
Hox. SIR WM. MULOCK, C.J .E-x.: The action is on a
fire insurance policy, issued by the defendants on the 23rd
day of March, 1911, whereby they insured the plaintif! for
three years front the 23rd day of March, 1911, against loss
by lire te the extent of $500, in respect of an automobile,
whiclt was thereafter, naînely, on the 23rd day of April, 1913,
damaged by lire. The following are the defendants' grounds
of appeal; first, that the automobile is in the plaintiff's appli-
cation for insurance described as situate on lots 18 and 19
in tite third contcession of the township of Fredericksburg;
that the said application also described the buildings on the
said lands conisting of ordinary farttt buildings and ant
antomobile bouse, and ltai the plaintiil rhereby repre-.e1ted
to the defendants that lthe automobile wltett not ini use xvas
iwing, stored it said autontobile bouse, wbilsl at the titue
of its being dantaged by tire, il was, and for several weeks
had heen, storcd in a paint shop and garage in1 lte city of
Kingston, aitd its rentoval f rom said lands bo said paiîtt shop
antd garage was a change ittaterial to tîte risk within the
meaning of lthe third statutory condition; tîtat the plaintif!
omitted te notify the defendants iii writing of sucb clhange,
and that by reason of sucli omission thte policy became x'oid.

Second, that the defeftdant company by its license was
not entitled te insure other than isolated risks, and that the
risk in question was not one of that kind.

Titird, that by reason of certain terms in the application
for insurance the plaintif! is nlot entitied to recover more than
70 per cent. cf the lms.

The application for insurance, as il was originally signed
by the plaintif!, thus refers to the automtobile house and
automobile; description of the automobile htouse and auto-
mobile, " automobile bouse and ben house combined; auto-
mobile in the storage bouse or on the road."

When the plaintiff received the policy be was not satisfied
w'ith thte reference titerein to the automobile and returned
it to the defendttnts, atnd to meet bis objection thte cempany's
board amecnded the application and the policy by inserting in
the application and in the pelicy the words "or owned by the
assured." Thus the description in the application for insur-
ance is now iii these words; " automobile i the sterage
bouse or on lte road, or owned by the assured." The plain-
tif! accepted the poliey as amended and thereafter paid sub-
sequent assessments on Itis premîtniu note given for the poýliey.


