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The Canada Law Jornae. ri ýî ~

Re'minal of/g0odt-Châpg«0 of ocecuOa- or thereafter owned by tbern, no evidence war,

~ro ofs of Ios$-Su/Jiency ofFaIse given as to its effeet in the Province of Quebe.

V9 ÎÏ:10 or this province.cotnenouc
Edld, that the contract otienosc

policy of insurance agaiflst fire on warranty as alleged: and that the evidence
d furniture, etc., in a dwvelling hause failed ta show any false and fraudulent repre-
e defendants pleaded -s a defence sentatians as alleged ; thiat though the state-
îe application, wbich was made part ment as to previaus loss by fire was technically
licy, the plaintiff falsely and fraudu- untrue, it was in no sense faise or fraudulent,
presented as a warranty, aînongst and it was a question whetber it came within
îgs, that the furniture, etc., was of a the meaning of the condition, and that as r.
lue; that there was ne priar instirance, gards the furniture it miust b. deemed to b. the
laintiff had never sustained any losa plaintiff s, tbough diqerent cansideratians migbt
îd that plaintiff was the ownet of the arise had the husband bten proved to have
destraycd, setting up a breach of a been insolvent, and the contention was with
of policy. his creditors.

hues af the furniture given in the ap- The defendants set up as a further defence
wvere praved ta correspond with thase that by a condition of the paIicýe any change
in a book made up at the time the material ta the risk, etc., avaided the policy,
was effected, which was shawn nat alleging the remaoval of part of the gonds in-

avagant, and na gaads were shown sured, and also a change of occupation and
een afterwards remaved. The priar cansequent increase of risk. rhe plaintiff
referred ta was e«fected white plain- havîng becamie iii, desired ta cansuit the saine

siding at M., whec she resided before niedical practitianer who had attended ber
)B., but on gaing ta reside at B. the while at M., where she formerly resided, andi
jsurance was taken out under the be- for sucb purpase %vent with lier children ta lier
,y the removal a new insurance was mother at M.-ber husband remaining in the

- i it did not appear that the pria' house-taking witb bier sonie littie furniture
was then in farce. There had been and bed clathes, Na ciaini was made for the

ss by fire of about $:a thraugh tbe praperty sa removed, and the rest was nat
ng of an ail lamp or stave, therel y thereby affected.
r injuring a piece af oilclotb, wvhich lie'd, that this defence faîled.
nsidered a sinall niatter, was ovet- The defendants alsa set up as a further de-
White plaintiff was living at M., the fence tbat by anather condition proafs qf loss
cantained in the bouse accupied by must b. muade by assured, and that they could
ber husband belanged ta plaintiff. anly b. made by an agent of insured when
sald and the money denîved there- insured's absence or inability ta make theni
:ived by the busband. Afterwards was satisfactoriiy accounted for, and that the
niture was purchased and again sold, loss sbould flot be payable until sixty days aûter
,nd receiving the imoney. The bus- camrpletion of proafs,

received certain mnoneys for plaintiff The evidence showed that the proofs were tnt
inather. Subsequenti.y the furniture furnisbed by plaintiff in consequence of lier
i was.purcbased by the busband, and ilîness, and that they were furnished by plain-

aintiff moving ta B. the furniture was tiff s busband througb a power of attorney froni
re. The husband said that instead the plaintiff suggested by defendants, Proofs
back the maney sa received by bum were furnisbed by the husbiand zogether with

irchased the furniture far plaintiff, and the power of attorney on the 24th November,
Lfd hib wife said it was bers, There whicb defendanits acknowledged on the 26th.
flestion as ta the husband's solvency On December iotb, defendants wrote requin-
y dlaim af creditarg, and as ta a mar- ing invoices and vouchers, and on Deceniber
tract wbich was set up wbereby tbe î6th the busband wrate sending ai the in-
and wifé were ta have and enjtiy their vaices and vouchens b.e was able ta give. This
estates, the respective praperties then wvas acktiawleçlged on the î6th November, anid
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