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trar's taxation, it was in substance an appeai from
which has been conflriued by lapse of time, and as to
appeal now lies. By the report certain dlaims made
defendants, appearing in that portion of their pleadiný
a counterclaim, were allowed by the Master to whom th
in question between the parties under the pleadinge]
referred. These dlaims were expressly ïillowed to the di
as dlaimis on their counterclaim. That is the findingi
sion in the report; and the finding as, to cost., is that
entitled to the costs of their counterclaim on the prol
If the matter hiad corne up hefore the report had 1
firmed by lapse of time, and on a motion to confirm it, o
of 'appeal fromn the report before its confirmation, it mu
been decided, as now contended by the plaintiffs, that i
authority of such cases as Outier v. Morse, 12 P.R.
eouinterclaim was not in reality such; but the plaintifl
faîled to appeal frein the report upon the question
really in issue upon this application, and that rep>t
become final before the taxation occurred, the appeal


