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~MIDn1ETox, J. :-Contrary to the view forrned, at the olose of
thé. argument. 1 bave coic to the conduselion thiat the wNidlow îis
entitled tu this money. The intention of the insuired( to give this
nioney to his wife is plain. No doubt, lie intended the oompany %
to issue another policy ln his favour; but, so far as Ilie wais roit-
eerned. lie had doue ail lie intended to do, and ail that was n,,u4s-
sary to inake her tIche beeficiary.

tTnder the statute, as soon as an ins trumnent is indorsed u[lon
the poliecy , a t rust is ereated. Lt is flot neessa ry' to oim iat
Il appjo1intînvnt to) the company or thev bceicav. Whenll 'Il

aIppoinltllent iii mad1(e, the inisurance is brouiglit uîîdelir tuleopr-
tiou of the Act and the trust cannot lie rv d

The situation, ini another aspet, 18 analogoits to at \%ilI of
pesnlestate beforeP the WiIls Avt. Inopeeinstrumlents

wcre admnitted to probaito. The c-ases are dliseussedj ilu Iiti-rikii
tl cd., p. l'26, where, it 15 poinited olit that whlen ilue testator's

deýsigu of perfec-tinig the paper. is frustr-atedl by caluses le voudi
]lis coutrol and the tctmnayintention is discilosed, tlue docul-
mient, notwithstanding its defect, la aveepted as the will of' the

lere in a writtenl doumeniot, wichi comlplies withl tice staItute,
in that it is indorsed on the p)olicy, v the testator lias epsedhis
desire that the 111ur11e moe' liail lie p)ay'Nable to bis wife-
truce hie thouiglit this neceýssitaIticd a niew poliey' in whiil sIce
wouid lic namned as enfiarnsd lie desired tlie comnipaiy t
issuet sude a p)olicy N, but1 tI( faitur or thev -onupan>' * to issuev the
pol icy l-a just SncbI anivluna pr-evenltilg chluse as, Silould flot
lie permnittedl to frustrate the adequstel ' xpresscd intenitionl.

The ordler will go for I)ayinent to t1w wvifo. C'osts ont of tlit

GIBBONS v. DÇWVGlXS1.

The plaintiff sought lii this action a reouivey3aiite of ]and]
forînerly owned hy' hlm and eýouvtyed(, as the resit of at real
eState sale and exehange, Wo the fathler of the defendant Douglas
(who was not a party Wo the actionl) and a release frexu a e<weu..
ant in a deed to lii (the plainitiff) of anotlier pareel of land


