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and children revocabie, whicli it Miglit not be when îndorsedi
on the poiicy under the sta.tute. So long as it can be doue
by will, it must necessariIy be revocable. Trhe answer would
seern to, be that it cail only be effectually dune by a las.t
will." MacIennan, J.A., says: " What, is suggcsted iS, that
a wili î8 revocable, and that the legisiature did not intend
the declarations which it authorised to be revocabie. 1 do
not find anything in the Act which forbids a revocable
,declaration...»

If then a polîcy of insurance rnay be validly settIed by
wiII, and that settiernent rnay be revoked and a new settie-
nment muade by another wilI, 1 see no reasont why, if the will
is revoked by marriage, it will not have the saine effent
It having been held in the Jensen caue that the declaration
to be effectuai must be by a wîll duly executed, in other
words, that the beneficiary mnust dlaim by a valid willi it
wouldl seeru necessarily to follow thaï; if for auy caiise them,îIl îs revoke(d, there i8 nothing left under which the settle-
ment can 1w, aupported. I arn of opinion that the revaca-
tion of the wiIl by mariage annula the declaration of trust
previousqly muade hy the wiIl.

'lhle application must be disrnissed, but wÎthout costs.

BRiiTTON, J. JANuARY 29TH, 1909.
TRIAL.

()O IL LOAN AND INVESýTMENT CO. v
LONG LEY.

'Vendor and PutrchLuuer - Contract for Sale of Land-
Alie npted Cancellation by Ven do)rs-Nw Agree ent
wiUl iSutb-prc.haser- Evidrinre Io E'i4rblie& - Negoli...
lionx wilh Agent of Vendo n.. ignritng of Righs osf
Original Prcrhasçer.l;Sub-.iirch<s.r Tkn
Improvemenb? unde-r Mi.xiake of Tifte-R. S. O. 1,Ç97
ch. 119, 8ec. 8O-Lien-Comnpensation-Csls

Action ta recover possession of lot 131 in block 2 in the
town of K4enora.

P. E. MakniKenora, for plaintifts.
Allen MuIennan, Keriora, for defendant Longley.

BRITTON, J. :-Thie plaintiffs eaiimi to be owners, and
allege that the defendlant Longley wrongfully entered into


