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difllculty in the solicitors compelling the company to pay thern,
I'can sc nione in-the way of charging the clients, Beach Bros.,
The Taxing Oflicer thus reports: "The said solieitors claimed au
allowance for services performed by them and members of their,
office staff in acting as- direetors and officers of Cobalt Power
Comnpany Lirnited at the request of and in the interests of said
Beach Bros», but that 1 did not consider said claiui, and made
no allowance therefor."1 In this I think he was wrong. 1 arn
unable to, follow xny brother Britton wheu he says: "IU such
services should be paid for at ail, payxnent should be made hy
the cornpany." The services, while they were in form renderedl
for the company, were in faet rendered for Beach Bros., and
as part of the whole wvork carried on for Beach Bros. The ap-
peal should be allowed on this ground.

If both parties agree, %ve may fix a reasonable sum, te allow;
but if they cannet agree (say within ten days), the matter
shiold be referrcd back upon this point--costs of the new re-
ference to, be in the discretion of the Taxing Officer. The coats
or thiis appeal should substantially follow -the event-the clients
shiould pay three..fourths of the costs before us; and mec should
flot interfere with the coSts before Mr. Justice. Britton.

FALcQNDIUon, C.J., agreed.

L4TrcuFoR, J., agreed in the resuit.

DiIV8ON,£L COURT. NoVEMBER 3RD, 1911.

1>OULIN v. EBERIJE.

Ejccimct-Titl of >antiff-Faîlture to Provo Legal Titie-
I>ossssio-1tight as against ail but True. Owner-Netv
T'rial-A endrnter.-,Stgtute of LUmitati<n s--Rntry of De-
fend4nhtis iinder Plaintiff's Tenants-Costs.

An appeal by the plaintiff frorn the judgrnent of the Judge
of the County Court of the County of Kent' disrnissing anl
action of ejectment.

The appeal wus beard by FALCONBaiDoE, C.J.K.B., RIIDDEU.L
and L,%TCIIPoa, JJ.

J. M. Ferguson, for the plaintiff.
L. J. Roecraft, for the defendants.


