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Froni Nreredith, C. J. 1 Nay 5.
SONS OF SCOTLAND BRNaVOLL.ÇT Assoc[ATION v. F,%u[.KNEP.

p;s~2iel~es~dkIa-BerevkntsoeetyD pute as~ to age of applicanîI.ie
After an applicAtion for Membersh'iP in a benevolent association liad

bnen acceptedj a dispute arase as ta the applicant's age, and an action was
liught by him to compel the association to issue to him a certificite of
mcmihership. This action w" settled, the association accepting an
affidavit af the applicant's brother a% proof of his age, and thereupon
issuing the certificate of membership. Subscquently the association
bwnuLght this action, asking for cancellation of the certificate an the groL'nd
tilat the applitrant's age was not, in fact, that stated by his brother:

1/til, that nothing less than clear proof by the association oi the
actual age of the applicant, and af iraud in procuring and making the
!1îa it would suffice ta uindo the settlement and entitle the association to
iiie,,tlation of the certificate. judgrnent Of NIEREDITW, C.J., aflirinied.

lfPzf.son, Q.C., andi f. AMaelntian, for appellants. J. J1. G/atZrk and
P.U. ilîchrofor respondent.

Froi NlaciNahon, J[i May 5.
I>UEIER WVATCH CASE MANUFACTVRINC, COMPiANY »". F.GGART.

B<z';rupiq) and insoliiency-Axoigntiehl/s and plvcfeprencs-Sa/e (f .ast
-Exiitguiswten/ý of débl.

An assiginient af the assets of a partnership was duly made pursuant
to the provisions of the Assignnients and I'references Act, and the
assi gn ce, with the approval ai the creditors, sold and transferred the assets
tco a noininee of the plaintiffs and two other creditors of the firrn, i con-
sideration of the paynîent ta the other creditors ai a composition, and
siibject ta the daims ai these three creditors, l'hc purchaser covenanted
%witli the assignee ta settie the claînis of these three creditors and ta
inicinniiy hii therefram.

IL/a', that the claims ai these three creditors %vere thus miade part of
t1w purchase maney, and were extinguished by the trinsfer of the assets.
Ju(!i1me1nt af MACNIAHON, J., afirmed.

(. J il/arii, for appellants. OsIer, Q.C., ind ./. .4. IilZç, for
respondents.

Frin Mferedith, J~[NIaY 5.
W OOLEY' V. VICTORIA MUTUAL FrRE INSURANCLe COMPA.NY.

1wî (- isuran ce- Mu/ual eowtan v-Assessmet lt n<e-Defatilt- Forfeiture.
b.elault in paymnent ai One ai the deierred payments ai the first

in-stalment ai a premiuni note given by an insurer in a Mutual Fire
insuirance Company, under s. i29 of the Act, R. SO., c. 203, daes flot

ipso facto work a forfeiture.
A notice by the company ta the insurer treating the payment as an


