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teed by them at the trial. The plaintiffs did nlot fur-
Liicate wiÏth the defendants, but commeneed this ae-
ng that, by the ternis of the policy, tliey are entitled

of $1,0O.
regard te ail the terans of the policy, I find that
laintîffa were entitled to, at the end of the twenty
tend period, 'naxnely, on the 2Oth October, 1910, was
but one or other of 'the options xnentioned iu the
bthe plainiffs chose to aceept the option which en-
t4> the cash, surrender value of the policy at that

rhich was stated by the defendants and ad.mitted in
the plaintiffs to be $642.70, on surrender of the pot-
nly did the plaintiffs choose te accept the $642.70,
dlence shews that, under the ternis of the polîey or
insurance in question, this suxu is the amount which
premium of $29.65 for twenty years produced or
as the surrender value, at the end of that time, of a
ie plan and ternis of that in question here, and hav-
te age, etc., of the insured.
ýndants have been regdy and willing te pay the hol-
Spolicy the eash surrender value thereof, effl.70,

ice by the plaintiffs with the conditions of the policy.
'ore, disinias the plaintiffs' dlaim with costa; and, I
on payznent by, the defendants to the plaintifs, or

tiffs refuse te accept it, then into Court, of $642.70,
axed costs, the poliey be declared satîsfied and be
the defendants; and that in the meantinie the policy

Jourt.
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,orporato-Con trct for Construction of Municipal
- Resolution of Couinci1 Authorising - Meeting of
t not ProperZi, Called or Constituted-Absence of By.
'nexecuted Con trac t- Dismissal of Action for Breach.

Mn by a contracter against the Municipal Corporations
nship of Widdifield and the Town of North Bay for
maages for breacli of contract by the defendants and


