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certain children, the Plaintisheinsoef
whonm, if they had been alone, w1olld have losttheir right to redeemn by las1 fdn neR. S. O. c. 1(o85 ýSeCtS 19, 20. a:s ftll ne
IJt'/d neverthel,,, Siflc, some ol h hlîehad 'lot been aduit forlh thessr> cl)reio

five years preeeding the filing of thle buti herein,none of the plaintiffs Nvere harer bytestbe
R. S. O., C. io8, sert. 1 1, only appli.s to con-tests between the joinit owners, and it is notcorrect to say that Rý. S. 0., C. 1o8, sect.relating to disabilitiej, ]lias no applirati-nt

morgage cases.01t

264

[1(11 . (i/de/i 8 . C L.J. , drlaedthe polir>' itseIfý and flot mnlcrely, <f the jmort-yo hspoint, notwith- 
and*cs paroies vid enre ,vsot a

standing Fars/,"r v. L. R.,rv/1 17 Ch. D) gagns paroteretn
13 , n K n m el [v e rlsa, 11nssible to prove that the 1,an o fhiî<i132,and ~. ~>a,~seil). <04.the defenda ts, in effe(,til 0(i the in Ua ie adOne oif the chilcîren stirvivin1< the nnîmr-m<- UnLe 

itl'îtO h
died under age and intestate in April, 1868. Z:nsdea,« 

on-teiteet hIfe/d, the prescrnt suit enuired to those Cntitled trmk ï- heie,' ngî hv rnato her share, including ber m-other as tenant foir )hsibe ifncas h 1 be ind o -tfiilife thereof under R. S. 0. C. 105,sile sict 27. thee pa enia frr(-iYIfe/, also, lier nother should lbe direrc.ed to nitklcy, ats having bren execti deru abe mnade a parî-t- in the Nmastej-'s offire -udr ///t /sa, the i< Olî<11(1tolîi clause ~~1
G. O. 438, siîre the prescrit case did flot faIl affordrud 5 0

î vecwcta nitceti h
under the judicature Act. nlrggr'les ed)gisja tha i ites dcf e.Semb/e, if the present rase hlad fallenl 1101e reonsd annîs iledefthe Judlicature Art the saine inight have lîr<ml ier 'r ltisrn nrl h I u h

diagee. unerRle 9.1
(lieced ndr <nis 9. H'//ii//<~ the plaintiff hv ig do e 10ac

Street, for defendant I larper, who reheam-s. avi nghepor,'as 
eemnn i

fi' Casse/s, contra. 
taes hasge~ o, the, Ilir ideii, ith'

have creclît .ullowe(î for. the allol 1 Pid by thdefenlantus tî tlie loin Co. underth Olacý
Proudfoot, J.] 

iun 22 îlîomHE ~ ~ 1n 22. < ION1N0.Co. gh the defenda~nts noti- 001'oale,ad
I-I'S V. 'l'H DOIONNSCo did 'ot aLSSent 1<> the jiuitf pajyn th~Subro g-at,ýa,î by i, Ysiirt'rs /o rlg/i/5 (?f mar/, <, Preillin ni.U;zc;zd/ia,,a cluse E7'/e,î-~~'îîA',ùd in ong the conditions endorsed Oni the Pol)Ùc>i/crease ai risk. 

%\'as- One livoidino. it on any change 0 of toCCt1aris 0of dhe 
thessben ae raei

This was a suit to 
Premnise aen mmnade 'latir risk,*i

redcna norgae. 1li 111dwtli the comîtisl and knowledge Of h
plaintiff mortgageci certain lands to a Loan assuredi (> teplr- ther 1 ,asan idorse-
Comnpanyr, Covenanting to insure the sainle. Aftcr- ment to the effect that " this f)ropertY fr
wards, at the plaintiffls request and on lu1s s/r'(loors and sashes ;" but the applicatiorn
bebaif, the agent of the Loan Company insured the policy stated that the propcrty bad beeflthe prenises in the naine of the Loan Cmi ay used as a benclin,. fcoyand <bat it 'Nas in teild-
withi the defendants, and bielci the policY as coil, eci ho bc uised as 'a Vshs/i I/ay, ancd inasn par
lateral security to the inortgage ;and the plaini- Ibis appî)îiîoîî b>ýj 1) the po'liry -od a pr
tiff paid the premniumn The plaintiff'

5 naine was thereoi, andi a %Varranty by the assured :-- s
specified as owner both iii the applicattion

1 for JZe/d the property rnigbî be used as a sa
the pcilicy nacle 1)y the agent of the Loan coin- fcoy lhîg abfcoyi idiî)eÎpari\,, andi in the polir>,e', Isucif. On theC fa(e fcoy lhlg as atr sudi 3elthe policy it appea-ec tIn, i ll(. los if -' of more haz1ardotî 5 tîman a lienciing factor).way,'as the/t a/a lie of the preiSes for rmIPPiîilg

' J O U R kN A LI , 
j 1 y 1

paNyable 10 thle Loan Co n a ia d th c PO 1'cy
a ie \ l a t i s ( M I I I d t h e ' ' n cl ( o f d i t 1 llalsor C(>utarec jiplInoY 'orsbrotion ; clause. Th -n. N ore-Ove , P rpo te~ to I)C an insurance Of fthe P ro(P eîtitself. A fire ha iN,1g ocurred,1 thc defeidants

paid the Loan C0oîpany the \vhole tl0UnL"t othl c l," " 0a 1,o the liiom-ttage, and( obtiiflLýc fraiP1thcmrm anl assignîneîent of the mort-gile fefore
tis ssîgnt~~ the defendan«tit, hadj( notice <f the

u n d e r t h e P O l i c y o f . m s r m c ' e d t d t f i


