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the plamiiiPs action.  The appelionts will have costs ligre and in the
Court below.
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Appeal allowed.

1949 Present : Windiam J. and Gratiaen J.

MANUPACTURERS LIFE INSULANCE CO. LTD., Appellant,
and COMMISSIONER OF INCOME TAN, Baspondent

S0 L25—IN THE MATTER 0F AX APPLICATION UNDER SECTION Zi4
orF Tt Civin, ProcepurE Cobk To REVIEW THE TAXED B
or Cosrs 1 8. C, 578 (v)

Closts—Appeal ona case stated by Commdssioner of Steasps — Cartion of costs tr
such appeal—Costs actually tncurred—Ciui] Provcedura Code, section 214~
Section 31 of Stamp Ordinance as amended by Oirdinsmee No. #7 of 1941,

Tho scaie of eosts presaribed by the Schedule Lo ite Civil Procedure
Code doos not apply to an appeal on 4 cuse stated by the Commissioner
of Stamps. In such case tho Registrar ought to allow the full amount
of foes actually paid to Connsel uniess they aro unreascnably extravagant
or needlossly ineurred.

THH wag an application to have a bill of costa, as taxed by the
Regisirst of the Supreme Court, reviewed.

8. J. Kadirgwnar, for the appiicant.
H.W. R Weerasooriya, Crown Counsel, for the Attorney-General.

Cur. adyv. vull.
October 13, 1949, WixpaaM J.—

The petitioner applics to have his bill of costs, us taxed by the ilegistrar
of the SBuprome Court, reviewed. The bill of costs related to 2 appeal
before the Supreme Court upon a cuse stated by the Comniissiouer of
Stamps under section 31 of the Stamp Ordinance, as amended by the
Stamp (Amcadment) Ordinance, No. 47 of 1841, Subsections (3) and
(4) of that Ordinunce provide that the Coiamissioner, after considering
au appeliant’s grounds of objection to auy stamp adjudication, shall
issue the appellant a stated ease giving his reasons for the udjudication,
which the appellant may transmit to the Supreme Court, which may
thercupon determine the appeal.  In the present case the Supreme Court
determined the appeal in favour of the appallant, and it is his biil of costs
in that appeal which is the subject of this petition.  Ju tuxing the bill
of costs the learnod Regisirar allowed only Rs. 147 out of an item of
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Regisirar may take mto consideration the nature of the action and s
impartanee to the parbies or to the general public,

Applying these p'l‘mcip!es to the present case. T do not consider the
fees for which elaim was mude i the bili of costa, und which e in fuct
revagant,
woappeal was o test case to ascertain whether cortain ife insnrance
policice izsued by the apnct
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but of tac publie, and it justified e engagement of eminent counsel for
that nirpese.
I would accordi

v review the tazation of the bill of costs Ly sllowing
all iters of exprniditvee acken Ty incurred, whiel wiil amount to the sum
of Rs, 3,424, The appellant WJ‘:! uave his costs of this application, which
I fix at Rs. 105,

GraTivEN J.—T agree,
Application allowed.
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