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PiwrrT v. Tonox'TO AND YORK RADIAI, R.W. 'o MuX ,

Cosis-Action, Ii' ot d in to Su prenc ('ourt froeu ('ou n (ty
Court a~t In,4anuc of DefeitdaittCosts Awarded to D(h fé?dant
(m Supre»u Court ~Sc(ile.]-This action was coxecdiii a
County Court, the plaint iff elaimng as darnages a suin of ;oc

beyond $500; and the defendant eornpany dispttdý tht' juris-
diction because of the amounit thus elairned. Therciýuponi tht'
céase was transferred to the Suprenie Court of Oatario, anid

procededto trial, whieh resulted in a disInîssal of the' action by
MULO[ÀCK, ('.,J.Ex., wxho said that the' defexîdant eornpany was en-

titled to costs, and the' question wvas, what cosis i The' eozpali',
was wiîi is right iu objeeting bo the trial being had in the~

county Cou rt, nor w-as il unireasonable thal it should require the'
trial, whichi iuvolved so lrea sui as that ciaiud, to) bc had in
the Suprerne Court. There,( was no reasoni %hy ' v cu1omparlv
should not have eosts ou the higher scale, and rut uxely 'N ouuty
Court vosts; and it should be so adjudged. P. M. Field, K.'.,
and T. N. Phelan, for the' plaintiff. T. Il. Lennox, 1{.C ., for the
defendant company.
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Libel-)i--.wueviry - hf nces - .Jx(ifiicathin Fair 'n

Officer of C>anif(omîpaity]-Motion by t1v dlcfcîlt for
anorder irtigthe president of tht' plaii fio'xp lu

attend for rc-uxaîiniation at his owNN ex.peýisv aid 10anwc

the questions w'hiehli J rc-fused lu no e on dv of uounlisol
in the course of the' exaxuination Alrcady liad, and In>dfal
for ani ordevr disuîissing1 1.hw ac(tion. The action %ws for libl-.
Sec 34 O...166, 8 O.WV.N. 42G, 462, 503. Tht' dufentdants ini
their de ln e laded that, if they did publisli tht' wordls voni-
plainced of inli th stalcînent of vlajix, the würds, ii st) far ais thcy'
coiisisted of alaio f faets, were truc i 'subsltanie anid
tact, and, Hi su fari as they eonsisted of xpeiosof op)iin,
wvere fair and bon fide coiunient madet iii gouti fii antiu litout
maliceý upon tht' faets, whieh were inatters of public ere
Rnd th pblcaio of the saine xvas for the' publie bt'nefit. l>ar-
ticulars of tht' deufence were ordereti, anti the' order lxad hecil
eomnplicd with. The' Master saiti that il was well setticti by tht'

authrites hat iii libel actions, wherc the' defendants furnish


