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EXCIIE<Q EU COURT OF CA~NADA.

TU('KEII v. THE 'IEUSI

~~Yoad al~p~iin.I<c< ''i/.i;piolo for CIý,

Affer îlihiý (aý hlid Ix'Qi app>eaIcid to the ExeIie,-Iter Court
and diddin fax or of plaintiff, plaintif applied obe

alwdthei e>stsýi of ail iiîterlocutorx \ hambhers motion Ieard
.,n ].-)[I Ocer 905, the costS of whiehi were reserved to
LeW 4 di - )1- of ati tue trial of the eauise, butt \WhiCh eosts were

not thvin broughti upl for consideration or dpn<Iof.
1.H. ltodd. Windsor, for plaintiff.
\\. W. annal. W'indsor, for defendant.

Tjî~ L~ ~. Ju4m luthe [LiiqcvcItpit¶la of Pleading
auJl'a<'ic, io! 2p.32ý7. it i> srtwd: -Whlere, an tipjeal
bus e~n erfctIlleb jurisýdictioni of die appellawe couirt

iovr the subjeet im;itter and the parties attaches. am i t,
trial Iortmî< no pocwer to reilder awy further decisioni
alleeting t right or the parties in the enlise. unttîli i 1 re-

mnuMed"The app1late couirt has aflirnied the' jud gment
or t1w t ria1 cr, . a nd there is therefore no renmandhak

Andl( Ili iBritÎssh Nmtural Prenjuai ProvidentXsojjn
v. BTywter. [18971 2 Ch. 531, Byrne. J.. whilv lie illowedý

,ertaiiieere costs of interloeutorv Illotiouns thereo laving
vol. %il. o,. . o. 10-26


