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ÇOSTS-ACTION FOR -tECOVERT 0F LÂND--LN-DLOItD ANO TEN-
- FOFEITRE OR EEAC 0F OVENNT UNNCES

SARY DEFENDANTS - UNNECESSARY ACTIONS -DiSZILLow-

.L;C OP COSTS UNNECESSÂRILY iNcuRRED-RL 1002 (20)
-(ONT. RULE 1154).
Geen v. Herring (1905) 1 K.B. 152 was an appeal fropi a

taxation. The plaintiff was the owner of the reversion in fouir
leases, coniprising a number of houses mub-let to weekly ten-
ants. The leases had ail been assigned to Herring. The
leases having beconie forfeited by reasoii of the brench of
covenantsi to repair, the plaintiff commenced four actions to
recover possession, and joined ail the sub-tenants as defen-
dents with Ilerring. Herring, having effected the required
repairs, applied for relief against the forfeiture which was
granted on condition of his paying the plaintiff's costs of the
actions between solicitor and client. On the taxation of these
rosts the master allowed in each action copies and service of
the writs on ail the sub-tenants. Prom this Herring appealed,
Bruce, J., disnîissed the. appeal, but the Divisional 'Court
(Stirling,, and 'iMathew, LJJ.) were of opinion that as the real
object o! the actions, naniely, to eoinpel the execution of the
repaire, miglit have been effecttually attained by one action
against Herring alone, the costs of joining and serving the
siub-tenants Nwas an unnecessary expense, the oost8 of which
shoffld not be allow'ed; but as the terme on which relief hadl
beeii granted to, Herring were the payment of the eosts of the
fouir actions, the Court coulcd not iiow lirnit the plaintiff to the
vosts of one.

BA.ur;RUPTCY - SECURED L'EEDITOR - VALUING -SIZCURITY-
,SUBSEQUEXýT LNCIREASE IN VALUE 0P F SCtRITY - APPLICA.-
TION 0F CREDITOR TO RE-VALUE Sr.CLRIrY - (R.,S.O. c% 147,
s. 20 (4)).
lu re Faiffiawc (1905) 1 K.B. 170. aithougli a bank-

ruptcy case, seeins deserving of attention as bearing on R.S.O.
c. 147, s. 20 (4). In this case a secured creditor filed his proof
in bankruptey, valuing- hie security at haîf the ainount of his
debt. In consequeîiee of this claim, a scheme of composition et
10s. ini the Pound based on thé supposition that this creditor
wa,, fully secured fell through, and the ba.nkrupt 's estate only
paid lu. in the Pound. Eight years afterwards, the security
bRving greatly risen in velue, the creditor applied for leave to
ntend his proof, by revaluing his security on the footing that he

wctA Î11lly secured, andi it was held by Bigham, J., that lie wvas
entitled to, do so.


