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,SoLICITOR AND CLIENT-COSTs--TAXATION-BILL OF COSTS DE-
11VEREt> 1Y CO0MPAýNY-WINDr<o-t'P--RET.AINaRi OF . M< UXT
-DEIVEY OF BILL.

Iet re Foas (1912) 2 Ch. 161. 111 this case a solieitor of a
coinpany delivered his bill lu the~ conipany within tweIve monthNs
before the cornpany was ordered to bu wonnd up. The~ kmounit
of the. bill ha(1 been~ dedlucted from -.iioneyg rec'cived hv thet
solicitor for the eoInpAnly, bUt tl1e1t. 11ad been no settleiiwnt of
accounts between the solicitor and ttie eompany. ie iiid(atur
eiainied to have the bill taxed. The. appilication mas opp)esec b.y
thie solicitor as to two of the~ bills iu qucestion bewause more thian
twelve inonths liad elapscd frori their delivery to thweOla.
it was also contendcd, that il orderedf, the taxation nuat he
ordered under the general juriisdiictioni of the Court anld moi
uruier the Solicitors Act, andi that 'lie solicitoi was eiititled tu
a'id the eosts oý taxation to, bis dlaiim, Neville, -. , hield that the
twelve inonths flot liavingr elapsed bot'ore the winding-np) orde(r,
thce subsequent expir.v of the twelve montlhs did flot bar the
liquidator's right to, a taxation and that the retainer of mouevy
was not paymnent ini the absence of any settièment of aucounits.
Ife, therefore, ordered a taxation, but agreedt with the solicitor
that the order shotald bc matie under the general jurisdiction of
the Court and flot under tIe Solicitors Act and tInt the soleitoi-
%vas entitled to add tIe costs of the taxation to his elairti.


