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Now, it is a weli.Inown praetice in probate matters thiat the,
next of kin can always eall for proof of a wif par testes and
cross-.examine the witnesses eailled in support of that will, with-
out being suhbfret to the paynient of ensts, Here, however, pro-
bate wças granted without opposition, and thereafter this action
is launched to vacate the probate and nulify the will, on insuffi-
cient evidence and without any proper inquiry.

1 sec no reason to relieveP the plaintiff from the payment o!
ail the costa of the defendants, who actively defended, and such
wiIl b)e the judgment of the Court--dismissing the action with

[Reference to Spiers v. English, [1907] P>. 122; Ponder v.
Burmteister, 119091 S. Australian L.R. 62, 99; Robertson v.
MeQuet, 17 O.W.IL. 852.)

DIVISON*L CouRT. Novixnm 3a», 1911.

RE SOLICITORS.

Soliciiors-TaxUion of Costa againsi Client8s-Qziaituii of Fees
<snd Charges -Discretiot of Tazxing Officer-.eppeal--Bills
of (Jos-Entrirs in Solicitors' Books-Estoppc 1-&erv ires
of Solicitors in Selling CmaysStock and Boidça-'-8cr--
vices as Directors and Ott cers-Jemueratùmt-Coinmission.

Appeal by the clients and cross-appeal by the solicitors froni
the order of BairirroN, J., 2 O.W.N. 1421, affiring the taxation
by the Senior Taxiug Officer o! the solicitors' bill of costs, char,~
ges, and disbursemients in respect of services rendered to the
clients.

The appeal %vas heard by FÀLCOIMIDI», C.J.K.B., RÎDnr.uL
aind LATCIIFORLD, JJ.

R.A. Pringle, K.C., for the clients.
P.E. llod(gins, K.,C., for the solicitors.

RwnuJ. :-.Meaars. Beach Bros. were lessees from the
Crown of a wvater powver nt Ilotind Chutes, and had entered
into an arrangemnent with the firmn o! Baillie & Co., looking to
the devclopinent of this water powver.

The Cobalt Elveetric Power Comnpany Limited had been
chartered te carry out this arrangement, Beach Bros. being the


