
April 17' Notes ef Catiadian Cases.

heurs more ihan the maximum aniount fixed by the schedules for a sinC e day's
sittiflg.

.4rmnsfrong v. Darling,, 22 C.L.J. 149, overruled.
Decision of STREET, J., affirmed.
W H. Blake for the town corporation.
C . Helhnan for the county corporation.

Div'l Court.] [March 4.
ARISTRONG V. TORONTO RAILWAY COMPANY.

1 iscotery---Proituetion o] ..ocumeents.-A'efarliiç Io accideul-Nwnmes q/ williesses

In an action for damages for personal injuries received by the plaintiff in a
tramway car accident, as to which the conductor of the car had made a report
te the defendants;

Hetid, that the portion of the report containing the names of the eve-
witoesses of the acciden' sas privileged rom production.

W R. Srnylh for the plaintiff.
Betin, Q.C., for the defendants.

Osi.ER, J.A.] NlMarch 6.
IN RI, COSNMOPOI.ITAN LîFE AssociAT1ioN.

IN RE COSMOî'OLITAN CASt'ALTY ASSOCLMTON.

1>ersonei( ordler <u,4:aiiist liquidalor for costs.-Rule 1.*56.

An order was made by a County Court, under R.S.O., c. 183, for the wind.
ing up of the companies, and a liquidator was appointed, who brought iii a iist
of contributories. The contribatories showed cause ta their namnes being settied
upon the list, and the court made an order in the case of ecd of them reciting
that it appeared there was no jurisdiction ta make the winding-up order a.wd
that ail proceedings w..re irreigular or nul!, and ùrdering that each contributory
should have his costs of showing cause, to be paid by the companies and the
liquidator.

Hetti that if there was jurisdiction to make the winding-up order the con-
tributories could not uefend theniselves by showingj that it was irregular or
erroneous ; and if there was o jurisdiction all the procoedingr were t£OraIJ non
judir.-, and there was no jurisdiction. the court being an inferior one, ta'- rder
the liquidator or the cortpanies ta pay the costs.

And even if there was Jurisdiction, in the circutnstances of this case it
should not have been exercised against the liquidator.

Rule % 26 does not apply ta proceedings under the Winding-up Act, either
by virtue of B. 34 uf the Act, or otherwise.

Skplry, Q. C., and . MV. Dit-ri for the appellants.
W H Blake for the respondents.
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