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MALCOMSON V. WADE.
_Costs of sale, Bill of—Subsequenl
Tncumbrancer.

4 sale was made of certain
property under a power of sale contained ina
mortgage. The solicitors of the mortgagee paid
over to his agent in this country his principal
money and interest, and detained, with the
agent’s sanction, a lump sum tor their costs, but
rendered no bill in detail. On the request of a
subsequent encumbrancer the solicitors furnished
him with a statement showing the settlement
with their client’s agent, but declined to furnish
a bill of their costs in detail. The Master in
Chambers directed the solicitors to deliver 2
copy of their bill of costs upon payment of the
costs of such copy.
¢ .On appeal, BOYD, C., considered the circum-
stances of the case special, within the meaning
of sect. 44 R. 8. O., Cap. 140. He thought that
the subsequent encumbrancer was entitled to
see the items of the bill apd judge whether to
seek redress for any over-payment the mortgagee
might have made to his solicitors.
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Shepley, for the appeal.
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TowN v. BORDEN.
Will— Vesting—" Worldly estate”

A testator, by his will, “as touching his world-
ly estate” gave to his wife the use of all his per-
sonal property, for her support and the bringing
up of his children ; likewise he gave her the full
use of his farm and buildings during her natural
life, for her support and the bringing up of the



