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ARMOUR, C.J]
Rai RE TORONTO, HAMILTON & BUFFALO RAILWAY AND BROWN.
Way—Award—Appeal from— Weight of evidence—Improper receplion
and yvejection of evidence.
iCt‘Or; an appeal from an award made under sec. 161 of the Railway Act, 51
refus;d ilp.. 29 (D), the learned Judge before whom the ?,ppeal was heard
and i v_° interfere, being unable to say that the decision arrived at was wrong,
Wwas Situ::w of the fact that the arbltratgrs resided at the place where t'he land
earing the an.d were conversant therewith, and had the benefit of seeing and
€ witnesses.
Propgllla”e',“Whethe' objections to the reception or rejection of evidence are
not l’at}:’eSUbjects of appeal from an award under th'e Ballway Act, or.whetlfer
to the aw" matters for a motion to revoke the §ubmxssxon, or for a motion prior
e coursard to compel or prf.vent the reception of such evidence, and where
G Le pursued by the arbitrators amounts to misconduct.
© Lynch-Staunton, for the appellant.
Arey T ale, contra.
STREET, ] [May 6.
IN RE WILLIAM RODDICK.
) Insurance— Voluntary settlement—R.S.0. c. I30.
certix;l:;am Roddick insured in a mutual insurance society by way of benefit
imself ansdexpreSSe'd to‘be payable to his mother, and Py contract between
Payahle ¢ the society it was agreed.that t.he benefit certificate should not be
Sister or bo any one else. than the wife, children, df:pendents, father, mother,
ferreq or rom!]er of the.msurer; and that the certificate could not be trans-
e dieg Vtf"551gﬂed by him to any one else tl.xan t.he above named, and that if
shoylq be 'tl’_OUt having made any further direction as to pa)-'me:n‘t, the money
e paid to the above beneficiaries in the above order, if living.
l""_lm Roddick died intestate, his mother predeceasing him, and his two
is estgltzlm as entitled by reason of the above contract to the policy moneys.
availap) was 'n501v§nt and his administrator claimed that the money was
Her, for the creditors.
the sis::{rz that th? insurance amounted in effect to a voluntar_y settlement on
\ were I:)of the.msured, who‘ though nﬂ)t within t.he protection of R.S.0O. hc.
MSured wa e“eﬁ§larles ",‘”,“ed in the policy, and it was not shown tpat the
efecteq ths hot in a position to make a voluntary settlement at the time he
€ insurance or at any time.
):i Paterson, for the 'claimants.
can, for the administrator.

STREET, J_

Sisterg

[May 7.
Mum.c . RE STONEHOUSE AND PLYMPTON.
3
b Pal  corporation--Drainage by-law—Engineer's report —
asis of Jact.

Mor:
Dain:[lon to quash a by-law of the township of Ply
gand deepening throughout of what was t

Erroneous

mpton, providing for the
herein spoken of as the



