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ROBERTSON, [ May 46.
- MJERCER CO. W., MiêSaav.HÂARRs CO.

V~nu-CAasgé f-ExpîdiÙg hria -Iliner$ Of witnesç-Cost s.

The place of trial of an action niay.be changed for the purpose of expedit-
ing the triat

And where the plaintiffs nained Barrit as the place cf trial, and the defend.
ants had it chaliged te Toronto, and, through ne fault ef the. parties, the action
was net tried at the spking sittings there, nor at Barrit under an alternative

* order. it was, on the application of the plaintiffs, changed te Bracebridge,
where a sumtner sittings had heen appointed, a witness for the plaintiffs being
go dangerously ill tint he might die atany moment, and there being ne suni*

* nier sittings at Toronto or Barrie.
Cos were not given against the plaintiffs, as they were net ini fault,
Biéakley v. Eastorn, 9 U.C.L.J. 0O.S.) 23; Mercer v. Vaglit, 4 U.C.L.J.

(O.S.) 4j7; and McDoneil v. Provincial Insurancp Co., 5 U.C.L.J. (O..)186,
specially referred ta.

F E& Titui for the plaintiffs.
A. iills for the defendants.

lioVe, C.] [May 3o.

BARBER v. ADAMS.

Aitachment-.Jirobeiience Io subpona-Sub.rtituted service,

A witness is net liable te attachment fer disebedience te a subpcena
served substitutionally pursuant te an order authorizing such service.

Mill: v. Met-cer, 15 P. R. 28 1, applied and fellowed.
N. MeCriineetn for the plaintiff.
,Kiler fer the witnesses.

130xD, C.] [Jun-ý 2.
REGINA V. GILLESPIE.

Evitdenc-Criminai Céde, i8ç2, is. 584, 843-Ae/ Io Session --SU1#oena te
witnesseer in anotkerj6rovince.

Under the previsions of ss. 584 and 843 of the Criminal Code, t892, it is
cempetent for a judge ai the H igh Court er Ceunty Court tIn make an order
fer the issue cf a subpcesia te wituesses ini another previnre te compel their
attendance uponi an appeal te fthe Generat Sessions fieom the action of justices
of the peace under as. 879 and 881.

F. E. Hiodgins for the applicant.

I3ovo, C.] [June 2.
ADA MS v. ANDERSON.

Swnmary judgment-Rule 739-Conditirnal Icave Io défead-Paymmrt fato

In an action ta recever $1,547.47, the plaintiffs moved fer surmmary judg.
ment under Rule 739, and the defondant set up as a defence thnt the plaintiffs


