. Business Account incurred by
_Rollo,Steven & Bond, bolicltors,
" 116 Seagate, Dundee to -

The Law'oOCLeuy oivbcotland

instruction fee’

Inventory of Productions
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Precogﬁiiion{,
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ADD Cutlay

“Date of. Wiarrant )C¢4V/’?§

" Date of Bervice 7 /1 2./78"
Date of-final,lnterlocuter 26/1/79




T4
DUKDEE: 20 July 1979. The Auditor of Court hav:.ng heard the
the pursuer and the representative of the Law Soc1et

foregoing Account, taxes the account of expenses
AND ThIRT"-'I'WO POUNDS 42 (£232 42) e

Caudi or'of.ponrt.

lNOTE. Tnls taxatlon concerned a Solioitor-client ace

procedure roll.. At that diet the case was settled by jornt mlnute

Chapter I and II or on the bagis of detailed fees’ under Chapter’ II
an action is not to be regarded as defended unless defences are lodged :h-

optlon is non-e11stent, as the relevant part of Chapter I only;cover

decrees in absence granted by endorsatlon of a mlnute.r The Lables of Fees

contains no defrnltlon of 'Defended Actlons' and I must tnerefcre assume :
the normal 1nterpretation. Doble at .39 etates "An aetlcn is ’defended'
when aprearance is made by or for the defender Apart from that, I d ‘bt

if anyone in Sheriff Court practice would reeard an.aQ

netice of ‘appearance has been 1odged as undefended.

»

‘regarding/

.




regarding tabiihg. It is also’noted that the head ng_immev
Rule 34 is "Defended Causes'

by 1nserting an 1nterpretation of the words 'Undefen{ ’
the Tables of Fees. If the solicitor is stlll to be‘:‘

»1nclude thls type of case. There would appear to be no justifzcationilnf




