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ditions of defendants' policies provided that no
receipt or acknowledgment of insurance should
be binding unless made by or on one of defend-
ants' printed forms, and signed by their author-
ized agent. When the application was made the
agent did not fill in and sign the defendants'
printed form. of interim receipts, for did he sign
a written receipt or contract of any kind, stating
that he was too busy then to do so, but subse-
quently, and after the goods had been destroyed
by fire, lie wrote out a receipt, copying an old
printed form. In an action on equitable grounds,
setting up an insurance by interim receipt.

Held, that the cause of action was not proved.
Held, also, that a plea denying the in-

sured's interest in the goods is not proved, by
means of the goods having been transferred by
warehouse receipts bo a bank as collateral
security on discounts, for that the insured had
stili. an insurable interest i11 the wool.

An insurance was effected on large quantities
of wool purchased during the wool season, and
kept separate from phsintiff's other stock in a
warehouse called the wool-house. A prior insu-
rance, in another company, was on a general
stock of goods, including wool, which meant
amali quantitieý purchased out of the wool sea-
son, and stored in a distinct storehouse from. the
wool-house.

Held, thiat this could not lie deemed to cover
wool purchased during the wool season.

Ferg(uson, Q. C., for the plaintiff.
M. C. Cameron, Q.CJ., and J. T. Small for the

defendants.

RE MINISTER 0F EDUCATION AND THE PUBLIC
SCHOOL B3OARD) 0F MA.%CAULAY, AND PUBLIC
ScHOOL BoARD 0F BRACEBRIDGE.

Public .Selhoo!s--Teownship By-laiv for foring
Publie cho/url Board-Effect on portion of Toin-
8hip anitedto a Villabvc-Two-thirds inajority.

On lst January, 1875. Bracebridge, whichi had
hithertd formed part of the township of Macaulay
was incorl)orated as a village. At the tiine of
incorporation Bracebridge and a portion of the
township formed a school section, known as sec-
tion No. 1, Macaulay. which, on the incorporation
became the Bracebridge section, the school-house
being in Bracebridge. In October, 1875, the town-
slip of Macaulay, on a petition of two-thirds ma-
jority of the township sections, not counting the
portion attached to Bracebridge, passed a by-law
under sec. 48 of 37 Vie. cl'. 28. 0., to abolish the
division of the township into school sections, and
t% form a Public School Board for the township.
In November, 1876, a meeting of the County
Inspector and the reeve%f Bracebridge and Ma-
caulay with a representation from each School
Board was held at Bracebridge for the purpose

of altering the boundaries of the Bracebridge sec.
tion, when a portion of the territory in dispute
was set off to Macaulay and the other portion
retained by Bracebridge.

Held,on a case submitted by the Minister of
Education, that after the passing of the township
by-law, the portion of Macaulay which had been
united to Bracebridge becaine detached there-
from, and came under the control of the Town-
slip School B3oard, and continued under sucli
control, notwithstanding what took place in No-
vember, 1876; at ail events, under the Act of
1977, sec. 6, sub-sec. 7, it clearly became so de.
tached on the lst January, 1878.

Held also, that the portion of the township
which had been attached tb Bracebridge waa not
necessary to be reckoned in ascertaining the
above two-thirds niajority.

T. G. Scott, Q. C., for the Minister of Educa.
tion.

Bethtute, Q. C., for the Village of Bracebridge.
MéCarthy, Q. C., for the township of Macaulay.

IN RE McARTHUR AND TowNsHip 0F SOUTH-
WOLD.

By-law-Glo3ieig Up road-Ingress and Egress-
Comnpen.sation.

Where a by-law was passed hy a township cor-
poration for closing .up a public road, whereby
the plaintiff was excluded from ingress and egress
to and from bis land which abutted thereon, and
(lid not provide any compensation to the plain.
tiff.

Held, that the by-law must be quashed.
Hodgins, Q. C., for the plaintiff.
Street (London) for the defendants.

PETROLIA CRUDE OIL COMPANY v. ENGLEHAUT.

Agrecinzet- Reformatiou-Eudence.

This was an action against defendant for breach
of a covenant made by himi with the plaintiffs, on
consideration of the premises not to use crude
l)etroleum oil in Canada ; and claiming $29,0OO
agreed upon as liquidated damages for a breacli
thereof. The defendant set up an equitable de-
fence that bis covenant was conditional on cer-
tain arrangements miaking between the îAaintiffs
and a conipany called the London Oil Refining
Company being renewed : that such arrangement
had terminated, and that the breaches complain-
ed of were after sucb terminaiion; and that sucli
stip)ulations or conditions had been omitted from
the deed of covenant without defendaat's know-
ledge or consent, and praying a reformation of
its covenant.

Held, on the facts and document. in the case
that the l)lea was proved ; and that the deed


