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and oiniitted te state that the sureties were worth $roo, over anci above any
amouint for which they might be liable as sureties, it was held insufficient.

'The rule in force as to recognizances prior to the passing of the Criminal
Code is stili in force, and therefore there is no necessity for passing a ruile
under s. 892 of the Code.

Ayléswvorts for the motion.

MACNMAION, J.] [March 2

NEII.SON V. TR~USTS CORPORATION 0F ONTARIO.

Life insurieice--Iitnefit cer /ic(ate- Chanige of dlirection as to Payi;ieiî-7Trust
rCOCaiOf-~V/l-.t uto s-PS.C r 16-5! Vd. 22-33 t'7Ci., cj.39

In October, 1 886, an endowment cere•icate upon the life of a widower with
one child was iesued to hiim by a benefit society, the sumi secured thereby being
designatedl by a clause therein as payable tu the child. In February, 1888, the
insured, having miarrned again, indorsed on the certificate a writing revoking the
original designation and directing payment tc, his wife. In November, i890,
his wife having died, lie indorsed on the certificate a direction that payment
should be made te his executors, administrators, and assignts. He diec la
Niarch, 1893, a widower, leaving two children, the one first mientioned, and one
born in May, 1888. By bis will, dated in July, i 888, lie left ail his estate tu his
clîildren in equal shares.

J/llt that under the pu~wers conferred by R.S.O., c. 116, even as arnended
by 51 ViCt., C. 22, the insured had onîy a fimited authority to vary the ternis of
the certificate ;and he could net revolte the direction for payment ta bis
daughter and mlake a direction for payaient te his wife.

.ItingL'al4d v. lPacker, 2 1 0. R. 267 ; 9 A. R. 290, followed.
13y virtue of 53 Vict., c. 39, s. 6, lie mîght, wi. ii lit made the indorsement

of November, t89o, 1,ave transfrrred or liruited the bene6its of the certificate in
any manner or proportion he saw fit between bis children ;b:t hie ceuld not
destroy the trust created by thie certificate and declare a new trust which might,
by making the fund applicable to the paynient of debts, deprive hi¶ children of
ail benefit in it, and so ren&r the Act nugatory.

.V>(r»for :lie plaintiff.
I1los, Q.C., and X.~ !' I)itziidson for the defendants.

ROSE 3.1[Match 1,.

CUTHiiiERT v. NoR L'H AxiERIC.N LEASRNECOMIANY.

4A:nuity bondi- -'!i of a,'siiramný.

Il, COnlSidtrationl Of S12,WOo pAid b>)' M. te the defendants, tkiey, by an
instrumnent in writing, agreed te pay him $18oo every year during ltig vatural
hue, in equai quarterly payments of $4So each. Tfh* termns Ilpolicy " and
"annuiti bo~nd" were bath used ini the document itselt ., descriptive of its

iiatute-. The consideration lias stated -te be net onlv the $12,Oao, but Ilthe
applicatkt.. for thîs policy and the statements and agreements therein contained,


