
deed8 on1 paynent of his proper charges aInd disbursemente
in respect of those and other proceedings.

E. M. younig, Picton, and M1. R Allison, Picton, for plain-

C. H Widdifleld, Picton, for defendant.
FALCNUROGEC.J.-At the trial 1 found as a fact thatplaintiffhad ag,,reedl to pay the costs of the proceedinigs forpartition or sale ; but these proceedings were not instituted,y plainitifî; the retainer and instructions for thein came frornMrallinemnan, one of the other heirs-at law. Thereforie,

defendant haid no lien in respect of these charges, because(lhe relationship of solicitor and client between defendant
and plaintif!' Jid not exist at the bime when the delbt wsin-
cuirred : Poley's Law of 'Solicitors, p. 32S, and cases there,
cited.

Defendaint would not, in any event, have been entitled to,<Onissiori under Rule 114G (as the proceedings did not goon to actual Partition), but only to a reasonable aliount for
tiie preparation of tiie notice of motion, about $7 or $8.

As to the. fees, charges, and disburseinents ini conniectionwNith the Colnveyance to Lhe corporation of the townlship of
Sonh Mryburhdefendant rendered .services to plaintiff

irespect of wbich hie lias a lien. T'le ainounit of puirchase
Illoney to be pilid was S50, and a bill for 827.22 is soinewhint
startling.

l'it, alged assauit ainouited tu nlotlhilg.
Action disinissed. Deferidant asserted a lien in respect' oiiene matter as to whieh le id no lien ; and lie iinsisted uponan] extravagant amlouint being paid to humi beloro hie woulddeliver up th. papers, viz., $Î5, altliougi h.e afterwards off-

ereil to acCE.pt $,50. Therefore, nio eosts. Plaintif!' should
have proceeded b>' suxlnary application in the High Court,or .1.. in a Division Court.

CHAMBERS.

BtORANG v. HOPKINS.
Jar1icArseMk,ùfor. R*xk- and Pafrrs-MIasIer and S'eevatit-

Facts witkip, KAowledt(e of Roth Pap-lies,

Motion by defendant for particulars of statement of
claini. Action for the return of certain books, papers, and


