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NOTES 0F CANADIAN CASES.

gagee might take the goods if the mortgagor
attenîpted to seli, dispose of, or part with the
possession of the goods.

Held, that the rnortgagee had the right, under
thc circumstances, to take the goods, alth'ough
default in payment had flot been mnade.

J. W Kerr, Q.C., for the plaintiff.
McPhiiz6s, for the defendant,

WHITEMARSH V. VAN EGMOND.

A ward-Fraud.

levied upon under process of law, the Plc
should cease. In answer to the question wbetber
the property was mortgaged, the assured ari'
swered, Il$5,ooo to F. L. & S. Co."? There were

at the time, in fact, two mortgages to that ni

pany. After the policy a mortgage was g've d

secure endorsements, and was dj5 charged, aOd
another was given by the plaintiff to bis part-

ners, who retired from the firm, but the CoînPa"Y
was flot apprised of either. The jury folîd tbat
the representations as to incumbrances were
false, and a verdict was entered for the de-

Disputes having arisen between the plaintiff fendants.
and defendant upon a building contract, the Heid, that the representations as tO fllcrn
plaintiff wished to have the value of his work brances was a violation of the condition', '11d
for the defendlant referred to arbitration. The that the verdict was right.
defendant, who clainieci that work wvas îiot finish- Per HAGARTY, C. J.-Though that part of the
ed according to contract, agreed only to refer condition as to levying rnight be unreasonale
the question whethcr or flot the %vork had been (5 App. R. 605), the rernainder was iot, and the
finished according t0 the plans and specifica- condition is divisible.
tions in the contract, and that any submission
to be drawn xvas to be referred to bis solicitor, -

and approved by himi before he would execute REGINA EX REL BRINE v. BOOTI14.
it. The plaintiff procured a bond to be drawn MncplAtLqo ies-Cuelo-
and sent to the defendant's solicitor, who disap- ncaiA-Lqolies-
proved of it, as it left the whole matter open to Jates*5
arbitration, and referred it to the plaintiff's soli- The defendaxit and his brother were aril
citors. The latter acting on the inistructions of o11 business as Booth Bros., and had a îicense in
the plaintiff's agent, who was inforrned of the the name of the firni to selI intoxicatiflg liq u
disapproval, engrossed the bond, and the plain- Before the nomination of members of the far
tiff's agent took it to the defenidant and pro- dale counicil thc defenidant, with the conse n
cured his signature by leading hirn to l)elieve the license conmnissioners, transfcrred bis 11
that it had been approved. After au aNvard was terest in the license to bis brother in order 1

made thereunder the defendant discovcred from qualify ai a councillor, but the business c
bis solicitor, for the first tinie, that lie liad neyer tinued as before. atri
approved of the submission, and innediately ie/1, [affirinig thc decision of the Master bc
repudiated it Chambers,] that a licensbe cannot îawfu' I .

IIeId, [reversing the judgmcnt of GAI:1, m. transferred except in the cases mentioiied I
that an action on the awvard would not lie. S. (i. Cap. 181) SeCt. 28, n)one of which had 0C

OsierQ.C.,for te plantif.curred here. That the consent of the cnnîOsie, Q.., or te paintff.sioniers did flot validate the transfer, and tlîere'Beihztne, Q.C., for the defendant. foeta h eednwortiîdhsinter

est in the licelise, was not qualified to
WILBV V. STANDARD INSURANCE CO. counicillor. a~

Finisuraince-bncubranicesJîjs-ren- Per ARMOUR, J.---The Act disqualifYîîîvPirebr tin-ivsiie min licensce should be construed strictly, anld its ef-

A ie oicon ainsbed condition, n adi fects should îot be extenided to the partner o

tion to the statutable conditions, to the effect paenl. ul odn ies ithat if the property were alienated, or any trans-
fer or change of title occurred, or if it were in Shepiey, for the appeal.
cunibered by mortgage without the consent of Ayie.,7worth, contra.
the coînpany, or if the property should be

Q. B. Div.]
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