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the claim, provided it be made within the time limited by the
Act. Tt seerns probable that the same mile would hold good under
the Fatal Accidents Act, R.S.O. c. 135. We niay note that Lord
Dunedin dissented.

INst7R.NCE (LiFE)-ACCIDENT INSURANCE-CONDITION IN POLIOY
- .REISTRATON-CLATIM TO BE MADE WITHIN A YEAR OP REGIS-
TRATION.

Gencral Accident P. & L. Assurance Corporation v. Robe rt son
(1909) A.C. 404. This ivas an appeal from. the Scotch Court of
Session. The action w'as brought on an accident policy contained
in a copy of Lett's Diary for the year 1906. By the terms of the
policy it was providcd that any person desiring to take the benefit
of the policy mnust send an application to the defendants for
registration, together with 6d.. and that any claim on the policy
must be made within a year of registration. It appcared that
the defendants in fact kcpt no register, but as applications weri
recvivcd, withiii a few days they were put into packets and kept
together tintil the tinte for making ciainis had expired. In the
present case the insured sent in his application, dated December
25, 1905. This was delivered at the defendants' office on 26
December, 1905, which was observed as a holiday, and it was
opened on the following day, and was then stamped as received
on 27 December. 1905. On 29 December, 1905, a formai acknow-
ledgient ivas muade out but not sent to the insured until 3rd
January, 1906. The insured wvas injured in a railway accident
on 28 Deeember. 1905, froin which he died the ncxt day. Notice
of thec daim wvas given by the plaintiff on 2nd January, 1906.
The case therefore turned on what ivas meant hy ''registration,"
and the Ilouse of Lords (Lord Lorebu'. L.C., and Lords Ash-
bourne, James, Gorreil and Shaw) agreed with the Court of
Session that the sending of the letter of acknowledgment cn 3rd
January, 1906. mnust be taken as the date of registration, and

k- therefore that the dlaim was made in time.

LEAýsEý-CONSTRU!CTI(ON-MX'INERLýS--CLAU5E, AGAINNST WORKING
A DJOINING MINERALS-A BSOLtJTE PROIIIBITION.

In Forrest v. Mlerri (1909) A.C. 417 a mining lease was ini
n question, whereby the defendants were empowered to work cer-

tain coal seams under certain lands, and by a contemporaneous
agreemnent it was agreed that the lessees would work the coal
under certain adjoining lands only to such extent as wGuld
enable them to pay £550, being the amount of flxed renth payable
to the oivners of quch -djoining lands, and that if they exceeded


