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[ Delivered by J.orp SHaw ]

This is an appeal with reference to the taxation of costs.
This Board 1s not a taxation tribunal. 1t only deals with such
matters by way of appeal from the judgment of the Registrar
upon items to which objection was taken before him. With
regard to such items, he exercises his discretion and he gives
effect to the authorised scale of fees and to modern practice. If
he errs in any particular an appeal may lie to this Board—
a rare occurrence ; but apart from such an appeal this Board
will not interpose. It is accordingly clear that if fresh points of
objection to the costs are stated before this Board, they cannot
be entertained. The appellant has been heard in person, and their
Lordships are clearly of opinion that the objections taken before
the Registrar were justly and with great propriety adjudicated
upon by that officer. Accordingly the appeal with respect to
the taxation of costs is dismissed.
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There has been a further endeavour by two petitions to reopen
the merits of this appeal. These petitions deal with matters already
fully considered and disposed of on a previous petition after
judgment. It is to be noted further that they also call in question
the correctness of the judgment itself. On a previous occasion
the Board listened to a lengthy argument going so far as even to
impeach the jurisdiction of this tribunal, before which the appellant
had appeared in person and argued his case at great length. The
indulgence granted to the appellant cannot be further extended.
In their Lordships’ opinion the Registrar rightly rejected the
petitions, which are an abuse of the process of the Board, and the
motions are accordingly dismissed.






In the Privy Council.
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