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SUPEJUOR COURT 0F BAL TI-MOBE O7T Y.

17 February, 1897.
Before iRITÇHIE, J., anid a Jury.

ANNIE O. CROZIER v. THE HOME LIFE, INSURANCIE CO.
Life insurance-Suicide- Onus-Admissions in proojs.

Under a condition which protides that "sqelf-destructioi ", will render thte policyvoici, thte assured will be entzUled to recover unless t/te self-destructioit ivaa
Sfltefltional.

W/there itl appears that death was t/te result of accident or suicide, andthere is no evidence to show which was t/te cause, or where, from ail t/teevidence, thte cause of death may be equally referred either to accident ordesign, t/te presumptiun of iaw is that death was accidentai.
T/te <mus of suicide or intentionai self-destruction 'ts on t/te defendant.
Stcttements in the proo:s of deatit are evidence of admissions or decla-

rations as againsi thte assured.

lRulings of iRitchie, J., on the prayers in the cause.
There is but one question for the jury to pass upon, anid 1tbink the case cari be submitted in a much simple* mariner than

it is proposed to do by the counsel on eitber side. So fai as theright 10 1'ecover on this policy is conccrned, 1 wili, therefore,rejeet ail the I)îayers on both sides, and wiIl give the jury onebrief instruction, whie-h, 1 think, States the Iaw to wvbiel each
side is entitled.

As 1 have suid, there is but one question in the case. Thereino controversy over any flact material to the right of theplairititr to recover, except as to bow Wm. W. Crozier, theirisured, shot himsolf. Did ho do it accideritally, or did ho do itintentionally? If ho did it accidentally, thon the plaintiff i8entitled to recover; if he did it intentiorially, thon the plaintiff isnot entitled to recover. There 15 no0 eviderice of' irisanity in thecase, and the only question for the jury 15, did Crozier shoot him-
Self intentionally, or not?

The defendant, however, con tends that the proofs of deathcontain an admission by the plaintiff that the shooting *wasintentiorial, and that, therefore, the court should iristruet thejury
to firid a verdict ini its favor.

Tbe policy sued on was itssued on the coniditiori, amaorg others,"that fbr two years aftor the date of issue of the policy * * *self-des truc tio n, while sane or insane ***will render the
policy void."


