
charge the lien on a suminiary application was
riglît. The Master was justiied in so reruising.

1 Vany v, Riobins, 15 0, R., 474, referred to.
G.Maelild for the appeaL

.11!ffln contrit.

l)ivî CA.] [Junc Io.

r7A'Ni. BFR~T'RAM~ d'ta.

/;'om iir ti dc&'rzed.

Tht plaintiff's son had grown up and m as

irstcndiiîg to stud>' ta be a doctor, ini which
course the plaintiff intended tn aid himi b> fur.
nishing the neccssary moite>. Just before 're
conîenceti such course he entered the emnplo>'-
ment of the defendants ini their nmachine shop,
aînd was injured b>' the falling of soîne iron
lathes, froîn the effects of a'hich he died. lit
ant ; etion b>' bis father as administrator it was

/k/dt, that under the circuistances the plain-
tiff could have no reasonable expectation (if
bene-it froni the son's lueé, and that the verdict
obtsiined at the trial should lie set mside aîîd ai
nlonsuit entered.

A notice tif action under the \Vorknian's
Compensation foi' Injuries Act dots îiot requil'e
to he signed or to lie given on behalf'of an\Prie.

>s/s'r. Q.C., for the niotion.
I-,aifh Sbm:nton contrit.

ROIE}'rON J](Sept. 2.i!

Wîî.î.ANISON il/ al. V. \Vmî,,I.AMSCON,

1 ill/---AbyM;nce tf si;bscribitig uti,,essi -- 1. l'an
<'i /roof qi lheir exîistence or h<:ndirifing-
Action; Io estabh'içh wli.

In an action to establish a %vil[ which was
produced in the handwrit!ng of the testator,

Uâ'ir for- te Iefenc

Oiobr . ee~.Early. Nog0es ef Canaif Cases.

regiîstered it beconies absolutely void unless Ipurporting tg be exe
proceedings are taken to realize within thirt>' two sibscribing witn
days. No proceedings were taken within that faund* and whose ha
tiiîne by W., and the lien flot heing registered proved, a motion for j
ceised against the subsequent owner to be a the will established arn
len at ail. notwithstanding that

Hyne~s v. Szt,27 Gr., i 50, and Me 4'an v,. sentecha dismiss
7*fin, 13 A.R. i, followed. refused on the groun<

P'er FER(ItJsON, J. The real question is flot had flot been produc
whether there %vas a val d registration of the w'ss the ivill of the tes
lien, but whether the judgment OfRIM R1'Sô~N, s. 12,

Jaffirming the refusai of the Master to dis- Milic(,,z for the pla

F1o«;('US~ON, J.] [Aug. 29.

THE CORP'ORATION OI'T HE CIV OF' KIN(;-
S;fON ?,. THE CMNAD. LIFE ASSUR .

ANCIý COMPA'.NY.

"lbe-a/ah"l m- "Pl/ace 0/' bi1siesse' in' A.s.oys-
mentfl od--..~îmw f i/lomel at breinc'h
offie.

The defendants %weîe a Life Assurance Coin-
pan> with their hecad office in H-.. and trans-
acted business by agents in K., where thiey
received applications foi insurances w'hich they
forwarded te) the hcnd office, fiom which al
policies %vere issued rcady for delivery -the
preniims on saie sîlso being col1ected in K.
In aii action by the corporation of the cit:v of K.
to recover tax'es assessed against the defeîîd-
ants on incoîne, in whichi the defendants con-
tendeci that they. had no place of business in K.,
that their onI>' place of business was in H., and
that their business was of such a nature that
they could not be assessed at K., but înighe
elect, and iii fact had elected, under Rý.S.O,, c.
1931 s. 35, s-s. 2, to lie assessed at H. on their
'vhole inconie, and were conisequently flot lisible
to plaiîîtiffs. It was

Iie/d, that the defendants had ci branch or
place of businîess at K., that as the evidence was
that the agent at K. could show cach year the
gross ainounit of bis receîpts ;and as the %words
iLgross icone" » were used iii the statute, the
amnount of pcemiulns received vear b>' year at
K. was assemsble at that branch or agency, and
that the plaintiffs werc entitled to succeed.

Watke,îe, QlC. and A4ýnew for plaitiffis,
Brice, Q.C., for defendants.
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euted in the presence of
esses, who could flot be
nfdwriting could not be
udgnieiit asking ta have
d probate thereof granted,
all parties interested con-
ed anci -the application-
:1 tuit suffcient evidenice
ed to show that such will
tator under R.S.O., c. lo9,

intifts.
lants,


