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,ýçrds mwitb thýat wivih thle parties urder4ýood w as, and auted, upou

4Ls the character and extenti of their agreemeit.
in thia vieýw oif the ca se. it is unneu-kssarv to <consider wliether

the iontrai ini this respect, being liinited to such suins of rnoney

m. tii. défendauit mighit think rea'sooiable, i- one enforceable at

1 wauld allo heapel and restore the judguient directed to,

We enteredi at the trial.

Mfoss, t... n ALIE,~ A., agreed iii the resuit.

M1m~ETO, J, disenedfor reasonis stated iii writing.

lie ias (of iiopition (1) that tliere was ait agreemnent capable

of being en:ie a onitriad to pay .sonet1iing, the exact amounit

bemg Ieft Io the defen1dqRnt* de(terniinatîin; the defendant ha<1

mot thte righit to refuseP to pay any' sui) at ail, and, upon hi~s taking

this attitude, teduty oif the( Court is to asc ertain liow much the

du1endsnit, .ct11ig il' god fath ugrht to tn pRîd for tlis pur-

pof; rtferriing to Loftu, v. iort,18 Tinîeý L. R1. 532; Broomne

y. Spoake. 19f)31 1 Chi. 58, 1Ij19041 A. C. 342; Bryant v.

5 .& W. 1 14.
H. vs frthr of op[ii (h> that the defendant's liability

uns. 11ot imiiitedl to the duiration of ihu utnor matlady; and (3)

that thte plainitif! dlid niot rlaetedfnat
lis ia in favour of disxniss4ing theo appeal. with coats, with

avariation il, thie termas of Hie judgmunt helow directing a re-

IIGI ('(ULVT OF 3 uSTiCE.

ft YL, Nov-EmBER 11THT, 1910.

RF TNADMTA PIRE INSTJBANCE CO.

MçDONAL) & IINRýY'S CASE.

~ I.vrace-- Widiu-upof Muluwi! In.suratere Cornpany -

.firibudirire-MliUiiPiii-na7!t on PremÎu?? Note
Renwl of Iourd Pay Extfra R1ate for Increaged Iaad

IRf im o f (opn o Continue Insurance unles Id -';

Appol y c)oal flenry. a mercanifle flrm,. fronti an

~oe of an Officiai Referee, in a wýind(ing-uip, placing thieir niainiem

oie imt ti f cnrh ois


