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being: And it is further ordered that ail disbursements, expense and out-
iay of every kind (including costs) o%;casioned to the defendants by the said
adjournment be couts to the defendants ini any event of the cause; the
intention heing that the plaintifs shail reinburse the defendants for and
indemnity themn against any and ail ioss that they may suifer by reason of
the said adjournment." The defendant appiied for leave to inspect the
mining workings and premists in question and to do certain experimental
work for the purpose of obtaining full information and evidence requisite
for the trial but the application was refused, and an appeal from the refusai
was disniissed by the Full Court in December, 1898.

'rhe trial afterwards been begun before W'4LICENtJ at Rossiand, and,
it appearing to the learned judge's satisfaction after some evidence had been
taken, that the intipection previously asked for was then proper, he made an
order accordingly upon the defendant's application. The plaintiff then
nsked for an adjournment of the trial on the ground that it wouid be neces-
sary for the plaintiff to do certain work in order to preclude the evidence
which the defendant expected to derive from the inspection froni being
evidence, or at ail events being conclusive evidence of the continuity of the
vein. The application for the adjournment was resisted b>' counsel for the
defendant on the grounids, first, of the grect expense, stated to be over
$40,000.o00, that it would occasion and, second, on the ground of the danger
that the adjournrnent would prevent the defendant having the benefit of the
attendance of certain witnesses, enhinent mnining engineers, whose presence
it was uniikely could be prcoured at an adjourned triai. '1hle learned trial
judge granted the adjournment but ordered that the costs occasioned by it
shouid be costs to the defendant in an>' event. Tht: plaintiff appealed from
both orders.

Held, that the order as to costs shouid be varied so that the costs should
abide the resuit of the issues to which the inspection related. Foe-ester- v.
&iarqap-a (1893) 1 Q.13- 564, followed. Costs the of appeal to be costs
in the cause,

Bo/wie//, Q. C. (MilacNeill, Q.C., with hîrn), for appeilant. Devis,
Q.C. (Gal, with hini), for respondent.

INTERCOLONIAL RAILWAY.-TheI following letter froni a prominent
citizen speaking of the excellent service and courteous treatment on the
LI.R. has been received by the General Passenger Agent:

IlA number of our party who attended the Dominion WC.T. U. Con-
vention feel that we should at least write and tell you how very niuch we ail
enjoyed the trip to Halifax by the I. C.R. Personally speaking I have been
travelling for niany years but neyer remernber a line so smooth, drawing-
roomn cars so comfortable, officiais so extremeiy courteous, and meals so
beautifully served and weli prepared as by your line We are grateful for
the low rates you kindiy gave us. Rest assured that we wiIi alwavs put in a
good word for the 1. C. Railway. Thanking you for the courtesy and
kindness showa to these delegates en route to, and return, from Halifax."

M.


