
122 Canada Lau, Joz a.

He!d, that bis finding shnuld not be disturbed.
Among the questions in the application wa-, On account of ?" followed

by a blank, the meaning being, "On whose account is the insurance to be
F made ?">

Held, that an answer to the question was waived by the acceptance of the
risk without the blank having been filled Up.

K. The insurance effected by plaintiffs was $3,2o0 on disbursements on SS.
"Oakdene," a. and from Halifax, the amnount being intended to cover expen-

ditures made in repairing the ship, which had corne into Halifax in distress.
ffeld, that after the repairs were effected and the expenditures made there

4 could be no legitimate objection to effecting additional insurance on the ship
to the extent of the expenditure.

Held, following British Ainerica Ass. Co. v. Law, 21 S.C.R. 325, that
plaintiffs were entitied to recover.

he/d, also, following Wilson v. faones, L. R. 2 Ex. 146e that reasonable cer-
tainty was all that was required in the designation of the subj-ýct matter of
the insurance in the application.

W. A. Heitry, for plaintiff.
Drysdale, Q.C., and H. T. fones, for defendant.
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11111 of exchange-)efence that plaint«ff is nat légal ho/der-Order for fipnal
iudgnten under- O. 14, R. z-Diçcretion (?f Chamnbers /udýee on fads be-
fore hiin-He/d Prooerly exercised-,Fùrther affidavils readi on aerguienf
-Defendant a/lawed opoortunity an new facis shawn Io sabstantiate de-

fence-Payi'neni iat C'/Z' required-Costs.
Under 0. 14, R. i, where the defendant appears to a writ of sumnmons

specially indorsed under O. 3, R. 5, and the plaintiff on afidavit verifying the
cause of action and stating that in his belief there is no defence to the action,
applies for liberty to enter final judgment for the amiount indorsed, with
interest if any, etc., the Judge may, unless the deferidant by affidavit or other.
mise satisfies him that he bas a good defence to the action on the mierits, or

discloses such facts as rnay be deerned sufficient to entitie hlmi to defendy
make an order empowering the plaintiff to enter judgment accordingly.

In this case the affidavit read on behalf of the defendant before the
itChambers' Judge stated 1< have been informned by the agent of the

A Havana Cigar Co., by whom the bill of exchange sued on herein %vas drawn, and
from, such information 1 verily believe that the plaintiff herein is not and
wvas not at the time this action was brought the ho1"' v of said bill of
exchange."

other than this no facts of any kind were stated and ti&__ was nothing to
satisfy the Judge that the defendant should be P,.titled to defend. The Judge
at Chambers having granted plaintiff the order applied for,

Hela', that under these circumstances the question was entirely within the
* discretion of the Judge, and there wvas no reason for holding that such dis-

cretion had been wrongly exercised.


