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goings, etc., of the property should be paid out of 'his general
estate and 'hia widow relieved therefrom: the widow occupied

*the premises for fourteen years adte o the promises

v the proper application of the proceeds. During tiie widow 's
occupaney of the premises the outgoings had amounted to
£160 a year, which had been paid by the trustees out of the
general estate.

The widow claimed that out of the general estate, the
trustees should continue to, pay her a similar arnount; but
Rady, J., was of the opinion that she %,as flot entitled to any-
thing in respect of the provision for payment of rent, and out-
goings which he regarded as an extra benefit conferred on ber
to enable lier to reside in the house, and was flot a provigion
tending to inducle ber to abstain froin exercising her statutory
power of Bale within the Ineaning of s. -51 of the Scttled Land
Act 1882-and he held that under s. 34 of the Aet the pro-
ceeds of the sale iust be applied in paying to the widow dur-
ing her widowhood such an annuity as ivould- exhaust the pro-
ceeds. capital and incotne, during the rernaining eleven years
of the bease.

SOLICITOR ANO CLIP&NT--AGutEmENT As To cosTs-13ILI, OV~ EX-
cflANoE oivEN F'oR cosT-BiLL TAKEN AS PAYMENT-D)E-
I.IVERY OF' BIL14 OF COST-" ýFATR AND BEASONABLE ' -ATTOR-

NESANI) SOLICITORS Acýr 1870 (33-34 VICT. e. 28), s. 4-
SOICIOR,,a REMIINERATIoN ACT 1881 (44-45 VIOT. o. 44),

~8 (1, 4)-(2 GEo. V. c. 28, ss. 49, 50, 56, 57, 58, ONT.).

Ray v. Nvetwtoit (1913) 1 K.B. 249, was an action to enforc a
bilof exchiange given in payrnent of a suin agreed on between

solicitor and client for cos. No bibi had ever been delivered.
and the defendant obtained leave to defend, but, without debiver-
ing a defence, mnade an application for the delivery of a 'bill
of cosas under the Solicitors Acts, and for an ixîquiry into th-
agreemient as to whether it was fair and reasonable--The bill oi
exehange, which was not payable until two years froin date, had

* heen ticcepted by the solicitors as payment and bcd been (dis-
honoured. The application was made in the action and withott
being entitled in the Solicitors Acta which the -Court of Apýpeal
held to ha irregular, -and directed to be amended. On the neiats,
the Court of Appeal (Farwell, and Hlamilton, L.JJ.) disagreed
with Rowlatt, J., that thie rnaking of the agreement and the,


