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ment. styles a taxation "as between solicitor and client" as
including both taxations between the solicitor and his client
and a taxation of solicitor and client costs between party and
)arty. Stich a classification. however, secms unnecessarily con-

fusing. The three rnethods of taxation arc more properly classi-
fied a3 Boyd, C., points out, in Heaslip v. Heaslip, as follows-

(a) Taxations "between solicitor and client."
(b) Taxations "'as betwcen solicitor and client."
(c) Taxations "bctwccn party and party."
Both (b) and (c) arc taxations between party and party

but. under (b), the party taxing is entitled not rnerely to the
usuial costs taxable bctween part% and party but also to certain
of the other cosis Nvhich are taxablc between the solicitor and
bis client-but as thc case of Randail v. <iles shews, sueh a
taxation is stricter than it %vould bc "between solicitor and
client,'' and as a matter of common cxperiencc very little more
is taxablc than on1 au ordinary taxation betwcen party and
party; where, howcver. costs as betwccn party and party are
ürdcrCd to De taxcd ''bctwcen solicitor and client'' no greater
costs Pan be taxed than if flhc taxation wvcrc orac'red ''as betwcen
solicitor and client: " sec Ilcaslip v. Heaglip, 114 P.R. 165.

Lord Justice Buckley regrettcd that the practi 'e had arisen
of differentiating betwecn r. taxation "betwcen ioiicitor and
client" and "as betweexî solicitor and client," bt considered
the prartice to be too firrnly cstablished to be now altered.

JUDGMENTS, AS AFIECTRD BY THIE STATUTE OP

LIMITATIONS.

Two cases have reccntly been before the Courts respecting
£ the opcration of thc Statutc of Limitations as regards judg-

ments. In Poiicher v. WVilkinsý, 7 O.W.N. M7, thc firet Appel-
late Division determincd that whcre a writ of execution has been
kcpt alivc by renewals, the execution may be enforccd, or the
writ may bc ccntinuced to bc rcnewcd, even aftcr the lapse of
i,-cnty y-rrs from the date of thc judgînent. l'lc renewal


