
Tlie only question whicli causes me any trouble is as tc
disposition of the costs. That is always-more or less a
plexing question. The Iaw, in its wisdom, lias placed
disposition of the costs in the discretion of the Judge
had mucli rather sucli discretion did not devolve upon
IPlaintiff certainly has suffered, suffered witliout any faul
his, part. It looks very mucli as if lie lias no substai
remedy in respect of bis sufferings through the negligeuc
another, or others. H1e brouglit his action relyiïig upon
statemient of thie nurse tliat Dr. Bruce lad done tliat w
she lias sworn to; it was not launched upon any knowl.
of his own. H1e was insensible at the.time, i.mable to
serve himself froin the injury wliicli this pad caused,
unable to know wliat directions were gîven. IJunder all
circurnstances of the case, I thinlc I arn fairly exerci.sin-
discretion in xuaking no order as to costs of tlie action.

The action îs dismissed without costs if the case g
further. Il it go further, disrnissed witl costs.

ANGLIN, J. NovEM BER 1OTII,

WEEICLY COURT.
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'In this action issues were raiscd whidli involved the
termination of the respective riglita of plaintiffs ànd del
unts as to a nuxuber of inatters affecting tlie operatio
defendants' railway. The solution of many of the quesi
as to whicli tlie parties differed depended upon the true
struction of several provisions of thec agreemnent under -,
defendants acquired the riglit to operate the railway.

This agreemnent, inciuding certain incorporated è
Mnts, was ratified and conflrrned hy Act of the On
Logisla.ture, 55 Vict. ch. 99, and is to be found priuted
schedule to that statute. To dispose as far as possib]
sndli questions tlie parties agroed to subinit tp the Cou
special case in the following terras:

Tlie parties desire, before proceeding to take furtber
dence in this case, to obtain the opinio:a of the Court i
certain questions of Iaw arising on thie construction ol


