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APPELLATE DIVISION.

SECOND DIVISIoNAL COURT. MARCH 25T11, 1918.

*ROGERS v. GENERAL ACCIDENT FIRE AND LIFE
SINSURANCE CORPORATION.,

*ROGERS v. ME\IRCANTILE FIRE INSURýANCE C3O.

In.uraince (Fire)-Inýsuraice Act, R.S.O. 1914 eh. 183, sec'. 1941,
condition 5--Construciion of-" ýEffeet other Insumranc thereon''

-Rem,al of Goods so that they Become Cvrdbyj Policyj
ocf another C'ompany.

Appeals by the defeudants from the judigment of CLT , 
13 O.W.N. 175.

The appeals were heard by NIULOCK, C.J.EX., RUDDELL,
S1UTI.AND, Z1nd KELLY. JJ.

A. C. M'cMvaster, for the appellants.
A. J. Russell Snow, KCfor the plaintiff, respondent.

RIDDELL, J., ini a written judgment, refvrred to statutory,
conduition -sc 194 of the Ontario Insuranve Act, R1.S.O. 1914
eh. 183-whieh provides: "If the assured now bias any oter in-

srneon any property covered by this policy whieh is not dis-
closed to the oompany or hereafter effects m-y othier insurance

teenwithout the written assent of the company, lie shall not

be etitled to recover in excess of sixty per cent. of itle los,,,
It was argued thiat thie removal of the goods covered by the'

plicy of oie coipany so that they becs-me covered also by the

poiy of the other companyv is to " effect othler insurance t hereon ,"

*This case and all otiiers so marked to be rep)orted in the Oiitario


