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IE WICKETT.
k~oUtor-ostg-ConoUdeoiof Actionx.

Appeal by the client from, the certificate, of the
officer at St. Thomas allowing costs of two actions u~
taxation between solicitor and client. The appellan
tended that the solicitor shouid have consolidated hi
actions into one, alleging that both action,, rested on th(
transactions.

F. A. Anglin, K.C., for appellant.
Shirley Denison, for respondent.
Lour, J., held, that the officer was right: see N

Grape Co. v. 'Nellis, 13 P. B. 181, 258, p)er Osier, J..1
Street, J. The questions in the two actions were not a
atantiatly the saine. The fact that the csswere tried tfi
does not advrance this.' The nature of the actions In
considered, the facts before the solicitor, the pleadji
both actions, atnd the evidence in preparing for trial,
termine the rolicitor's course. A change of solicitor
place atter issue of writs, but before appearance, but i
at this stage nor any stage before trial wvould the &c
have been justified in mnoving to consoilidate, flot wc
have been ordered, and consolidation is a niatter of
tion, and made as a favour te and for the benefit of
dants. The solicitor acted with reasonable judgmer
diseretion in not inoving to consolidate, and shiouldl
deprived of lis costs. Sec Smnith v. -larwood, 17 P.
Appeal disniissed -with costs.

Murphy, Sale, & O'Connor, Windsor, solicitor
appellant.

MeILean & Camneron, St. Thomas, solicitors fe
spondent.
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BAXTEJI v. JONES.
Con frac-.7egt*gnt Performance-Fire Insiranoie-Compro

Action for damages ,sustained by plaintiffs throuý
neglîgence of defendant, who proimsed and uudertool
plaintiffs, that if certain insurances aeainst loss bw fir


