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administrator, for the ben efit of bis widow, if any,' he
being at that timfie married. During the following
year Phelon's wife died, and hie subsequently married
again, bis second wife surviving him. The heirs of
the first wife laid claimi to the proceeds of the policy as
against-the dlaimi of the widow. They contended that
the policy provision contemplated the wife of the
assured at the date of the policy as the person
designated, and who at that time was the only person
wbo could be properly designated as bis possible
*widow. The court held th at both what the policy
oniitted to say and what it actually expressed were
fatal to the dlaim, of the beirs ; the first wife's name
flot appearing as the beneficiary, and the terni "widow,
if any " being used, and that " wife " and "widow "
were flot synonymous ternis. If the former terni had
been used, the riglit of the wife would have attached to
the date'of the policy and the dlaimis of lier heirs would
have been valid, It was held that the riglit of the
first wife depended on the condition that the assured
should die first, and that she should become his widow.
Considerable stress was. laid on the fact that the
assured, through bis administrator, was t he only
unconditional. beneficiary, and that hie continued to
hold the policy as it was originally written before and
after bis second marriage. The raison d'être of the
court's opinion is found in the following extracts-

Duriug his second marriage hie delivered the policy to bis
second wife, tellinýg hier it was for hier benefit, and while the
policy was in force hie died. This designation by delivery, added
to the fact that hie caused no change to be niade la the ternus of
the policy after the death of his first wife, and that origiaîy
no particular person wvas nained by personal mention in the
policy, convince ':me tliat lie nîeant what tbe policy says, i.e..
that lis widow should be the beneficiary, if lie shuuld 'cave a
widow. As lie could leave but one Widow, V17., the wife who
miglit survive hlm, this designation of the bent ficiary was
fixed and definite. * He doubtless Iiad reference when lie
took the policy to lis then living wife, but lie <lid Ixot ianle hier
ini the policy ; and if lie tîxeant lier it was on Mhe e-ipress colzdi;-
lion that she sbould beconie biis widow. This condition by bier
death became impossible of fulfilîniienit. Tiien the policy stood
as it did originally, bis own, wlh no bcncficiary ca/ledl by naine,
and lie was than an uiarried mti, a widow.r. In this
situation lie could lawfuliy nîiarry and did Iawfully nlarry bis
second wife, and after a few years lie died leaviîîg bier as his
widow.

It is argued that titis widow caniiiot avail lierself of tle bene-
fits of the policy, becau"e at tlîe date:of the contract witnessed
by said policy she liad no insurable interest iii Mr. Phelon's
life. In iny view of the ccii 'îract this was ilot necessary. The
contract wvas by Plhelon in his own favor, on his own l4fr,
payable Io his own ad>ninisâ,alol-, on the' coni/jlon Mhal ke
should leave no widiowý. Thîis policy wvas bis own. It was
supported by bis own inistirable iîîterest, and this interest wben
he married the de-feiiilant, MNrs. 1NI tria lîcelon, wvas iaîparted to
her, on the conditioni, or ratlierii tCie eveut, tlat b le should by
survival becone bis widow.

The' case will naturatly attract w'ide attention, for
not a few other policies nîay be in existence, and stilli
many others may be soluglit for, wherviti the phrase
4widow, if aIy"- may ixîdicate the intention of the

assured to hiave the proceeds of bis pQlicy applied for
the benefit of bis survivitng wife, whoever be may be.
Whether decisions of the higlier courts, generally, in
-similar cases, wotild follow the linti of the onlehere

considered.is an iinteresting question,.thougli we appre-
hend that thcywould.

FIRE PREMiUÙMS ANqD'TAXES 1W IONT1REAL.

Fronsi the'animal feturis* -to' thýe city -authorities of
Montreal by the'fire insurance. colnpanies of net pre-
mium income for purposes of taxation, we give below
the amount of city premiunmis, flot including the sub-
urbs;- and, the tax imposed thereon,. as follows. .

Comnpany. Premiums.

,Vtnla.........
Agrcutua 3,062
Atlas......8,6,58
Brit. An:,er .... 20,518
Caledonian. .... 28,439
Citîzens...38,734
Com. Union... 34,461
Connecticut. .. 4,076
Eastern ........ 6,168
Emp. Liability. 1 1,469
Fire las. Ass&n. 15,720
Manchester. 9,665
Guardian ... 38,000
Hartford ... 11, 530
Iniperial ... 28,975
Lancashire .... 17,585
Liv., Lond. &

Globe...63534
London Assur. 2i,610
London & Lan.

cashire . -- 22,925
Mutual, Mont'l 16YI33

A m't. of
Tax.

$49-00
10.00
26.00

90.00
119.00
104.00

13.00
20.00

35.00
48.00
30.00

115.00

37.00
88. w
55.00

194.00.
66.oo

70.00
50~.00

Company. Premiums.

National of Ire-
land.... $13,046

North British.. 68,46o
Northern . 23,157
las. Co. of N.

Atiîerica. 11. ,909
Norwich Union 12,430
Phoenix, Lond. 29,059
Phenix, Brook-

lYn .......... 7,624
Phoenix, Hart-

ford ......... 8490
Queea.......... 38 283
Quebec ......... 8,143
Royal ........ 100,927
Royal Caiîad'n 31,955
Scottisb Union 46,406
Western...*30,241
Union Assur _. 2,479

Amt. of
Tax.

$40-00

71 .00

37.00
38.00e
89.00

24.00

26.00
1 16.00>
25.00

306.00
96.00

141 .00
93.00

Totals. $849,661 $2,6oe.oo

PROPORTION 0F PIRE INS('RANCE BY BRIT181H
COMPANIES IN THEE 7UNITED STATES AIND

CANADA.
llow important that portion of this continent com-

prising the United States and Canada lias become as a
fire insurance field for the British compaîîie., is not per-
haps' generally realized excepting iii a vague, general
sort of way. We have thought it of sufficient inter-
est to cail for the following detailed exhibit of the pro-
portion of premiums and' losses in the United States
and Canada for 1 89o to the totals as reported in the
home office statements*of the companies named. F ol-
lowing is the exhibit:

Rati ».& anPrem's. Losses, Un. Buins t0 U..& ans.COMPANY. Aggregate Aggregate Un. States States and uicst oas
Preriums Lbsse,.' & Canada. Canada.

___________Prents. [.osses.

Atlas ........... ,029,190o 61.,405 t 63,701 45,6.ç7 6.2 7.4Caledonian .. 1,157945 444,850 629,782 159e500 54.4 35.9City of London. .1,451,723 1,228,063 553,166 312,513 38.1 25.4Commercial Un. 4,696,490 2,904,30) 31043;085 1,739,27d 64.8 59.8Fire In%. Asso'n. 436,930 280,005 t f 3î,900 61,930 26.0 22.1Guardian .... 2)6.-420 1,
6
59,00o 1,298,106 605,587. 44.8 36.5Imperial.... 382,820 2,218,430 1,315,709 667,932 34.4 30.1Lancashire..3,398!515 2,271,210 29,0,2.86 2,139,710 56.2 50.2L., L. & Globe..- 7ý ,18810 4,100,135 4,776,593 2,574,252 67.0 69.7I.ond. & Lanc .. 3.511,735,. 299.13,090 I,907,989 1,957,254 54.3 55.2London A ssir... 2,Z18,830 1,058,570 1,0814,001 571,676 511 54.0Manchester ... X,00î,oO 55,795 -205,377 83,046 20. .4.9National....-*105050 662,20 f 75,1138 50,772 7.4 7.6North British... 6,945,7"35 4»0539435 2,.496,001 1,394,207 34e6.- 34-4Northern.... 3357320 2,975,945 2,250o,289 706,410 37.2 35.1Norwich Union.. 3ý741,735 2,342)04P 1,3ý16,055 1685,176 35:- 29.3Phoenix.. *s ,8,885 13 05 2,013,155 1r,012,092 38.8 3 1.6Queen .......... 3,222,530 9,r25 .1,839),292 1,028,451 -. 0- 48.8Royal .......... 6,101,910 8,4830 4,127,563 2,i26,5-99 67.6 68.9Scottiçh UnV'On . 1,256,850 .5b8,220 723,838 298,230 57.6 53;4Sun Fire...4,358,395 2,354,915 *1,455,218 765,351 33.4 .32.5Uiîetd Fire .... 1,328,075 1381,835 *1.,119).,467 68961 842 7S..,

169j,156,963 If0,808533 3îs,2î7,7i 777,25;_ 48.*-D 4 1,;
' lu United Sp,10«vîîlny. . t In Caiad 'a cîîly.. -

From the iabove it- appears- that- -more:than 'tWo-thirds
of the pre ii incone- of several- of-the 1largest Britislli1
companies cornes -frotà thé United -Stùtes, and Canada,
while nolâe Of those ffully established. fali béýN oùlÇ
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