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D. L. McCarthy, K.C., for the appellants.
C., M. Colquhoun, for the city corporation.

MIDDLETON, J., in a written judgment, said that the motion
wvas net an interlocutory motion in an action, and perhaps was not
an, ordinary motion upon originating notice. It was an attempt
te purge the records of the Court from what wasregarded as an
interloping judgment, which had been placed upon the record
%i t hout sufficient warrant, as it was thought.

While difficuit te classif y-having regard te the preyîsions of
Rule 2-the motion referred te may net have been strîetly
a mnotion upon orÎginating notice, but had such "analogy
thlere o " as te justif y the taxation.

Appeal disinissed with $10 eosts; the present motion, by way
of appeal from a taxation, was interlocutory.

MIDDLICTON, J., ffN CRAMBERS. MAiicH 23îi», 1918.
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Costs-Taxaliofl-Iljury te Vehide Insured by Insurance Coin-
pany-Negigenrcr of Street Rah'.>at Company-Losp Paid by
Insurana, Companiy te Owner of Vehic-AÀcîion Brou ght by
fnsuraneeý Compaini in Nome of Owner again8t Ra;il Com-

parny-Reovery of Judgment for Damages and Costs-Reighti of

Itugurance Coln pany t<> Taz Co8sts of Action agiit Railwayj
Compan7y-indemfitty.

Appeal by the plaintiff from a ruling of the Senior Taxdng
Omfcer that the plaintiff was not entitled te tax any costs of the
a.ction, thoughlie reeovered judgment therein against the defend-
ants with costa.

J. P. Walsh, for the plaintif.
W. Lawr, for the defendants.

MIDDLFTON, J., in a written judgmient, said that the plaintiff's
automobile was injured by the negligence of the defeudants'
emnployees, and this action was brouglit, and there was Pudgmient
for the plaintiff for $600 and costs.

Before the Taxing Officer it was shewn that the plaintiff was
insured by an insurance cQnlpany against an injury hy such an


