Toronto. Fred.W. Johnston, Toronto; and A. S. -Wink, D un-

dao.

A Bill has been introduced into the EnglishParliainent iiwith respect to the revesting OfMortgaged Estates in Mortgagorsui which pro-poses *te do by a statutorY fornI Of recept whatwe have for Manly years don. by Inexuns of tbe
certificat. of discharge under Our Registry
Acts.

SE LECTIO NS.

RIGIIT 0F LANDLORD TO RG~
POSSESSION BY FORCE-

(Continuedfrom page 124.) rsl
It is apaettherefore, as tr b frc

of English authority, that an enry bY oie f
by the landlord, or his forcible exp? nt0 the
the tenant, are illegal only te the eXtent b> the
penalties expressîy annexed te the act celer
statute, and ne further, and that ine - s
authority exists for holding tbe poessC~io
gained generally unlawful, or for fe e
thereon any comnlwaction bY Iieet
frorn the Statutory prohibition. Stij es
the special qui tam action ef trespasg b tçhe
rnuted inte a general action ef tresPas5s2 14st.
precise forrn is given by Fitzherberlt, onth
Brev. 248 F.) and is founded o11lY Othe
statute. in Daviaon v. Wil8sOn, lriftr$
attenipt was made te bring the a tIO50iIg t
pass qu. ci. under the statilte, by R' ç0roi,
the declaration in trespass in ceurnith the
that the entry and expulsion were' of tbe
strong hand and against the forI 1edii
Sta'tute ;" brit even these words wer, fet 1

sufficient. It bas niereover been Unif 01 bc
held that the statutory action~ Idn the
rnaintained by one who bas a freeh' Be% 1.
tien only being given on disseîs' 9 le 8
DeOmry 1 Ld. Ray. 610; VO lev*. flagee&C. 40d9; and does netli against te erît
has a freehold and righ et undit cil,0

eaBok 9 Hen. VIII. fo. 19,P rltb
VII. fo. 17, A, pi. 12. And it neetd ýadb)
added that the restitution direct21 Jac. e
sgtatutes of 8 Hien. VI. c. 9, S. 3 1-1ý pl
15, te freehelders and tenants fOr Yelo -il

enly be miade when and te th()6 do na t biS directed by those statutes, ,and efl tspwaived and replaced by an actionef .t 0e p criThe restitution moreover is tbe fruit
nal prceeding. w bic le

The American cases therefore, hh dl
based an action of trespass, -hte 114,tat
fregit, for assault, or de boni#aZ8 lîisb s
the SUPPOSed authority of the *g O00who l fail Of support; and cari on Y utoriti

taiedif a t ail, on some ditnt t9
iven by the ternis of their 10ca 1 6 Yîe, . t%
wiil suffice if, instead of special ih ti o
these enactrnents, we examine u a 00ur ftI
ing clauses, wben relied on bY tEXCOP' Sf1 oe
sustain the action in question., ~bce00 îias qualified bY surch encter5 ., le
that Possession ebtained by force a"5 wevroOne, seems as clear on priifll an.nd
seen it te b. on authority. The 'tel
after his Owti Possessory rigbt is de 3,ser b,
sleeks te hold bis lessor as a tre5P.' est"p
entering upon hini with force, 1nusc¶i1cloosîe
lishing bis ewn possessory title dl'r 0ll1,
defective character as agai n5t the oflp
on by the lessor in entering fr the kk).
law action eof trespass is ailau rtt)


