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Ipro'tince of Sorttieb CoIumnbia.

SUPREME COURT.

Full Court.1 C NTRE STAR V. IRON MASR. [Dec. 24,

Minerai .4et, C.J.c., 1>88 c. 852, S$- 77 anid <5>-.Rrhita fo//ow vi.;>
P;racliee-A,ýjÜndùon- Ord(er for inspecion-Bute Sil

Appeats arguçd together froni orders continuing injunctions until ti
and froin orders refusing inspection of property in dispute. l'le Cc! e
Star Company, under C.S.,B.C. 1888, c. 82, s- 77, which gives theowr
of a vein or Iode, whose apex lies upon the surface of hie location, L
right to follow it within the lands of others, was rnining in adjoining 1
owned hy the.Iron Mask Company, which Company obtained two ii
tions restraining the Centre Star Comipany froin procceding with its work;ý,.ý'
at two different points, pending the trial of the action. Subsequent to
injunction orders the Centre Star Conmpany applied for inspection, and r
leave to, do experirnental work, which was refust'd. On appeal the t'

Star Company asked'that the injunction orders be modifled so as to all ýw
experirnental, or development work to be done> in order to oblain a kiilw'
Iedge of the character and iidettity of the veins for use at the trial,

11eld, MARTIN, J., dissenting, dismissing the appeal, that it shoull t1e

left to the Judge at the trial to say whether or not actual wvork should le
done for the purpose of elucidating any particular point with regard tii tlie
issues raised.

Davist, Q.C.,ý.and Gait, for appellhmt. Bodwtei/ and A. Hl. 'Ii.//
for respondent.

Irving, J.IIN RE SIIKS TRU'STS. DJan. ."i

Z1ýîïn'ees and keuo'AcSB- C, 1897, c. , .59- One oj (r (<r

ouilside jarùdkfition- J'csting ore-Srieof peltion for.

Petition under s. 39 Of the Trustees and liExecutorg Act for a vejsting
order, The petition showed that the testatrix, who died in 8eptenib ýr,
i8c)2, had. by her wili appointed lier brother, resident in England, and Lliu
petitioner (her,tbrother-ini law) lier ex.2cutors, and after bequeathing certain
specific and pecuniary legacies, had devised and bequeathed the residuu tii

lier real and personal estate to ber execuitors upoi, trust, to seN and cos vrt
the saine as therein mentionied. The wilI was duly proved iii 1892, by t h
petitioner, power to prove being reserved for the other executor who hat'
neyer proved, renounced probate, disclaiirned, nor acted in any way in
execution of the trusts.


