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CONFEI>ERATION LIFE ASSOCIATIîON V. CITV OF~TORONTro.

/1sse~sseteI-.wstraince company-Reserve fitnd-IltieresIt n/tves1meflt of-
VieL5 e/. 48 Ç5. 31; S. 2, P.S. 10.

Where the County Couîrt Judge of the County of Y'ork had decided, as
reported 29 C.L.J. i5t, on appeal froin the Court of Revision, that the plain-
tiffs were liable under s. 34, and s. 2, s-s. io, of the Consolidated Assessinent
Act, q Vict., c. 48, ta be assessed upon the interest arising lApon investmnents
of their reserve fund, although such interest was always added to the said
reserve fund and re-invested as part of it, and the plaintiffs now brought this
action to have the assessnient deciared illegal

11fl'/d that thejudge of the County Court had full j urisdict ion, and the tnatter
%vas, t bei efore, p-esjud/icabe.

Sem'rble, that the County Court judge's clecision %vas right. Althnugh the
hlaintiffs were bound by law to keeli up the reserve fund upon a certain scale,

the amioutit varying accordin- to the values of the lives insured by themn, as
tixed by actuaries' tables, yet they %vere not bound to apply the incarne arising

* from tîte investîments of the fond in keeping the fond at its proper level, but
the necessary increase înîght be made with any money whatever.

* S. IL, /?akeC, and .Sno7t' fo)r the plaintiffs.
B4ieede-, Q.C., for the defendants.

V~ ~ ~ ~~v lMcN,( uo!, Fe.2

WVhere one had leased prenîises and had covenanted with the lessor ta keep
t hemi in repair, andI his daughter, liv-ing with himi at the tîrne of the accident,
was iînjured by the fail of a verandalh attached ta the building

/Ül/d that the daughter had un right of action for da nages, on account of
the accident, against the lessor, nur could she be considered as standing in the
position of a stranger.

/olinston, Q.C., for the plaintiff.
K'. T. /~n'îhfor the defendant.

EMP1Ev V. CA.¶RSCAI.LEN.

At the trial of this case, where the defendants delivered, separate defences and
wvere separaiely represented at the trial, and clairned ta be entitled under, the
jurors' Act, R.S.O., c. 52, s. i to, ta four pereniptory challenges each, which right
%vas conceded by the judge, and they challenged six jurors between them, in
spite L. ý the remnonrtrant<'rs of the plaintifes counsel, and the trial proceeded,
resuiting in a verdict for the defendants


