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of sec(tions beaded "Enforcenient of 'Municipal Agree-
Int ," cg-, sec. 63. The Board has po~wer to eu force

Iuimipal agrevîtiulnts sueli as this and the power to con-
stre aîddetrninethe proper nieaninçg of the clause in

<utîu(sec. 64.) The 1.loard mayx take sucli stcps as are
rwessaýrv to vu forcep« in of the 01e-quarter net profits

and te solv ctfli diffiuiesiýý raised in the pleadinigs, sec.
63 (2).

Tuie Board has full jurîsdicîion to hear and detcrîiiîie
aiJI iniatters of law or facî andit ave snc powvers in e nuec
tî1 ion viit tue exerc!i-e cf its jnrio(ict as are possessed

by tl,, igli Court, sec. l~' (1). -\iîîd havii ng beeoiîne prop-
crlî, seized of a ûase thle Board bias ecisiv jirlisdici ion

Apj'r!lIît jitisdliction is: ffiv ci 1 the loar ii ie- o-
of ainotiit. taa ion ad e\iî> ontir,in i -'), ai'

these, are( aiI -I i i î thle pn îview of its 111aî ocr i

a d spi ch as thle proeneît. Of tcases cited, lIe Sand(-
% il. l. () \\'. R. V.>, whlire tIlie qile.stiolis arose miiel dn'er

aI îrî vaie agrecîýiient miade liet w en thle lit igants as to w hicli
it %xîas said thiat the Board w as rlot a Court aîîd luad ito

-- ii(eral power cf adjudîcat iig iipon questions of eolistriic-
t ioii in flic abstract: a pr>posi tion iiot peri enit to thle
1ressent agreement. On flie other haad the large jîîrisdic-

lion enforced liy the Act of 1906 ils comniiîted oin îînd
recog-nised iii, Re Port .1 rth.ur, 18 0. IL. R. 382.

Dolî objection is welI taken and the action should stand
disiissd i costs: this is cf course without prejudîce te

aux'. futiiier application being made fc the Ilailway Boardl.
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