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TUCKER v. THE “TECUMSEH.”

Costs—Interlocutory Motion—Reservation to Trial Judge—
No Disposition Made at Trial—Application for Costs
after Appeal.

After this case had been appealed to the Exchequer Court
and decided in favour of plaintiff, plaintiff applied to be
allowed the costs of an interlocutory Chambers motion heard
on 15th October, 1905, the costs of which were reserved to
be disposed of at the trial of the cause, but which costs were
not then brought up for consideration or disposed of.

J. H. Rodd, Windsor, for plaintiff.
- J. W. Hanna. Windsor, for defendant.

and Practice, vol. 2, p. 327, it is stated: “ Where an appeal

has been perfected, the jurisdiction of the appellate court

over the subject matter and the parties attaches: and the

trial court has no power to render any further decision
| affecting the rights of the parties in the cause, until it is re-
| manded.” The appellate court has affirmed the judgment
l of the trial court, and there is therefore no remand back.,

t Tugr Locar Junee:—In the Encyclopedia of Pleading

And in British Natural Premium Provident Association
« v. Bywater, [1897] 2 Ch. 531, Byrne, J., while he allowed
certain reserved costs of interlocutory motions—there having
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