
.go, therefore, to reîiburse tlic corporation pro lanto for t]
salary whieli it pays toi ifs solicitor. Sir Adamn Wilson in ti
Stevenson case, while dissenting f rom the view adlopted 1
the majority of the Court, was of opinion that a provisiù
1such as that was objectionahle and contrary to, public polie

In the Gallowav case and in tlie ilenderson case, it is sa
that, wlivrc a lump sumn is payable as salary 'for ail servie(
if it can bie shewn that the clicnt, as flic resuit of the wlic
transaction, will have nothing or not as inuch as the taxi
bill to pay, lic is ntot entitlcd to profit costs, or that tlic faxi
bill muât bie rcduccd to what he îs liable to pay. ltis poinV,
out that if la gcncrally alinost impossible for the opposi
party to shew that such a state of things exista, and thî
unless he can sliew if, the fact that flic solicit or is paid Ë
annual salary does not disentifle the client to re(over fl
cofst of the, lifigation ln which lihe has obtained an ' order f,
the payînent of his costs by fthe opposite party.

As 1 hiave said, we th 'ink fliat we ouglif toi follow thei iii
-vis case in our own Courts, and for leax'e it te, the appel iani
if they are dissatisfled, to take the opinion of a higlier Cou:
where, possibly, the English practice, so far as if differs fric
ýours, xnay be held to lie the truc rule.

The order of Mr. Jus tice Street, in our opinion, mnust
reversed, and flic order of flic local Master resfored, wi
costs to flic appellants.
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STAND)ARD TTRADING CO. Y. SEYBOLID.

Di8cover - Affidavit of Documents - AdmfsWon of Possess*»io
J)ocument -Admis&ion3 on' ILaminatîon for Discover,- j
ea'amination after Examination~ ilosed.

Appeal by defendant Boothi from order Of 1BOYD, C.,
Chanmbers, reversing an order of the local M.%aster at OttaN
and dirccting defendant'Boofli toi filc a.further ard bet
affildavif on production and to attend again for f urther
anination -for discovery.

1_ L McCarthy, for appellant.

J. H1. Moss, fQr plaintiffs.


