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expense ha has been put to in investigating the titie. Sargant, J.,
hcld that that rule was not applicable in the present cms, because
the objection was not ene of titie, but of conveyance, and he
decided that the purchasers were entitled te damiages, for loss of
bargain, buit not algo te the costs of investigating the titie.

W!LL-BEQUEST TO SERVANTS IN1 TESTATOR'r, EMPLOYMENT AT
DEATH-LUiNAC.Y 0F TESTATOR-SERVANTS EMPLO)YED BY
COMM ITTE.

In re Kingj Jackson v. Attorney-Oeneral (1917) 2 Ch. 420.
The only point for which. we think it necessary to refer te this
case is that Younger, J.-, decided that where a testator bequeaths
legacies te servants in his empicymaent at the time o* hifi death,
and subsequently becoines lunatie, servants employed by his
committee and in attendance on him. at the tiine of his death
are net entitled ta, the benefit of sucli bequests.

SOLICITOR AND) CLIENT'---ORDER OBTAINE!) BY CLIENT FOR TAXATION

0P 5OLICITOR'S COMT-NEGLEcT OP' CLIENT TO PROBECUTF

REFERENCE-LEAVE TO SOLICITOR TO SUE--SOLICIToRs ACT

1843 (6-7 Vict. c. 73) S. 37-(R.S.O. c. 159, S. 38 (c»)

In re PIum>neï (1917#) 2 Ch. 432. In this case a client had
obtained the usual order te tax bis solicitor's bill of costs. Having
neglected te proceed with the reference with due diligence, the
solicitor applied to rescind the' erder er for 'eave te sue: sec R.S.O.
c. 159, S. 38 (c). It inay be remarked that in this case the order
contained an unliînited stay of proceedings pending the reference,
and netwithstanding its ternis the learned Judge held that he
cotuld, by virtue of the inherent jurisdiction of the Court to pre vent
ani abusc of its proccss, rescind the order uniess thé- client within
a Iimiited tizne proeeded with the reference, and this order ho
arcordingly made.


