
PLEINJ)ERLL'!TII v. PAIUSONi ;.

ini Englandl is there now: Yexiz e'sYarIy 1raetîee, 1907,
pp. 107 6 et >eq. In the- formur tai JIf theýre is a feallowed
foi, attenidaiwe to ipct or rouefor iuélto ocu-
inents reerdto Îi ;mv pleading ori allidlait pursuiant to
notite undecr Order x'xr. 141-uur Coun. Rule 409ý (1):
see o3 60; WiÎlsoii*> j1diçature Act, 2nd ed., p. 459;

YeryPracýtice, 1907, p.107
'rhe i n sueli iteii asý )tir No. 90, which allows costs

for -ai, ispuction of documents wheni produced under or-
der.- Thi ngiý case, therefore, does not govern; the
aimiut is righit when-r rediieed to $2, as it has been hy the

2, A iater of di>eretion, and thie diseretion rightly
exrieand the sai remark applies tu 3.

4. ounelfec advising on evidence. It is argued that
sucb a fee cannot be a]llowed uponi tainig acounts ini the

Matrsoffic.e. Fees for couniscl are allowed for couinsel
attending on reference to, the Master (litem 155), and 1 amn
Unable to understand why, that being so, tarif item 157
does not apply Vo, justify the taxingl officer to allow a, fee
a4vising on edne.If I arn pe(rl)nitted to appeal to My
own experienc, I would say that the taking of aceotints
requltireýs as close a scrutiny of evidlence and winnlowing out
of theý imniateris.l as any part of a counsel's prac-tiee.

5. A qujestion o'f fact decided against the appl),lant.
6 and 7. Matters of discretion.
S. A charge of $10 for attending on return 0f motion.

redueed b)y ý the taxiing officer to $2, is justified by item 91.
9. Letter to client to c1ati. .............. 50C. .02C.
it is contended that the client would have lxad to call

ini any cýae, and that th, solicitor shouia have waited for
bim to corne in. 1 do not thiuk so. Then it is sa.id that the
charge should be included in the instructions given when
the client did caîl. 1 think noV, and the quotation f rom
Cameroii on Costa, p. 118, does noV assist.

10, Attending ail day making copies of entries, in
Ilows.rd's- booka... ..... .... .......... ....... $10-00

Attending completing copy of entries in book in »Master'8
offiee.................... ..... .............. $10.00

Brown v. Sewell îa cited as against this charge, but 1
&mn unable Vo sec the relevancy of that case here. This Waa8
allowedf at 40 muciih per folio, and ia justifiedl by item 57.

il and.j 12. 'Matters of discretion.


