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it was not Ilexempted " when the latter came into force. By 2 Ed. VIL.
C. 25, assented to on March 2 7, 190o2, the word Ilexempted " was struck
out of tht. above clause and in May, 1902, the appellants were included in
the assessment roll for that year for taxation on their railway.

Held, per rASCHERi:. 'T (,.J., that under the above recited clause the
raîlway was exempt from taxation.

Held, per SEDO tW1CK, DAVIES, NESEITT and KILLAM, JJ., that if the
railay could be taxed under the Assessment Act of igoo the rate was flot
authorised until the axnending Act Of 1902 by which it was exempt had
corne into, force and no valid tax was, therefore, imposed. Appeal
allowed wjth costs.

Loutiu, for appellants. Bal-den, K. C., for respondents.

N.S.] KNocK V. OWEN. [June 8.
ancior<d cliet- caits-- Confemsion of jutigmient- Agreement wLith

counsl- Overcharge.

Asolicitor may take security from a client for costs incurred th. jugh
the reiai.ionship) between themn has flot beeiî terminated and the costs flot
taxed, but the amount charged against the client must be made up of
nothing but a reasonable remnuneration for services and necessary disbur-
semnents.

A country solicitor had an agreement with a barrister at Halifax for a
division of counsel fees earned by the-latter o:i business given him by the
solicitor. The solicitor took a confession of judgmetnt fron. a client for a
surn which included the whole amnount charged by thie Halifax counsel,
only part of which was paid ta him.

/ù/dl, that though the arrangement was improper it did flot vitiate the
judgment entered on the confession, but the amount not paid to counsel
should lie deducted therefromn. Appeal dismissed with costs.

If'ade, K.C., for appellant. Border:, K.C., for respondents.
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