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With respect tu the second question, he was referred to
1er v. Bernstock (1915), 33 O.L.R. 351, and had also, con
Baines v. Curley (1916), 38 O.L.R. 301; Benson v. Smith
(1918), 37 O.L.R. 257; and In re Sear and Woods (18!
0.L. 474. Having regard tu these cases, the answer
second question must bc in the affirmative, even though
the anomalous resuit of establishing the jurisdietion of thE
to award a personal judgment by the mere asserion of
claim, unfoumded not only lu fact but in law.

No difflculty anises as to the third question, in this pal
case. The land is lu the district of Rainy River; and
amending Act of 1916, 6 Geo. Y. eh. 30, sec. 1, substiti
new section for sec. 33, the action is to bo tried by the Judgi
District Court of the district lu wvhich the land lies-i9
appointed by Dominion authority. The enactmieut is wit
scope of provincial authority. Question 3 should be ari
.in the affirmative.

Judgment accordingly; co.sts in the
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BAKER v. ORDER 0F CANADIAN HOM~E CIRC.

Insuranoe (Life)-Beiieficiari, Certiftcate-Constitution and,
Beneft Sodij - Monthly Aasessmeni Unpaid ut £
Menme-Reinsatement iot Applied for-Ontario In~
Act, R.8.O. 1914 eh.. 18$, sec. 188 (1>-Custom as to P
of Â.eas8mens-Sýum Coming to Assured under Sch
Diafribution of Reserve Fund, but not Payable ai Time oj

Action tu recover *3,o00 upon a beneficiary certifie
that amiount iasued by the defendants te one Rachel A.
on the 21st March, 1893, payable, in the event of her dE
Siade Baker, her hiuband. o h 1hOtbr 94

Rachel A. Baker died o h 1hOtbr 94
22nd Deceinher. 1914, Siade Baker assigned ail bis interes
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