
Qu~icprovides that "every condemnation to costs juvolves,
by operation of law, distraction in favour of the attorney of
the party to whom they were awardedl." "Distraction of
COts" was proved to mean "the diverting, of costs fromî the
client or party who would iii the ordinary course ho entitled
to thern, and their ascrîption to hiï attorney or other person
equÎtably entitled," The p1aintiffs are entitled to jud1grnent
for the amlount taxed, $238.20. These cost4 would carry in-
terest in Quebec, but in this case there is no claim for inter-
est, and no evidenee of any demand in Ontario hefore action.

Judgmnent for plaintiffs -for $238.20 with costs.

F %B RIDGE, C J. FEJIRIARY 16TH, 1903.

TRIAL.

PAGE v. GREEN.
llîngotrace.pamiaes for Delay -Bot/i 1 r 'li//y oflt

Delay-/Icc.'u >1/.
Acinby Bessie Page, of Toronto, trading under the naine

Of Pae& Con against John M. Green, of St. Thomnas,
Lrinunder the name of J. M. Green & Co., to recover

S'2,5-5!)67 for work done upon the new armoury buildings at
,St, Thoinas under a sub-contract, and for $1,000. damiages
for breaehes of cotr by defendant. TJie defendaiit also
eOnnterclailned for damages for breach of the contract.

W. Lailaiw, KOC., for plaintif.
'j. A, Robinson, St. Thomas, for defendant.

FAîL~BRIGE, .J., found that each party had been
gui'1ty Of 8uch delay in performing bis own part of the con-
traet R9 to disentitie him to dlaim damages from the other
On this ground. After goingy through the items of the ac-
count8 between the parties, the Chief Justice found $1,114.08
'lue to Plaintiff Judgment for this sum wiLh costs.

FEBRUARY 16TTI,193

DIVISIONAL COURT.
.CENTRAL CANADA LOAN AND SAVINGS C0. v.

PORTER.
TÏk~l121d...Regs/ered Tîi/e -Real profri -ifihOP'/I/

Appeal b)y defendant from judgmeflt of ROBERFlTSON,J.(
~.W. R. 482), in favour of plaintifrs in an action of eieek

'nent tried at Peterborough. The trial Judge fouiid a


