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~ be attributed to him ini his chiraciter of receiver or conimittee,
and, therefore, hic surety could not be made liable in respect

thereof.

~~Ah SOIrO-OEÂRING ORqDREltO FoOST-a-PoPýrTy PRERVED-
'~ ~ ApFoiNTUEST OF RECECIVIR-REStYLT 0F ACTION NOT BENE~-
il ~~ F!CJAL-(ONT. RULE 1109)-Tuszus~-PmoRry-CosT&

In ý - Tutrner, 'Wood v. Tu~rner (1907) 2 Ch. 126 was an
application by the plaintiff's solicitors for a charging order.

4 ~ The action wau for administration, and a compromise had been
made whereby it was agreed that the costs of ail parties were te
be paid out of the estate. The plaintif£ 'e plicitors claimed to
be entitled.to a charging order (Ont. Rule 1129), for their

I coas. A receiver had been appointed in the action, but in the
resuit the appointment had flot proved beneficial to the benefi-

~I .'ciaries, nevertheless Kekewich, J., held thât the property had
'J been "pregerved," and the solicitors were entitled to a charge.

It was also held that the trustees of the estate who were defen.
dants Nvere entitled to payment of their costs, charges and ex-
penses, in priority to the charge of the plaintif'. solicitors for
their costâ.

LANDLORD AND TENANT-DTERMINATION 0F TENA&NCY-TENANCY
AT WILL CREATED ON TERMS OP EXIXR LEASE-INCOPORA-
TION 0P TERMS op LEAsE - ARBMTATION CLAUSS - ACTIOe
FOR OCCUPATION RENT - S'rAYING PROCEEDINGS - ARBITRA-
TION ACIT, 1889 (52-53 VIOT. c. 49), ss 4, 27-(R.S.O. c.
62, s. 6),

Moran . Ht-iso (1-07 2Ch. 137 was an action for use

ferrd t aritrtio, O theexpraton f te lasethe de-

fendntsaske fo an xtesionof he laseandtenpant at

The efedans cotened hatthe resuit of this was to incor-
porae ito te tnany atwil byimplication, so far as applie.

abl, al te poviion ofthewritten lease, including the arbitra-
tio cluse an teY PPled o tay the proceedings under the
Arbiratnn et ,se R..O.c. 8.s. 6>. Neville, J., refuqed the


