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Solicitor-Apiicalion for DeUvery of Bill-Security for Cost-
.Ap9Ucant oui of /uritsdictiën- Soliciloir Seling ué» Cha«mjzeriou4
Àgree.me'zî-'Practp Order-Settîng Aside -Orderfor Delbveryt>)
BUIh.

Application by John Allen to ýset aside a preecipe order
requiring him to give security for the solicitor's coste of an
application for, delivýery and 1tixa tiôn of bills of, coist. T he
original application for the order for delivery and taxation
was brought on at'tbeé saine tiMeé. 'The applicatlit' regided sal
the time of the application in tho United Sta tes of'America,
Ho employed the solicitor to attfor himý in connection with
certain iîtigation relating to land in the county of York,
at a time when ho (the applicant> ifved 'in this Province,
Th'e solic~itor stated that in 1897 the applicant was indebteè
to hlmi i $400 costs and dishursements in a High Coui~i
action, and sundry small book accounts, and that tbere waE
thon an action of ejectment pending hetweon the appIieani
and bis son to obtain possession of the land, mntioned; thi
the applicant having no means te pay the eosts or~ to f urnist
funds te carry on the litigation, it was ag reed between 4.hE
solicitor and the applicant'that, the land shoùld ho' leased'anc«
the rents paid te the solicitor in full of his ýcosts, etc.

T. E1 Lloyd, Newm#rkot, for applicant.
J. W McCllogh, or olicitor.

THE MAsTn.-The solicitor bas brougbt hîmsolf, if noi
within the decisions a~s to chatnerty and maintenance, periL.
otusly nearly so. Wood v. Downes, 18 1Vos. 120, Jamhes v.
Kerr, 40 Ch. D. 449, Hall v. HalIet, 1 Goix (Ch.) 135, Cartai
v. Palmer, 8 CI. & F. 705, Ex. p. James , >8 Ves. 337, Luddy'e
Tr~ustee v. Praed, 330Ch. D. 500, Riobertson, v. Fumness, 4ý'
U. C. R. 143, Loeking v. 11alsted, 16 O. Rà. M-, Londor
Mutual Fire Ins. Co. v. Jacob, 16 A. R. 392, and.authoritiei
cited in the last case, referred to. The transactions betweex
the solieitor and his client are, uapon the solicitor's' own adý
missionsà, of sueli a character as to warrant the client in ask.
ing the Court to investigate therlù. The solicitor was entitlec
uinder Rule 1199 to a praScipe order for secuarit for eosts
as it appeared on the facc ot the notice of motion that thi
appliant did not live ini the jurisdictien. But the facts o,
this case entitie the applicant toa have~ the praacipe order sel
aside: Sample v. McLauglini, 17 P. R. 490. Order mnad<


