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his own death. A neyer had any children but he mnade a -vill devising ail
his reai and personial estate ta his wife (the defendant,:M.> D (the )lainltifr)
demanded possession within the six rnonths, but it ivas refusedu !-y the
defendant M.

Heh4 that under the third clause of the wilI A took in esa~in fee
simple which w~as by the fourth clause cut down ta an estatte tjil witý
remiainder in fée ta 1), but that the fifth clausc gave a life estaî t,'i hall
the property ta the testatar's widow with a reniainder in fee ta Al zd that,
therefore, the plaintiff and the defendant were each entitled ta a luin fee
simple. judgnient of Robertson, J., reverged in part.

Master im Chambers.] vAR . CA"îEîzo!N. îl) 12.

[I-;it (f suln1nos-Rencwal- If Viildùzlig (f evidenu'&a''

Wherc orders wère made froni time ta tinie renewing a writ tif suni-
nlions, and it appeared that the plaintiff ail th2~ tinie knew, hut i'î;l not
disclose, wherc the defendatit could be servcd, and the Statute oi limlita-
tions hiat, but for the renewals, hirred the plaintifi 's claim, the o)rdt;< %yere
rescinded, upon an application hy the defendant made under Rae358,
alter the orders had camie ta his knowiedge. DqIe< v. Kau/mev;, .H.
7. 34o, and ifeice/t v. Barr (1891) i Q.B. 98, followed.

H'. J. Deniglas, for plaintifi. 1). 0. Camel;o,, for defenidilt.

lloyd. C., Fergion, J.] Yla 1.

M«\ss.\ClIUSE'fls BîNE iT FE A.ssoci.v'rio.s,

AI.NSCASE-UODýA'S CASE.

I;iica;;~ Ben'ft ssot-iiioi-.711-iiiv/er of btisiiiess-Ne%',zdont; <71-

&e ýi licetise Registialion in On/ar jo i l'id., t'. 39, s. 34 ()

A Canadiani l'enefit Association iii which the assured held certilicites
of insurance, assigned ail its assets and business ta anl Anmericall Associa-
tion,, who issued new certifieates seaied with the association's wal,
and signed in the United States b)y the president and treasurer ta- the
assured, which were sent ta the Caniadian agent, wha countersigncd and
deiivered thern ta the assured who subsequentiy paid premiumns. Iii wind-
ing up proceedings where the clainiants (one as assîgnee af one wf the
assured) sought ta prove dlaimis on the certificates, the Master feeuid on
the evidenice that misrepresentations as ta age had been mnade in hoth Cases
by the assured, and disailowed the dlaims, and that as the co'îtracts liad
been made with a berievalent association previous ta the passing of 5,5 Vict.,
c. 39 (0.) the clainiants were nat entitied ta the henefit af s. 34 of that Act,


