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within the riglit of every other meinber, to seek alterations,, ia
the prescribed way, affeeting the rights of othe meburs, j uaL
as it was within the riglits of the oytheir ineiners who soughit
the alierations in question, affecting the deesdsand all
ether mexubers' rights, and procured it in the prescribcd way,
te do se. That aispect of thec case presents no diticulty: the
difficulty arises froni the provisions of the Ontario Insurance
Act, which so largely înterferes with such riglits and other
the rights of contract bct %ween insurer and insured.

The Act requires th a t (- %e r vwritten contract of insuirance
shall have set out in full on its fae or back, ail its tormas and
conditions, and prevides that, if net so set out, they ShahII te
invalid iii se far as they imipair the efrect ef tlic contract;
but that registered friendly soieisistead of so setting
out the conqplete ceiitracýt, nîaY indicate therein the ternis by
reference to their rules contaiing theni. That was not donc
in this case. Indorsed upon the contract îs a forin of agree-
ment referring to thc raie, then existing, upon whiclh defeud-
axits now rely, but thait bori bas neyer becomie a conipleted
contract or writi-ng; it required the signature of the persen
insured, and, 11Pon1 ifs bace, appears also tei have rcquired the
seal of the " court " of which he was. a mexuber, and te hoe

ied by two of thec officeýrs of that court as w itness; it
lacks al[ thiese thn and ais on its face an incexuplete and
îneffectual thing, whatever rnight have beeni its effeet if
complote. lit is nowhere iii itself, or in the bedy of the con.-
tract, rcferrcd te as having any eifect uln4execuited. And,
this indorsement having ne effeet, recours(, must bo bail te
the face ef the contract fer a compliance withi the provisions
of the Act; but there 1 arn unable te flnd any terni, set eut
as tlie Act requiros, Iiniiting the insurcd>s or the assure$'
righits te anything contained in the then existing rules, or
any their future rules. lIt is true that tho then oxisting
rules are "trmade a part of flie contract," but their ternis are
neither set eut " in f uhi,' uer are they " indicated therein by
particular reference te the ruies containiug theni." Ail
anxendnxenta te the rules, adopted froi tUnie te time, are
stated a8 part et thec consideration for the contraet-whiatever
that may mean-4rnt they are net even expressed te ho made
part of the contract. 'Under the Act, the application for the
insuranco nxay ho ceusidered with thoc centract, but appar-
ently only ini respect et inaterial misrcpresentations in it.

The contract ia within the Act, and nething ixnpairmng its
effeet is set eut in the onlly manner in whlch. it could ho
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