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for one year f rom. the date of examination, at which time the

member will be required to furnish two additional certiflcates

from two experienced oculist8 certifying to the total and perma-

nent blindnes of eaid member.
The dlaim was refused by the defendante, and the plaintiff

brought this action.
The Chancellor found that it was not "au absolute loss of

si.ght" Hie coneidered that it wae "a practical loss of eight, so

far as this man is an enginper." And agaiin: "lOn the evidence,

it cannot be said that this man, however much he may be ham-

pered by the lose of Vision, is totally and permanently blind.l

The appeal wae heard by FÂLcoNBRIDGE, C.J.X.B., BRrrroN

and RIDDELL, JJ.

J. R. Logan, for the plaintiff.

W. J. Hlanna, K.O., for the defendante.

F.&LÇONBRIDGE, C.J. :-The wording of sec. 42 je perfectly

plain, and is sus~ceptible of no înterpretation differing from that

given to it by the Chancellor. It je a hard case, but we cannot

make bad law to help the plaintiff out.

There would Eeem to be at lest one other difficulty in the way

of his recovery, in that his dlaim has not been favourably paqssed

upon by the president and general secretary-treasurer of the,
association: eec. 46. No fraud je charged.

The appeal muet be dismissed, with the usual penalty of costs,
if exacted.

BRiTToN, J., gave brief reasone un writing for the saine con-
clusion.

RIDDELL, J., also wrote an opinion, in which he set out the.

facte at length, made references to the evidence, and quoted niany
sections of the constitution and by-lawe of the defendants. ITis

conclusion also was that the appeal should be dismissed with
coste.


