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SUPREMIE COURT.

Que.] LAFOREST v. FACTORIES INSURANCE CO. [May 2.

Fire insirance-SWautory conditions-k.S.Q., 1909, arts. 7034-
7036-Conditions of application--Condititons indor3ed on
policy-Keepin{j and storing coal ilAe;t' knowledge-
Wlaiver-Adjustimeni of claiin--Offer of sefflement by adjuster

-E stoppel-Tra nsadtion.

As required by article 7034 of the Revised Statutes of Quebue,
1909, the statutory conditions were printed upon the policy of
mnsurancc, the application for the insurance did flot refer them
but containcd a conditio)n that the insured should not use coal oil
stoves on the premîises, insuredî .At the time the premises wvere
destroyed bv fire. coal oil was kcpt and store1 t here in excess of the
c1uantitv permitted bhy clause 10 of tic statutory conditions, with-
out written pcrmnission of the insurance company. The company
had given no written notice to flie insured pointing ont particulars

ivwenthe pol,)icy rnight differ from the' application as provided
lb-, the secondl clause of the conditions.

Hcld, Brodeur, J., dissonting. that the law did not rco >uire the'
statutory conditions to be referre1 io in applications for insurance;
that, ai applications for il)surance to which the Queuer legisiatiori
applies. must be derind to be made subjvet to those conditions,
excel)t as, varicd under articles 7035 and 7036 Reviscd Statutes of
Queec, 1909. and th.9t there wvns no neccssity for the insurance
complny to givc notice, as mcntioned in the sei-ond clause of the
conditions, calling the attention of the insurcd to the conditions
in(Iorse( upon t lie p()licy of insurance.

Per ci4ria?n.-KiitwledIge hy an agent soliciting insurn'ice that
co)al oul, in large quantities, w'ns kept and storc(I upon the 1 remises
to be insured cloes not coristitute notice of that fact, to% the company
insuring t hem, nor does notice that coal oil in sncb quantities wvas
kept stored upon the premises prïor to the' insurance involve know-
le(lge that ut would l>e kept there afterwards in violation of the
cond(itionis of the policy.
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