
|H»li(ii'f' lulled (Ml the I'fiilicr Ontario Staliilc tlicro-

fi.if. a liiM for |iioj(n-is in iiniforinity in tliiti itnportart brunch
of I'lovindal laws.

In 1HH6 thi' Stuff of Nt'W York ailopli-.l u stntutory nn of
tirt' iMilicy. A vi'ry

v''''''' 'l''»l "f <'ar(' ami time w.m-c" /ivm to
its prfparation. anil it wa- ron»i(lcri'(l coniiilcti- cnouijli. m) tlint

('()ni|i, M'J were not allowril to make variations in tlio st mdnrd
coniliiions. 'I'lii^ fiirrn was u<lo|>tf(l h\ other Statf* of the
American I'nion. Ifeeently the ITnitpfl" State-* Nntio;mI Con-
vention of Insurance Commissioners has prepared a revised
form, and this is to replace the earlier New Yoik policy. The
Insurance ( 'iimmis>ioncr a' .\ltianv has been ;.'ood enonjjh to
furnish the ('oiMiiitl4'e with a cofiv of it.

It is d( ihtfiil whether con-enience is In'st served hv placin;,'

in one Stan. .• all n'atters rehitinp to insnrance. Some of the
provinces have n general Statnti . and separate .Acts for tiro,

life, mntiial and ulher branches of insurance. When unalvzod
in this w. . it !s found thai Hritish Columbia. Manitoba, Xovn
'"cotia. and New lirun-.vick huv." separate Fire l'(dicy Acts. In
the other iiroviiuis all nuitlers relntinp to fin insurance are
placed in one general Statute. Ontario. Quebec, Saskatchewan
and .Mberta all have Omnibus Insnranci .\cts. It seem that
the nnderwrili 's and some of tic insurance ilei>artments favour
a return to the separatr- Statutes. It is in deference to this
expression of opinion that the Committee suggest a model Fire
Insurance Pidiey Act to Ik- complete in itself, except as to gen-
eral matters which alfect all companies and which will be found
i.i a separate Act.

When the miginal Ontario conditions were prepa;
''

provi-
sion was made for changes or additions or omissions, . abject
o the approval of the Ciuirts. The companies took advanta^'e of
this and many alterations were made and passed upon by ti:c

Courts. The i?.'vised Ontario Conditions now in force, and
which have been copied by ^lanitoba, Saskatchewan and All)erta,
are considered fair enough by nuiny of the companies, and ac-
cordingly u.ey now print their policies without anv additions.
Having in view the history of the New York policy and this
action of Canadian Companies, your Committee suggest that
Canadian conditions should now be made the last word. The
Mouel Act appeni]'.(i is, therefore, drafted on the basis that no
addition or variations will \k allowed.

In preparing the Model Act submitted, your Committee has
endeavoured to make the wording simple and clear, to place in
one claus(> all matters relating to the same or similar subject,
al> to place in the conditions certain matters relating to pro-
c.-dure after a loss instead of leaving them as section? in the
Aci, and as far as possible to arrange the whole in a logical
orrer. So that the draft may he properly understood, the fol-


