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 Acco rd ing ly ,  the  on ly  con ten t ious  issue  be fo re  m e  

is  the  sca le  o f  cos ts  tha t  shou ld  be  o rde red  aga ins t  the  

app l ican ts .  I t  i s  com m on cause  be tween  the  pa r t ies  tha t  the  

m or tgage  loan  ag reem en t  gove rn ing  the i r  re la t ionsh ip  

p rov ides  fo r  cos ts  on  the  a t to rney  and  c l ien t  sca le  in  the  

even t  and  to  the  ex ten t  tha t  the  loan  ag reem en t  needs  to  be  

en fo rced  in  cou r t .   

 M oreove r ,  th is  is  a  fu l l  opposed  app l ica t ion ,  in  

wh ich  papers  have  been  f i led ,  counse l  has  been  b r ie fed ,  bu t  

wh ich  has  been  p rosecu ted  ha l f -hea r ted ly .  The  app l ican ts  

d id  no t  f i le  heads  and  le t  the  app l ica t ion  d r i f t  fo r  seve ra l  

m on ths .   The  responden ts  had  to  f i le  heads  and  se t  the  

m a t te r  down .   In  these  c i rcum stances ,  g iven  wha t  the  

ag reem en t  says  and  the  un fo r tuna te  and  inapprop r ia te  way  

in  wh ich  the  app l ica t ion  was  p rosecu ted ,  I  th ink  an  o rde r  on  

the  a t to rney  and  c l ien t  sca le  is  bo th  necessa ry  and  

approp r ia te .    

 Fo r  a l l  these  reasons  I  m ake  the  fo l low ing  o rde r -  

 

1  The  app l ican ts  g iven  leave  to  w i thd raw  the i r  

app l ica t ion .    

 

2  The  app l ican ts  a re  d i rec ted  to  pay  the  cos ts  o f  

the  app l ica t ion  jo in t ly  and  seve ra l ly  the  one  

pay ing  the  o the r  to  be  abso lved ,  on  the  sca le  as   






