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naine, notwithstanding that they are also at the right hand aide, and opposite
or nearly oppobite to Monteith's name, and may have been intended for him.
1 think those fourteen ballots ought flot to have been allowtc. and ought to b.
taken off Mr. Monteith's poil.

The learnie- iudge has flot in his certificate stated what hie found the
majority t. be, ",: ini whose fav'our it was, and 1 cani do no more than to decide
that the fo6wieen ballots abc e mentioned ought to have been rejected.

I think there should be no costs.
Idiig1oot, Q.C., for Moscrip. Wal lace Nesbili and . H. Thoem»son, for

Monteith.

From Falconbridge, J.] LANOLny v. MEiR. Djune 30.
!noi~'c~-Asigrnn a nd aneecs-ado dm tenan-Rc'nt-Ac.

cellen4îo'n ClaUsO-y8 Viat. C. 26, s. 3, sub.s. r (O.)-R'.S.O, c. i7o, s.-34
Sub-S. 'r.
The ahove enactment is a restrictive provision, and limita the landilord'ls

lien, even though in the lease under which hie -laims there is an acceletation
clause wi der in its termis than the statutory provisions. Clarke v. Reid, 27 O.R.
6i8, overruled. Juâgment of FALCONBRIIX;E, J., reversed.

Shebley, Q.C., for appéllant. W Bamik, for respondent.

From Rose, J.] SPARKS V. WOLFF. [Dune 30.
Wili-Colislruction-Cha«'e in a 1m-" Hodrs '-415ici., c. 6-43 Via.

c 14,s. e(0,.
A testator, wl'o died on the 8th of November, t867, by hic wili, made on

the i5th of October, 1867, devîsed lands in Ontario to his wife until hier death
or marriage, and upon hier death or marriage, to his son, IIshould hie be living
at the happening of said contingencies," and if flot then living Ilunto the
heirs of the said (son)." The son died in July, 1885, intestat. and unmarried,
and the widow died in February, 1887.

Hoe, that [the Act abolishing heirship by primogeniture, 14.15 Vict.
c.. 6, applied, and that ail the brothers and sisters of the son were his Ilheirs I
and entîtled to take under this device. Tylte v. D)eal, 19 Gr. toi, and Baldivin
v. Kingterne, 18 A.R. 63, distinguished. Judgment of RosE, J., reversed.

.4rrnur, Q.C., for appellant. Osier, Q.C., for respondent.

Fromn Assessment Court.] DJune 3P.
IN RE CA~NDA Lira ASSURANCE CONIPANY AND CITY or HA&MILTON.

Asîseat and laixu-Lfe insarn«c ctr»cmty-Reserve fuad-ncoose-
Divisible O~rotfits.
The net inter 'ut and dividends roce ,,,d by the Canada Life Assurance

Company frorn investments of their reserve fund forin part of their taxable
income, though to the extent of ninety per cent. thereof divisible, pursuant to
the terms of the company's special Act, as profits arnong participating polîcy
holders, and not subIect to the contvoi or disposition of the company. judg-
mient of the Usessment Court affirmed.

Drure, Q.C., for appellants. Robimson, Q.C., and Mackelcam, Q.C., for
respondents.


