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Upon taxatirm of cosis, the following items should not be taxedt against
the opposite pariy

(i) Attendance, tu searcit affidavit on production.
(2) Attendance tu bespeak and for registrar's abstract to prepate for titi-

galion, or -provo tit.
(3) Qunsel fée on attendance ta obtain t'A perie order, I
(4) Attendance tu file order for subl)uena.
(5) Engrosiment of saine order.
The question of the allowance of counisel feus is one for the discretion of the

taxing officer ; and where the action is strenuously cuntestptd on bath sides, it
is proper t a lUow fées to bath senior and junior counisel.

Where witnesses in attendance at the trial are flot called, the onus is un
the party subpoenaîng them tu show their relevancy ; id in -his case ht, failed

todosa fes paid to suchittesses are disaflwed, the portipns of vounsel's

brief m~ntaining their evidence should also be disallowed.
Alcorn, Q.C., for the plaintiff.
D. Armoz»' for the defendants.
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WElLnIOURNî: v. ADA P1ACIFIC R.W. VI0.

Discovery will not be enfarced in equity in cases of chLmpertv andi main.
tenance, nor shold it be under the equivalent reniedies given by the Judicature
Act ; and a plaintiff should flot be compelled, on examninatinn, to Ftnswer ques.
tions touching an aLIleged chanipertous agreement.

Semble, that the rigaraus rules which obtained in earlier days in England
are nat ta be imported inta the dependencies of Enghtnd without sanie niodi.
fication.

Rapm coomar V. Chundep, 2 App. Cas. at p- 2io, specially referred ta.
To an action under Lord Camnpbell's Act the flefendatit pleaded that it wati

brought and rnaintained under a chatmpertous agreemient which disentitied the
plaintiff tu sue.

lifdd, that titis detence should flot be struck out if proveci, tt was for.the
court ta say what effer.t should fonUow.

W. J, Alliait for the plaintif.
Angu.4 Altcat-chu,v for the defendants.


