
HENSTRJDGE r. LONDON .STREET R. 11. CO.,

SIf the defendant would not accept this, the order of the'
Master should stand-the defendant had flot vomnplied with the
order of Clute, J.

Costs of the appeal to, the plaintiff in the cause.
The trial must be postponed, as the case could not well bc

ready for trial during the present sittings. nhe cost., of the'
motion to postpone to be costs in the caulse.

MIDD)LEToN, J., IN CHAMBERS. JIANUAity 28Tm, 1818.

*HENSTRLDGE v. LONDON sTREETF, R., w. CO.

Co8ss-Taxation-Fee for SolicUta AUtendin{ Trù?'il-Per L>im
Allowance Fixed by Tariff (Item l4)-C-imutatù o~f " Dali"
-Se parale Actwun Tried tetr-eraeFee in earh
Action.

Appeal by the defendants f rom a ruling of a local Taxing
Officer upon taxation of the costs of two actions, brouglit re-
spectively by a mnother and daughter, who were hurt ini the saine
accident, and sued the defendants for danmages for their respective
injuries. The actions were brought iii the Supremne Court of
Ontario, and each of the plaintiffs recovered an ainount within
the Couaty Court jurisdiction. No order was made te prevent
set-off. The plaintiffs' ceeth were taxed on the Couty Court
scale, and the defendants' exeess costs on the Supreme Court
scale. Ini the defendants' bills, a charge was ma&de i each action
for the attendance of their solicitor at the. trial. The. actions
were tried together. The trial began at 31 p.m. on a Mondayv,
and lasted tilt noon on the following Wednesdaty. The. Taxing
Officer ruled that the trial lasted thre. days, ami ailo'wed 100
holding that this must bc apportioned betweetn the two actions,
or could bo allowedl ini one only, bweiiiise the actions w'ere tried
together.

H. S. White, for thev defeudants.
E. C,. Cattanach, for the. plaintiffs.

MIDDI.ETON, J., iii a written judgnicnt, s:tid that the Tait\lg
Officer was not right in either ruling.

Under itemn 14 of tii. tariff, the fee allowed to a :olicitor for.
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