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STAVERT v. MeMILLAN.

ice-Court'of Appeal-Five Actions Tried together-Ap-
eals Consolidated and Hearcf as One-Separate Certificates
f Jt*dgment-Con. Rides 635 (2), 818-T hird Part y-
Party Affected by the Appeal"-Con. Rides 799 (2), 811
-Costs-Transmission of Interest between HearÎng of Ap-
eol and Jiudgment thereon-Date of Judgrnent.

tion by the respondents, the defendants, or some of them,
ry the certificates of the judgment of the Court in the
and four other actions, as settled by the Registrar. See

imotion was heard by Moss, C.J.O., G&nuow, M&cLâREN,
:,ri, and MAGEE, JJ.A.
Arnoldi, K.C., and F. MeCarthy, for the defendants.
*J. Inoland, for the third party.
Bickneil, K.C., for the plaintif!.

le judgment of the Oourt was dclivered by Moss, C.J.O..-
irst contention is, that only one certificate should have
Irawn Up inl the five actions, instead of a separate certifi-
n eaeh. It is said that the appeais were consolidated -and
?d to proceed as one appeal. An order so expressed was
on the lSth June, 1910. 'At that time there were separate,
aents in each of the five actions, entered in the Centrai
of the High Court, dismissing the actions. There were

js entered against ecd of these judgxnents. O3ut, inasmuch
,utantially they had ail been tried together, and the evid-
was ail taken in the one proceeding, and it-was expedient,


