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not < f itself justify such a finding unless the fall to the fall. Indeed, it would seem that the court 
attributable to it. There was no evidence might properly have gone further than this andwas

of such a fire unless it could be sought in the fall- have ruled as a matter of law that the policy was
walls themselves. In order to find as re- exempt. It is difficult to see how any other find-

q i sted the jury must be satisfied that fire was at ing could be accepted, and the court really waived
the bottom of the trouble. Nor would such a fire its prerogative altogether in consenting that the
to itself make the company liable if, independent- question should he left to a jury.
lv • f it, the fall occurred and did the damage

Objection was also made to a charge that if the AN insurance PROBLEM.
property or anv part fell from any cause other !... . • ,1 „, ,, 111 1. 1 A novel insurance scheme is in vogue in thethan fire there could be no recovery. It was claim-
rd that the fall must be that of a substantial [*ir- j
ti n But a sufficient answer was found in the

imr

large cities in America. The Vehicle Proprietors 
Association, which includes amongst its memliers 

of all classes of vehicles, both those plyingowners
for public hire and those engaged on the private 
business of their propr etors, are the insurers, and 
the drivers of these vehicles are the clients. Each 
driver who lielongs to the combine pays a fixed 

monthly to the association, which in return 
certain amount to his next-of-

undi-puted evidence of the amount which fell 
I11 such case the burden of proof was on the coin- 

to show that the cause of loss was within onepiny
of the jKilicy exceptions, but when such a charge 
had Uen given tliere was no error in instructing 
that the plaintiff must show that the loss was 
caused by fire alone.

While these instructions were clearly in line with 
the language and intent of the contract, their im- 
oortance lies in the restrictions which they impos­
ed on a jury naturally disjmsed to attribute the 
loss to fire if any justification could he found 
In the face of clear and convincing evidence of 
the character of the loss a jury was not at liberty 
to find pretexts on which it might lx- saddled on 
the companies. They were not at liberty to theo­
rize as to some possible pre-existing fire or to 
assume that Irecausc one broke out it should he 
charged with the responsibility. It was the duty 
of the court to tie them down to the actual facts 
slvwn in the evidence, that the damage was due

sum
guarantees to pay a 
kin should he lie killed whilst in charge of a ve­
hicle, or, in the case of accident, to pay him a sum, 
which is arranged on a sliding scale. In a 
which occurred recently, a cabman brought his cab 
back into ths yard and handed it

the custom, and was about to walk away 
when the hor-c became frightened at some 

' and swerving round the cab knocked him down 
and went over him, inflicting severe injuries, 
injured man claimed compensation ; but the case 

eventually decided against him on the ground 
that he was not in charge of the vehicle at the time 
when the accident occurred. Before this decision 

reached a long time elap-ed, the arguments
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MDV4MENT IS BANK OF ENGLAND, JANUARY TO JULY llth, 1903.
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